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The announcement of a national 
Royal Commission into child 
sexual abuse has been strongly wel-
comed by the thousands of church 
and other victims and their families 
and supporters. Hopes are high 
that it will result in justice and 
acknowledgement of the serious 
crimes committed. The associated 
cover-ups and deceit reach into the 
highest levels of police and church 
hierarchies.

But the issues go beyond the 
question of justice and assisting vic-
tims and their families and protecting 
children into the future. They raise 
the question of state-church relations, 
in particular, whether church law 
is above and beyond state law in a 
modern secular society.

The strength of public opinion 
following the ABC’s Lateline TV 
program on November 8 forced the 
Prime Minister’s hand. Apart from 
the public, Prime Minister Gillard 
was under considerable pressure 
within Labor ranks, from the Greens, 
the Opposition and Independents. 
As recently as August she rejected 

calls for a Royal Commission. Just 
how much the Royal Commission 
will achieve depends on its terms of 
reference, its fi nancing and staffi ng, 
and how it operates.

Detective chief inspector Peter 
Fox, who has had 30 years in the 
NSW police force, 20 of them work-
ing with victims of abuse, put his life 
and job on the line when he blew the 
whistle in an interview with Tony 
Jones on the public broadcaster’s 
Lateline program.

For years he had been supply-
ing detailed reports to his superiors 
in the police force seeking fuller 
investigations into sexual abuse in 
the Newcastle-Maitland Diocese. His 
concern and frustration at the lack of 
action and complicity of the church 
led him to blow the whistle.

Fox had written to NSW Liberal 
Premier Barry O’Farrell indicating 
the extent of the criminal abuse of 
children in the hands of the Catholic 
Church, and calling for a state Royal 
Commission. “I can testify from my 
own experience the Church covers up, 
silences victims, hinders police inves-
tigations, alerts offenders, destroys 
evidence and moves priests to protect 

the good name of the Church,” Fox 
said in his letter.

The evidence is “irrefutable,” 
Fox told Tony Jones. “For people 
to sit back and say it’s not going on, 
they’ve got their head in the sand. The 
greatest frustration is that there is so 
much power and organisation behind 
the scenes that police don’t have the 
powers to be able to go in and seize 
documents and have them disclose 
things to us.”

Fox said he had defi nite informa-
tion that the covering-up goes as high 
as diocese bishops or even higher. 
He raised concerns about the role of 
police. He had been working on the 
case of father Denis McAlinden since 
1999, and had built up considerable 
trust with the victims to obtain their 
statements. Out of the blue he was 
taken off the case and told to hand 
over all of his evidence, including an 
“explosive” statement from a church 
insider. It is certainly not consistent 
with police practice. As Fox said, 
“We’re instructed when you go to 
detective courses is that you don’t 
hand victims around like numbers.”

Continued on page 4
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Stop the Killings, End the Occupation
Communist Party of Australia statement on Gaza

The Communist Party of Australia con-
demns the ongoing attacks on Gaza by the 
Israeli military in the strongest possible terms. 
The assassination of the Hamas military chief 
Ahmad Jaabari and the destruction of the 
freely elected Hamas cabinet’s headquar-
ters are outrageous violations of the norms 
of international relations and an affront to 
peace-loving people everywhere. The support 
given for these acts by the US administration 
is predictable but shocking in its inhuman-
ity nevertheless. The failure of Australia’s 
Foreign Minister Bob Carr to condemn the 
acts of state terrorism is also in character but 
extremely damaging to Australia’s reputation 
in the international community.

The violence is the legacy of Israel’s 

dispossession of Palestinians in 1948, forc-
ing many of them from their homes in what 
is now Israel into the tiny Gaza Strip. That 
original injustice has been compounded by the 
occupation Israel has not only failed to end but 
has actually intensifi ed in recent years with its 
relentless siege of the small strip of territory.

Israel has been progressively choking 
the life out of Gaza, destroying its economy, 
periodically wrecking its infrastructure, deny-
ing its inhabitants freedom of movement and 
leaving its population in poverty and misery.

In what Egypt’s President Mohamed Morsi 
calls “blatant aggression against humanity,” 
more than 250 air strikes were launched by 
the Israeli military against Gaza in a space of 
48 hours, killing 18 Palestinians and injuring 

over 150. Those killed include four children. 
Israel boasts that more than 600 targets have 
been hit in Gaza.

The United States must bear much of the 
responsibility for these barbaric events. Israel’s 
belligerence towards Gaza and reluctance to 
reach a ceasefi re with Hamas, has largely 
been made possible because Obama forced 
US taxpayers to massively subsidise Israel’s 
rocket interception system, Iron Dome, to the 
tune of hundreds of millions of dollars.

This aggression looks set to be far more 
serious and extensive than the war that Israel 
launched on Gaza in December 2008 in which 
1,400 Palestinians and 13 Israelis were killed.

The 1.7 million people of Gaza continue 
to remain under a brutal siege, denied even 

the most basic necessities such as food and 
medicine. Power and water supplies have 
been cut to Gaza residents. Reports avail-
able indicate that hospitals are running out 
of medicine. The people of Gaza and Israel 
live in fear of where the Israeli government 
is taking them.

On Friday Israel’s Cabinet approved the 
activation of up to 75,000 reservists for what 
the prime minister’s spokesman Mark Regev 
said was a “possible ground invasion of the 
Gaza Strip.” Israel continues its attacks across 
the Syrian border. There is a real danger that 
Israel’s military operations could escalate 
into full-scale, even nuclear, war extending 
to Syria, Iran and beyond.

Continued on page 2
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PRESS FUND
A NSW farmer recently revealed that the massive increase in power 
rates over the last few years weren’t caused by rising demand for 
power as the industry claimed, but by “gold plating” electrical 
infrastructure (carrying out excessive maintenance operations), 
which allowed power corporations to jack up their rates under 
a federal and state government agreement. Last week industry 
lawyers threatened to sue the farmer ruthlessly for defamation, 
but the same day after a storm of public indignation, they backed 
down. It just shows how you can stand up to bullies! We intend to 
follow his story in our news coverage, but we need your help, so 
please send us something for the next issue. Many thanks to this 
week’s supporters, as follows:
June Ayres $50, Don Humphries $30, Mark Mannion $5, 
“Round Figure” $10, M Smith $40
This week’s total: $135 Progressive total: $10,650

Elephant in the room
“The tax take is dwindling and spending is rising”, so some-

thing has to give. There is simply not enough tax to pay for 
everything. That is the message coming from the big end of town 
and neo-liberal economic commentators. We are not about to fall 
off the “fi scal cliff” like the US, but a “fi scal crunch” is coming 
that “will force politicians and voters alike to reconsider our 
expectations of what services government should provide,” says 
Fleur Anderson (Financial Review, 12-11-2012). No prizes for 
what has to give, if they have their way.

Instead of looking at how to increase tax revenue, the shortfall 
is being used as an excuse to cut spending on social security 
and other public services. The cuts, such as means testing, are 
dressed up as being “fairer”, “targeting the most needy” etc. In 
reality they are the thin edge of the wedge, the thick end being 
the replacement of the “welfare state” as we know it by a system 
of “self-insurance” and “self-provision.” The process is insidious, 
each small step failing to attract the widespread opposition neces-
sary to defeat it. Whether it is the unemployed, single parents, 
people with a disability, bit by bit their entitlements and rights 
are being eroded.

It is an indictment of the capitalist system that after decades 
of rising productivity and wealth, it claims it cannot afford to 
go on providing for the social well-being of the people. But that 
is the essence of their message. Of course it is nonsense that 
social security is unaffordable, it is a question of ideology and 
profi t-gouging.

Anderson is correct in that you cannot keep spending more 
while taxes are dwindling, but fails to analyse why the tax take 
is not adequate to meet expenses. In part it is due to the gradual 
winding back of the corporate tax take from 46 cents in the dollar 
to 30 cents. Plans to cut it back to 25 cents will only compound 
the situation. Every cent cut in the corporate tax rate is in effect 
a multi-billion dollar subsidy to the private sector and has to be 
met with corresponding cuts in spending.

At present there is a cyclical decline in the total corporate tax 
take which looks set to become deeper as the looming economic 
crisis sets in. But the overall trend of income shortfalls, apart 
from the corporate tax cuts, results from the billions of dollars in 
corporate welfare and a bloated military budget to feed the US’s 
military industrial complex and help fi ght US imperialism’s wars.

Instead of cutting corporate tax rates, the government should 
be introducing a genuine super profi ts across all industries. The 
minerals resource rent tax is a farce. A ten percent cut in the 
military budget; the phasing out of the private health insurance 
rebate; a super-profi ts tax; and an end to private school subsidies 
could bring in billions of dollars extra. This could be used to 
fund increases in the age pension and other welfare payments 
and improve public services.

Anderson’s threat of a “fi scal crunch” turns out to be no more 
than an attempt to defend the extension of the GST to exempt 
items and or increase it from 10 to 15 percent. Such articles at-
tempting to increase and extend the base of the GST to fresh food, 
medical services, education, etc, are becoming all too common.

Nick Greiner, former NSW Liberal Premier and a key ad-
viser to Prime Minister Julie Gillard on the GST, is pushing 
hard for the GST to be extended and increased. Coalition leader 
Tony Abbott’s tax adviser Dick Warburton, is critical of both 
the government and Opposition over their failure to tackle the 
question of the GST.

No political leader has the courage or integrity to announce 
their intentions regarding the GST before the 2013 elections. It 
would be electoral suicide as Liberal leader John Hewson dis-
covered the hard way in 1993. But with the ratings agencies, the 
International Monetary Fund and big end of town on their backs 
to produce budget surpluses, slash social welfare and increase 
GST takings for the states, the GST looks set to be the elephant 
in the room in the 2013 elections. 

Continued from page 1

The Netanyahu government 
deliberately broke a cease-fi re, 
knowing full well the response that 
assassinating a Palestinian leader 
and murdering other innocent 
Palestinians would bring.

The Israeli government must 
take responsibility for what is 
happening.

Arab and Jewish students and 
Hadash (the Democratic Front for 
Peace a nd Equality – Communist 
Party of Israel) members took 
part in demonstrations at Haifa 
and Tel-Aviv Universities and the 
Hebrew University of Jerusalem on 
Thursday afternoon.

On Thursday night, Jews and 
Arabs took part in demonstrations 
in Tel Aviv, Haifa and Jerusalem 
organised by Hadash. Hadash chair-
man, MK Muhammad Barake said 
Jews and Arabs together were call-
ing for an end to the violence.

Hadash Member of the Knesset 
(Parliament) Dov Khenin told the 
Tel-Aviv demonstration: “Stop the 
killing, stop the bloodshed immedi-
ately. One bombing leads to anoth-
er, leading to more and more people 
being injured in Gaza and Israel.” 

“The cycle of violence is not 
the solution but the problem,” he 
added. Khenin called on the gov-
ernment to reach an immediate 
cease-fi re and announce the open-
ing of genuine negotiations and an 
agreement with the Palestinians.

Activists all over the country 
chanted slogans such as “Arabs 
and Jews refuse to be enemies,” “in 
Gaza and Sderot, little girls want 
to live,” and “Bibi [Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu] and [Defense 
minister Ehud] Barak, war is not a 
game.”

The CPA remains committed to 
solidarity with the Palestinian peo-
ple and support for the establish-
ment of an independent Palestinian 

state in line with long-standing UN 
resolutions.

We demand an immediate halt 
to the aggression, international con-
demnation of the aggressors, and 
the prevention of any recurrence 
of Israel’s barbarism. We affi rm 
that the only way to secure peace 
for both the Israeli and Palestinian 
people to end Israeli occupation of 
Palestine.

We urge Australians to get 
behind appropriate boycotts of 
commercial and other exchanges 
between Australia and Israel and to 
do everything in their capacity to 
build solidarity with the Palestinian 
people.

This movement needs to be 
built locally and internationally 
to the point where it will oblige 
the federal government and other 
Western powers to end their support 
for Zionist expansionism and desta-
bilisation of the Middle East. 

Stop the Killings, 
End the Occupation
Communist Party of Australia statement on Gaza

Process under attack
Darren Coyne

Opponents of the ongoing inter-
vention in Northern Territory 
Aboriginal communities say the 
democratic process has failed 
Aboriginal people. A new book by 
the group “Concerned Australians” 
claims the federal government’s 
consultation process was a sham 
and that the laws could fail if tested 
in the High Court.

The book, A Decision to 
Discriminate, Aboriginal Disem-
powerment in the Northern Territory, 
has been launched in Melbourne, 
Sydney, Canberra and Murray Bridge. 
It will be launched in Adelaide on 
December 9.

Organisers said it was an impor-
tant historical record that focused on 
the Senate committee inquiry into 
the Labor government’s Stronger 
Futures legislation, which extended 
the intervention by up to 10 years.

Concerned Australians spokesper-
son Georgina Gartland said the book 
used quotes as a way of recording 
what people said during consultations, 
and documented how Aboriginal 
people in the NT were being denied 
the right of taking responsibility for 
their communities.

“It shows how the government 
decision-making process chose to 
ignore the views and ideas expressed 
by many Aboriginal people of the 
Northern Territory communities in 
much the same way as has happened 
since colonisation,” she said.

“More importantly it shows the 
process which led to decisions was 
badly flawed, miserably failing the 
people who provided evidence to 
its inquires by disdainfully push-
ing the legislation through the 
House of Representatives before 
the Senate Inquiry report had been 
completed.”

Aboriginal Catholic Ministry 
Sydney Archdiocese executive offi cer 
Graeme Mundine was scathing of the 
government’s approach.

“One of the more infuriating 
aspects of the Intervention and 
Stronger Futures is government claims 
that they have consulted widely and 

this is what Aboriginal people want,” 
Mr Mundine said.

“The consultations for Stronger 
Futures and previous ones for the 
Intervention were a sham.

Issues
“The consultations were based on 

the government’s agenda. There was 
little, if any, opportunity for commu-
nities to identify the most important 
issues they faced in each community.

“The government had already 
decided for them and had already 
made the decision about how these 
issues should be addressed.”

Former Family Court Chief 
Justice Alastair Nicholson outlined 
his concerns in the book’s foreword.

“What I fi nd almost equally dis-
turbing as the policy of ignoring the 
participation and input of Aboriginal 
people into the decision-making 
process is government willing-
ness to perpetuate and cloak racial 

discrimination against them as so-
called ‘special measures’ purporting 
to protect them, while at the same 
time abandoning any semblance of 
compliance with international obliga-
tions,” he wrote.

Utopia Elder Rosalie Kunoth-
Monks also spoke at the Sydney 
launch, recounting the reaction from 
her community to the decision by 
government to extend the intervention.

“ ... A lot of us are going through 
tremendous, tremendous trauma and 
that’s not over exaggerating because 
we live in terror of our languages, our 
ceremonies and our land being taken 
off us,” she said.

Victorian Aboriginal Child Care 
Agency chief executive Muriel 
Bamblett spoke on the long-term 
impact of the legislation on children 
and services in the NT.
For details go to 
www.concernedaustralians.com.au
Koori Mail 

With the new book, from left, journalist and rights campaigner Jeff McMullen, 
Co-Minister for Reconciliation, Healing and Integration in Zimbabwe Senator 
Sekai Holland and Sydney Diocese of the Aboriginal Catholic Ministry chief 
executive Graeme Mundine. (Photo by Sabine Kacha)
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The federal government’s energy 
white paper contains few surprises 
but bountiful confirmation of 
the corporate-fi rst agenda of the 
planners who heavily infl uence 
future economic “reform” in 
Australia. It is a telling mixture of 
unfounded optimism that climate 
change will be handled somehow, 
that “clean coal” will come to the 
rescue and that Australia will be 
well placed to capitalise on the 
planet’s growing demand for fossil 
fuels and uranium. At the same 
time the government, via Resources 
Minister Martin Ferguson, is 
presenting a gloomy picture of the 
future in which workers will have 
to reduce their wages and trim 
their expectations. The states will 
have to stop regulation of resource 
company plunder and electricity 
markets will have to be completely 
unleashed.

Environmental concerns will have 
to take a back seat. “There is also a 
need for industry to engage with local 
communities and other stakeholders 
to earn a ‘social licence to operate’, 
particularly for new technologies or 
developments,” as the paper puts it. 
Is this encouragement for industry 
to improve its “greenwashing” 
campaigns in support of coal-seam 
gas extraction, for example? Sure 
sounds like it.

Mr Ferguson has been talking 
down the resources boom for some 
time. Prices of some major exports 
have plunged and either transnational 
profi ts or workers’ wages are going 
to take a hit. Naturally, the minister 
favours belt-tightening for workers. 
He hammered this core message in 
the wake of the release of the energy 
white paper:

“We have been very lucky as a 
community, huge commodity prices, 
I can’t see them coming back. The 
commodity price boom is over,” the 
minister said. “Wages always have to 
refl ect the capacity to pay, be it in the 
tourism industry, the retail industry, 
the building construction industry or 
whatever. Otherwise you don’t get 
your investment, you don’t have a 
job and in this instance [neither do] 
your children and grandchildren ...”

His grabs are full of urging about 
“competitiveness” and warnings 
to former “comrades” in the union 

movement that the world doesn’t 
owe Australia a living. For effect he 
says government, industry and the 
unions are all to blame for the current 
delicately balanced situation. 

As he expands on his comments, 
however, it becomes clear that the 
fault of governments lay in being too 
demanding on industry, and industry 
for spending its way out of trouble 
with the trade union movement. 

There’s a dog whistle in his 
statements that the government will 
support big business in any showdown 
with unions about pay and conditions 
or the growing abuse of workers on 
type 457 “skills shortage” visas. 
We’ve been warned.

Some of the stridency of 
Ferguson’s comments can be traced 
to problems besetting Chevron’s 
Gorgon liquefied natural gas 
project off Australia’s Northwest 
coast. Adverse weather conditions, 
currency exchange rates, logistics and 
“productivity” have been identifi ed 

as culprits. “Productivity” means the 
return in dollars on dollars invested. 
It’s not a question of the competence 
or capacity for work of the employees. 
That red herring is left to right-wing 
columnists to take up ad nauseum.

Growing fear of the 
electricity meter

Electricity prices are a sore point 
for governments at the moment. Costs 
to households are sky-rocketing 
and people are angry about the 
consequences of the privatisation 
of electricity utilities over the past 
decade and a half. Some mistakenly 
blame the do-nothing, so-called 
carbon tax. 

There is a growing awareness 
of the profi t gouging behaviour of 
the “retailers” licensed to operate 
in the privatised electricity market. 
Some state governments, like those 
of Western and South Australia, feel 
constrained by public outrage to place 

caps on electricity charges levied 
through the “free” enterprise system.

These remnants of popular 
resistance are targeted for change in 
the white paper. Monopoly dominated 
markets are the gods of the architects 
of change in this document. But 
how does the government obtain a 
“social licence” for such an obviously 
unpopular development? More “free 
market” hogwash is the answer.

The white paper argues that all 
sorts of private sector innovation 
are available to provide relief from 
crippling bills. A lot of infrastructure 
stands unprofi tably idle during most 
of the year and is only called upon 
for a few days of the year during a 
heat wave. 

Why not pay a company like 
US-based Ener Noc to get industrial 
consumers to back off their usage so 
that the demand from domestic air 
conditioners won’t bring the system 
down. Let’s have a public discussion 
about the benefi ts of a massive roll out 

of “smart meters” and “time of use” 
pricing, the advocates say.

Smart meters would allow 
households to determine when it is 
most economical to turn on the air-
conditioner on those unbearably hot 
days. Proponents claim that retailers 
could launch a new wave of offers for 
more competitive prime time usage. 
Look forward to more knocks on 
the door with all those compelling 
deals. Nobody in government or the 
electricity retailing industry wants a 
scenario involving pensioners dying 
of heat stroke for fear of turning on a 
fan or air conditioner. Or so they say.

The concern is bogus or at least 
runs a very distant second to a concern 
for a fat profi t. Social need will only 
be addressed via appropriate planning 
and public ownership. That goes for 
the country’s mineral resources and 
public utilities. The energy white 
paper might whet some appetites in 
the corporate sector, for the rest of us 
it is a call to action. 

Australia

Energy white paper
Good tidings for big business, warning signs for workers
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Royal Commission

Acknowledgement and 
justice long overdue
Continued from page 1

There are 400 known victims 
in the Newcastle-Maitland diocese 
alone. It was revealed that very 
senior members of the church clergy 
are under investigation in relation to 
the McAlinden matter. They include 
the Archbishop of Adelaide, Philip 
Wilson, the general secretary of the 
Bishops Conference, Brian Lucas, 
and the former Bishop of Newcastle, 
Michael Malone.

Fox also raised the diffi culties 
police have. “Still today there are 
some antiquated rules and laws 
where priests, for argument’s sake, 
that have had allegations of abusing 
and molesting children, that is kept 
by the bishop.

“If it’s a school teacher in the 
Catholic schools system, it goes to a 
different department. But the bishops 
still retain that. I don’t know why. 
There’s no obligation on them to pass 
that information on to police … .

“There’s so much evidence on 
the basis that paedophile priests, 
once they become known by their 
hierarchy, the hierarchy has a sys-
temic pattern of not forwarding that 
information on.”

Following the ABC program, 
O’Farrell quickly moved to announce 
an inquiry (not a Royal Commission) 
with extremely narrow terms of refer-
ence relating only to Fox’s allegations 
of interference by his superiors in the 
police and the Catholic Church.

In Victoria, a parliamentary 
inquiry is under way, and the evidence 
from police and other organisations of 
church cover-ups is mind-boggling.

Newcastle-Maitland diocese 
bishop Bill Wright countered Fox’s 
claims with a letter to be read to 
Catholic congregations in the Hunter, 
defending the present practices of the 
church in NSW. This is typical of the 
response of church leaders – defend 
the reputation of the church and claim 
it no longer occurs.

Denial
In response to Fox’s claims and 

bad media, Cardinal George Pell 
said that the church’s approach to 
child sexual abuse had improved. 
The “Towards Healing” Protocol 
was adopted nationally in 1996 while 
the Melbourne diocese runs its own 
Melbourne Response.

The stated aim of Towards 
Healing is to handle abuse complaints 
and give pastoral care to victims and 
provide guidelines for conduct of 
clergy. The process of handling vic-
tims’ complaints remained within the 
church, the police were not informed 
– in other words it perpetrated the 
cover-up and protected criminal 
clergy.

The ceiling for victim’s compen-
sation claims under the Melbourne 
Response is $75,000. The organisa-
tion In Good Faith & Associates, an 
advocacy organisation for survivors 
of clergy and religious abuse, told 
the Victorian inquiry that about 2,000 
victims had been through alternative 
avenues and offered larger amounts.

The Melbourne Victims’ 
Collective, a Catholic victims’ group, 
cited 99 instances at the Victorian 
inquiry where it said the Melbourne 
Response had failed them.

In an opinion piece in The Sydney 

Morning Herald (17/11/2012) Pell 
said: “Catholic teaching is clear: 
the seal of Confession is inviolable. 
The law of the land is also clear.” It 
protects clergy from being required 
to divulge details of a religious 
confession.

The editorial in the same issue of 
the Sydney Morning Herald demanded 
the sanctity of Confession to be pre-
served. “Under canon law, a priest 
cannot breach the confi dentiality of 
Confession. It is non-negotiable – no 
matter what state law requires.”

It is true that existing laws exempt 
priests from having to divulge admis-
sions of paedophiles. These laws 
should be changed and the church 
forced to comply.

In many respects, the focus on the 
Confessional, while being an indica-
tion of the Church’s thinking that it 
is a sacred institution above human 
made laws by elected governments, 
acts as a diversion from the extensive 
withholding of information from the 
police that was not obtained in the 
Confessional.

The knowledge was obtained 
from victims and their parents, from 
other church members, even by 
open admission of the perpetrators 
themselves.

Massive cover-up
The same edition of the Sydney 

Morning Herald reported on the 
Encompass Australasia program 
which was funded by the Australian 
Catholic Bishops Conference and 
Australian Conference of Religious 
Leaders to assess and treat male clergy 
described as “sexual boundary viola-
tors”. The article by Richard Baker 
and Nick McKenzie states:

“The Australian Catholic Church 
holds thousands of pages of docu-
ments containing the psycho-sexual 
profi les of dozens of clergy accused 
of sexually abusing children and 
vulnerable adults.

“It is understood that none of the 
clergy treated under the multi-million-
dollar program run from Wesley 
Private Hospital in Sydney was 
referred to police for investigation.”

This information did not come 
from the Confessional.

The Victorian parliamentary 
inquiry has also heard damning 
evidence from police that church 
leaders in Melbourne had not reported 
any abuse cases to police. The cover-
up is perpetrated by confi dentiality 
clauses in negotiated settlements 
with victims.

Reports from victim groups 
suggest that up to 70 percent of the 
Brothers from the St John of God 
order in NSW are suspected child 
abusers. The same order in Victoria 
paid more than $3.6 million in 
compensation to victims.

Power of the church
The separation of state and church 

does not give the church the right or 
the authority to refuse to abide by 
the law of the land. The power of 
the church extends its tentacles over 
politicians, sections of the judiciary, 
police and other state authorities. This 
power is derived from a number of 
sources, including Catholics in key 
positions, from the messages sent 
through its pulpit and its fi nancial 
might.

The church is one of the 10 
largest businesses in Australia. It is 
tax exempt, and receives hundreds of 
millions of dollars from governments 
to subsidise its activities. Its Social 
Services arm has more than 70 
agencies, it has 22 charities; four of 
the top fi ve charities are Catholic. 
Catholic Health Australia represents 
20 public hospitals, 36 private 
hospitals and 130 nursing homes 
and hostels. (Financial Review 
17-18/11/2012) Its revenue runs into 
tens of billions of dollars.

The most extreme right-wing 
elements of the church have a tight 
grip on the Labor government as well 
as within Liberal Party ranks. Tony 
Abbott is said to be a friend of Pell’s.

The Prime Minister deemed 
it necessary to consult Cardinal 
Pell before announcing the Royal 
Commission. The agreement to extend 
the inquiry beyond the Catholic 
Church to other religions, groups and 
state institutions served to take the 
heat off the Catholic Church.

O’Farrell limited his inquiry as 
much as possible, and avoided a Royal 
Commission which has powers to call 
in evidence that might otherwise be 
lawfully withheld.

Reputation comes first
“We are not interested in 

denying the extent of misdoing in 
the Catholic Church. We object to 
it being exaggerated. We object to 
being described as the only cab on 
the rank,” said Pell, attempting to 
defend the reputation of his church. 
Pell equated an apology from the 
church as justice.

The statement from the Australian 
Catholic Bishops Conference also 
attempted to defend the reputation 
of the church: “It is unjust and 
inappropriate to suggest crimes are 
being – or have been – committed, 
without producing evidence.”

The real injustice is the betrayal 
of victims, the failure of the church 
to hand all of its evidence over to the 
police and its ongoing cover-up of 
child rapists and other abusers – the 

lowest of the low when it comes to 
criminal activity.

The claims are not exaggerated. 
The statistics show why the focus 
is rightly on the Catholic Church. 
Church leaders should be asking why 
such a large percentage of paedophiles 
are Catholic clergy or teachers in 
Catholic schools.

Becoming a brother or priest 
offers great access to children in 
environments where they have 
unquestioning trust – orphanages, altar 
boys, school children (as chaplains or 
teachers), hospital chaplains and as 
parish priests. The church provides 
them with sanctuary.

The concentration of paedophiles 
in the Catholic Church is not confi ned 
to Australia. In Ireland, it took a 
mass exodus of parishioners before 
any serious attempts were taken to 
address the situation. In the US there 
are similar problems.

This is the same church that 
opposes the lay teaching of ethics 
in schools and seeks more funding 
for school chaplains in government 
schools.

A criminal matter
Contrary to Pell’s claims, it is 

not an attack on the Catholic Church. 
It is a criminal matter that has been 
covered up by elements within the 
church.

A reading of cases on the victims’ 
advocacy group Broken Rites website 
leaves no doubt as to the extensive 
cover-ups that have taken place, 
with priests, brothers and teachers 
moved on as their activities become 
known. The overwhelming majority 
of cases relate to the Catholic Church. 
(brokenrites.alphalink.com.au)

The traumatic experiences 
of victims, lives that have been 
destroyed, the suicides, the cover-ups 
by the church, the failure of police 
to act, are appalling. There are the 
stories of children whose parents 
would not believe them, the victims 
who waited for their parents to die 
before telling anyone. There are 
who knows how many thousands 

more destroyed lives, where victims 
are not able to face the trauma of 
reliving the pain and humiliation of 
clerical sexual assaults. Many still 
carry feelings of guilt, some fear the 
stigma attached.

This is in no way to suggest that 
all Catholic priests and brothers are 
perpetrators of or have been involved 
in covering up the criminal acts of 
other clerics. The majority are just 
as appalled as their parishioners and 
the general public.

The victims are looking for 
acknowledgement of the facts. They 
are seeking justice and want to know 
it cannot happen again.

Royal Commission
The terms of reference of the 

Royal Commission will be critical. 
Already the government, church 
leaders and some sections of the media 
have attempted to play down the 
Catholic Church’s part. It might assist 
to divide the work of the Commission, 
with one section devoted to offences 
related to the Catholic Church, another 
to state institutions, etc.

The police must continue with 
prosecutions as information comes 
to light.

Victims who do not want to be 
identifi ed must be provided with a 
means of giving evidence. The giving 
of such evidence is not easy and needs 
to be done in a supportive atmosphere 
with trust.

The choice of Commissioners 
will be critical; they should be truly 
independent and include at least one 
woman. They must have the courage 
to take on the church hierarchy and 
demand or seize  from the church what 
information they require.

The Commission should be given 
all the staff and other resources it 
requires, the time its needs so that all 
voices can be heard. At the same time, 
it should be able to provide interim 
reports and recommendations for the 
government and other institutions 
to act on. In particular, questions of 
compensation of victims should not 
be held up. 

“Under canon law,
 a priest cannot 

breach the 
confidentiality of 
Confession. It is 
non-negotiable 

– no matter what 
state law requires.”
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Denis Doherty

AUSMIN, the annual talks between 
the Australian and US foreign 
and defence ministers, have come 
and gone for another year and 
the agreement reached makes 
depressing reading for Australians 
who want to live in peace and 
prosperity. The AUSMIN commu-
niqué outlines plans for the future 
benefi t for US corporations at the 
expense of the people of the Indo 
Pacifi c region.

US Secretary of State Hilary 
Clinton and US Secretary of Defence 
Leon Panetta and their Australian 
counterparts Foreign Minister Bob 
Carr and Defence Minister Stephen 
Smith met for the AUSMIN talks on 
November 14 in Perth.

Before AUSMIN, elements of the 
US government leaked that the US 
was unhappy with Australian cuts to 
the military budget.

The Guardian pointed out that 
this was bullying and asked how 
much does the US want? According 
to Minister Smith, Australia is already 
the second largest per capita spender 
on the military in the world. Australia 
spends $1.3 billion per annum on the 
Afghan war and provides almost 50 
bases plus training areas for the US 
military at no cost.

Containing China
The AUSMIN communiqué’s 

sweet language disguises the iron fi st 
within. The main theme of the talks 
is clearly to strengthen the anti-China 
alliance by building up the importance 
of India.

Keeping Burma out of China’s 
infl uence by accepting it into the 
Western camp and strengthening 
the Trans Pacifi c Partnership which 

aims to exclude China from trade in 
the region are also part of the super-
structure being created to restrict 
China’s rise.

While claiming to “welcome 
a strong, prosperous and peaceful 
China, which plays a constructive role 
in promoting regional security and 
prosperity”, the document outlines 
how the US, with Australia’s help, 
will pressure China.

The measures include:
• Strengthening the tri-lateral 

alliance between Japan, Australia 
and US.

• Persuading and bribing India into 
a fi rm commitment to a pro-US 
position.

• Maintaining the Korean peninsula 
as a hot spot, ensuring that North 
Korea is blamed for all tensions 
and South Korea is exonerated 
from any responsibility for 
regional problems.

Professor Richard Tanter* points 
out:

“At a time when our relationship 
with China is closer than it has ever 
been, why is the Australian govern-
ment co-operating in United States 
planning for the military contain-
ment of China? There is no threat to 
Australia – other than that created by 
ill-considered and dangerous reversion 
to Cold War attitudes.”

Nuclear issues
The AUSMIN talks expressed 

concerns about the alleged nucle-
ar capabilities of Iran and the 
Democratic People’s Republic of 
Korea (DPRK), long an excuse for 
increased profi ts for the armaments 
corporations. 

Iran does not have any nuclear 
weapons currently and the DPRK 
has at most four weapons. The US 

has over 20,000 nuclear weapons 
and can deliver them anywhere in 
the world within four hours. Cuts to 
nuclear arsenals will not take place 
while the nuclear powers show no 
desire to reduce and eliminate their 
own nuclear weapons.

Space 
In the AUSMIN talks Australia 

has agreed to establish a space sur-
veillance station which has the aim 
of detecting space debris. It will be 
established at the US North West Cape 
facility in WA.

Efforts to stop space debris hitting 
commercial satellites are welcome. 
However, the station will also have 
the capability to gather intelligence 
to target other satellites and will be 
confi gured to provide an interface for 
anti-satellite warfare.

In its headlong drive to control 
the planet, the US is also working 
to control space – and Australia is 
complicit in this.

Space should be used for the 
benefi t of all humanity and Australia 
should promote the UN resolution 
on the prevention of an arms race in 
outer space (PAROS).

Australian impacts
The AUSMIN talks confi rmed and 

deepened Australia’s expanding com-
mitment to the US pivot to the Indo-
Pacifi c and Asian regions. Support 
for the US-led war on Afghanistan 
is to continue, despite it not being in 
Australia’s interest.

Stirling naval base south of Perth 
is set to become a major base for US 
operations in the region although 
details are not yet confi rmed.

Some reports suggest that US 
nuclear submarines may be based in 
Stirling. The spat last week, when 
senior Liberal fi gures argued Australia 
should have nuclear submarines 
and were joined by the ALP’s Joel 
Fitzgibbon, may be part of a “soften-
ing up” process.

More US-Australian exercises 
will be held and the Talisman Sabre 
war games are set to become even 
bigger: “Strengthen and regularise 
whole of government participation 
in the Talisman Sabre Exercise with 

a strong Australian and US civilian 
agency participation in future exer-
cises to complement the high levels 
of defence cooperation and interoper-
ability demonstrated in the activity”. 
(AUSMIN communiqué)

The 2013 White Paper on Defence 
will proceed without any public sub-
missions on how we can cut military 
spending – a position supported by 
over 70 percent of the Australian 
people.

Resistance
The time for more activity and 

resistance to these moves has arrived, 
and Australians are responding. The 
Independent and Peaceful Australia 
Network (IPAN) was set up recently 
with the expressed aim of organising 
against this gathering rush by the 
Australian government further into 
an unquestioning and subservient 
relationship with the US and its arms 
corporations.

“The lessons of the past are 
ringing clear; we need to have an 
independent and peaceful approach to 
our place in the Asia Pacifi c region”, 
says Professor Tanter.
* Professor Richard Tanter is 
Senior Research Associate, 
Nautilus Institute, and Professor 
in the School of Political and 
Social Studies at the University of 
Melbourne. 

AUSMIN confirms Australia’s 
subservience to US military

Part of the blockade on Talisman Sabre 09 which held up the exercise for several hours. The AUSMIN talks have made 
it clear that we will have much bigger and more frequent exercises across Northern Australia but as with the all the last 
Talisman Exercises they will be met by determined resistance.

Vigil at State War Memorial 
to protest AUSMIN talks
Richard Titelius

On the evening of November 14, a 
small group of peace activists gath-
ered at the State War Memorial’s 
Eternal Flame in Kings Park 
overlooking Perth for a vigil to 
protest the Australia-United States 
Ministerial (AUSMIN) talks which 
had been held in Perth over that 
and the previous day.

There were no speeches as 
conditions of the assembly by the 
Kings Park Board and Returned 
Services League requested that 
the solemnity of the memorial be 
respected.

However, there were numerous 
colourful banners which bore clear 
and emphatic messages, saying 
what speeches could not. A group, 
Concerned Women Anarchists, also 
put on a Scones not Bombs tea for 
the activists following the vigil.

After the vigil – organised 
by members of Independent and 
Peaceful Australia Network (IPAN) 
– Jo Vallentine, a spokesperson 
for IPAN noted, “How ironic that 
Hillary Clinton (US Secretary of 
State) has come to Perth to lay a 
wreath at the War Memorial in 
Kings Park when they came here 

to Perth for AUSMIN and the plan-
ning for more wars.”

Jo, former Greens and 
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament 
Senator, also observed of the 
military talks between the US and 
Australian governments, “The 
USA is a nation that for most of its 
236 year history has been at war 

with someone somewhere leaving 
barely 26 years where it has been at 
peace.”

The preoccupation with war 
comes at the cost of spending mon-
ey and using resources to tackle 
problems which are threatening life 
on this planet. 

Baring all against war
On the morning of November 13 a 
group of women bared all outside 
Swanbourne Barracks, WA, head-
quarters of the SAS, to deliver a 
peaceful message in advance of the 
visit of Leon Panetta, United States 
Secretary for Defence.

The un-named women, bearing 
the letters of NO MORE WARS 
across their buttocks, are concerned 
at the military build-up which will 
be the subject of AUSMIN discus-
sions between the United States 
and Australian governments, taking 
place in Perth.

In a statement they said: “We 
know that Leon Panetta is sched-
uled to visit the SAS headquar-
ters at Campbell Barracks, so we 
wanted to get in ahead of security 
forces, to let him, his government, 
our government and the public 
know that there are hundreds of 
thousands of Australians who 

do not want our country further 
embroiled in wars of the United 
States’ choosing.

“We do not want an ‘upgrade’ 
of Stirling Naval Base to suit US 
Navy requirements, meaning more 
warship visits, some of which carry 
nuclear weapons and are powered 
by nuclear reactors.

“We do not want further ‘inter-
operability’ which suits the United 
States war-fi ghting plans, but not 
necessarily the requirements for the 
defence of Australia.

“We do not want to see US 
marines on Australian soil, nor 
further military exercises which are 
damaging to our environment.

“What’s happened to Australian 
sovereignty? Gone missing in 
action, while US forces get the nod.

“Not in our name,” the women 
concluded. 

Jo Vallentine – second from the left.
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Washington may be permanently at war all 
over the world but astonishingly enough, the 
American people are almost wholly detached 
from all that is being done in their name, 
says Tom Engelhardt.

It’s pop-quiz time when it comes to the 
American way of war: three questions, torn 
from the latest news, just for you. Here’s the 
fi rst of them, and good luck!

In August, 200 US Marines began armed 
operations in?

a) Afghanistan
b) Pakistan
c) Iran
d) Somalia
e) Yemen
f) Central Africa
g) Northern Mali
h) The Philippines
i) Guatemala
If you opted for any answer from “a” 

through “h”, you took a reasonable shot at it. 
After all, there’s an ongoing American war in 
Afghanistan and somewhere in the southern 
part of that country, 200 armed US Marines 
could well have been involved in an operation. 
In Pakistan, an undeclared, CIA-run air war has 
long been underway, and in the past there have 
been armed border crossings by US special 
operations forces as well as US piloted cross-
border air strikes, but no Marines.

When it comes to Iran, Washington’s 
regional preparations for war are staggering. 
The continual build-up of US naval power in the 
Persian Gulf, of land forces on bases around that 
country, of air power (and anti-missile defences) 
in the region should leave any observer breath-
less. There are US special operations forces near 
the Iranian border and CIA drones regularly over 
that country. In conjunction with the Israelis, 
Washington has launched a cyberwar against 
Iran’s nuclear program and computer systems. 
It has also established fi erce oil and banking 
sanctions, and there seem to have been at least 
some US cross-border operations into Iran going 
back to at least 2007. 

Ominous
In addition, a recent front-page New York 

Times story on Obama administration attempts 
to mollify Israel over its Iran policy included 
this ominous line: “The administration is also 
considering... covert activities that have been 
previously considered and rejected.” So 200 
armed Marines in action in Iran – not yet, but 
don’t get down on yourself, it was a good guess.

In Somalia, according to Wired magazine’s 
Danger Room blog, there have been far more 
US drone fl ights and strikes against the Islamic 
extremist al-Shabaab movement and Al-Qaeda 
elements than anyone previously knew. In addi-
tion, the US has at least partially funded, sup-
ported, equipped, advised, and promoted proxy 
wars there, involving Ethiopian troops back in 
2007 and more recently Ugandan and Burundi 
troops (as well as an invading Kenyan army). 
In addition, CIA operatives and possibly other 
irregulars and hired guns are well established 
in Mogadishu, the capital.

In Yemen, as in Somalia, the combination 
has been proxy war and strikes by drones (as 
well as piloted planes), with some US special 
forces advisors on the ground, and civilian 
casualties (and anger at the US) rising in the 
southern part of the country – but also, as in 
Somalia, no Marines.

Central Africa? Now, there’s a thought. After 
all, at least 100 Green Berets were sent in there 
this year as part of a campaign against Joseph 
Kony’s Uganda-based Lord’s Resistance Army. 

As for Northern Mali, taken over by Islamic 
extremists (including an Al-Qaeda-affi liated 
group), it certainly presents a target for future 
US intervention – and we still don’t know what 
those three US Army commandos who skidded 
off a bridge to their deaths in their Toyota Land 
Rover with three “Moroccan prostitutes” were 
doing in a country with which the US military 
had offi cially cut its ties after a democratically 
elected government was overthrown. But 200 
Marines operating in war-torn areas of Africa? 
Not yet. When it comes to the Philippines, again 
no Marines, even though US special forces 
and drones have been aiding the government 
in a low-level confl ict with Islamic militants 
in Mindanao.

The answer is …
As it happens, the correct, if surpris-

ing, answer is “i”. And if you chose it, 
congratulations!

On August 29, the Associated Press reported 
that a “team of 200 US Marines began patrol-
ling Guatemala’s western coast this week in an 
unprecedented operation to beat drug traffi ckers 
in the Central America region, a US military 
spokesman said Wednesday.” This could have 
been big news. It’s a sizeable enough interven-
tion: 200 Marines sent into action in a country 
where we last had a military presence in 1978. 
If this wasn’t the beginning of something bigger 
and wider, it would be surprising, given that 
commando-style operatives from the US Drug 
Enforcement Administration have been fi ring 
weapons and killing locals in a similar effort 
in Honduras, and that, along with US drones, 
the CIA is evidently moving ever deeper into 
the drug war in Mexico.

In addition, there’s a history here. After 
all, in the early part of the previous century, 
sending in the Marines – in Nicaragua, Haiti, 
the Dominican Republic, and elsewhere – was 
the way Washington demonstrated its power in 
its own “backyard”. And yet, other than a few 
straightforward news reports on the Guatemalan 
intervention, there has been no signifi cant media 
discussion, no storm of criticism or commentary, 
no mention at either political convention, and no 
debate or discussion about the wisdom of such 
a step in this country. Odds are that you didn’t 
even notice that it had happened.

Think of it another way: in the post-2001 
era, along with two disastrous wars on the 
Eurasian mainland, we’ve been regularly send-
ing in the Marines or special operations forces, 
as well as naval, air, and robotic power. Such 
acts are, by now, so ordinary that they are 
seldom considered worthy of much discussion 
here, even though no other country acts (or even 
has the capacity to act) this way. This is simply 
what Washington’s National Security Complex 
does for a living.

At the moment, it seems, a historical circle 
is being closed with the Marines once again 
heading back into Latin America as the “drug 
war” Washington proclaimed years ago becomes 
an actual drug war. It’s a demonstration that, 
these days, when Washington sees a problem 
anywhere on the planet, its version of a ‘foreign 
policy’ is most likely to call on the US military. 
Force is increasingly not our option of last resort, 
but our fi rst choice.

Question two
Now, consider question two in our little 

snap quiz of recent war news:
In 2011, what percentage of the global arms 

market did the US control?
(Keep in mind that, as everyone knows, the 

world is an arms bazaar fi lled with haggling 

merchants. Though the Cold War and the 
superpower arms rivalry is long over, there are 
obviously plenty of countries eager to peddle 
their weaponry, no matter what confl icts may 
be stoked as a result.)

a) 37% (US$12.1 billion), followed closely 
by Russia (US$10.7 billion), France, China, and 
the United Kingdom.

b) 52.7% (US$21.3 billion), followed by 
Russia at 19.3% (US$12.8 billion), France, 
Britain, Chin a, Germany, and Italy.

c) 68% (US$37.8 billion), followed by 
Italy at 9% (US$3.7 billion) and Russia at 8% 
(US$3.5 billion).

d) 78% (US$66.3 billion), followed by 
Russia at 5.6% (US$4.8 billion).

Naturally, you eliminated “d” fi rst. Who 
wouldn’t? After all, cornering close to 80% of 
the arms market would mean that the global 
weapons bazaar had essentially been converted 
into a monopoly operation. Of course, it’s com-
mon knowledge that the US arms giants, given 
a massive helping hand in their marketing by 
the Pentagon, remain the collective 800-pound 
gorilla in any room. But 37% of that market is 
nothing to sniff at. (At least, it wasn’t in 1990, 
the fi nal days of the Cold War when the Russians 
were still a major competitor worldwide.) As 
for 52.7%, what national industry wouldn’t 
bask in the glory of such a fi gure – a majority 
share of arms sold worldwide? (And, in fact, 
that was an impressive percentage back in the 
dismal sales year of 2010, when arms budgets 
worldwide were still feeling the pain of the 
lingering global economic recession.) Okay, 
so what about that hefty 68%? It couldn’t have 
been a more striking achievement for US arms 

makers back in 2008 in what was otherwise 
distinctly a lagging market.

The correct answer for 2011, however, is 
the singularly unbelievable one: the US actually 
tripled its arms sales last year, hitting a record 
high, and cornering almost 78% of the global 
arms trade. This was reported in late August 
but, like those 200 Marines in Guatemala, 
never made it onto front pages or into the top 
TV news stories. And yet, if arms were drugs 
(and it’s possible that, in some sense, they are, 
and that we humans can indeed get addicted to 
them), then the US has become something close 
enough to the world’s sole dealer. That should 
be front-page news, shouldn’t it?

Question three
Okay, so here’s the third question in today’s 

quiz:
From a local base in which country did US 

Global Hawk drones fl y long-range surveillance 
missions between late 2001 and at least 2006?

a) The Seychelles Islands
b) Ethiopia
c) An unnamed Middle Eastern country
d) Australia
Actually, the drone base the US has indeed 

operated in the Seychelles Islands in the Indian 
Ocean was fi rst used only in 2009 and the drone 
base Washington has developed in Ethiopia 
by upgrading a civilian airport only became 
operational in 2011. As for that “unnamed 
Middle Eastern country”, perhaps Saudi Arabia, 
the new airstrip being built there, assumedly 
for the CIA’s drones, may now be operational. 
Once again, the right answer turns out to be 
the unlikely one.

Recently, the Australian media reported 
that the US had fl own early, secretive Global 
Hawk missions out of a Royal Australian Air 
Force base at Edinburgh in South Australia. 
These were detected by a “group of Adelaide 
aviation historians”. The Global Hawk, an 
enormous drone, can stay in the air a long 
time. What those fl ights were surveilling back 
then is unknown, though North Korea might 
be one guess. Whether they continued beyond 
2006 is also unknown.

Monopolising war?
What America knows how to do b

US Marines slog through a stream during a jungle-patrol exercise in Guatemala’s remote Poptun Training Cam

Force is increasingly not our option 
of last resort, but our first choice.
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Unlike the previous two stories, this one 
never made it into the US media and if it had, 
would have gone unnoticed anyway. After all, 
who in Washington or among US reporters 
and pundits would have found it odd that, long 
before its recent, much-ballyhooed “pivot” to 
Asia, the US was fl ying some of its earliest 
drone missions over vast areas of the Pacifi c? 
Who even fi nds it strange that, in the years since 
2001, the US has been putting together an ever 
more elaborate network of its own drone bases 
on foreign soil, or that the US has an estimated 
1,000 - 1,200 military bases scattered across 
the planet, some the size of small American 
towns (not to speak of scads of bases in the 
United States)?

Like those Marines in Guatemala, like the 
near-monopoly on the arms trade, this sort of 
thing is hardly considered signifi cant news 
in the US, though in its size and scope it is 
surely historically unprecedented. Nor does it 
seem strange to us that no other country on the 
planet has more than a tiny number of bases 
outside its own territory. The Russians have 
a scattered few in the former members of the 
USSR and a single old naval base in Syria that 
has been in the news of late; the French still 
have some in Francophone Africa; the British 
have a few leftovers from their own imperial 
era, including the island of Diego Garcia in 
the Indian Ocean, which has essentially been 
transformed into an American base; and the 
Chinese may be in the process of setting up a 
couple of modest bases as well. Add up every 
non-American base on foreign soil, however, 
and the total is probably less than 2% of the 
American empire of bases.

Investing in war
It would, by the way, be a snap to construct 

a little quiz like this every couple of weeks from 
US military news that’s reported but not attended 
to here, and each quiz would make the same 
essential point: from Washington’s perspective, 
the world is primarily a landscape for arming 
for, garrisoning for, training for, planning for, 
and making war. War is what we invest our 
time, energy, and treasure in on a scale that is, 

in its own way, remarkable, even if it seldom 
registers in this country.

In a sense (leaving aside the obvious inabil-
ity of the US military to actually win wars), it 
may, at this point, be what we do best. After 
all, whatever the results, it’s an accomplish-
ment to send 200 Marines to Guatemala for a 
month of drug interdiction work, to get those 
Global Hawks secretly to Australia to monitor 
the Pacifi c, and to corner the market on things 
that go boom in the night.

Think of it this way: the United States is 
alone on the planet, not just in its ability, but 
in its willingness to use military force in drug 
wars, religious wars, political wars, confl icts of 
almost any sort, constantly and on a global scale. 
No other group of powers collectively even 
comes close. It also stands alone as a purveyor 
of major weapons systems and so as a generator 
of war. It is, in a sense, a massive machine for 
the promotion of war on a global scale.

We have, in other words, what increasingly 
looks like a monopoly on war. There have, of 
course, been warrior societies in the past that 
committed themselves to a mobilised life of 
war-making above all else. What’s unique about 
the United States is that it isn’t a warrior society. 
Quite the opposite.

Washington may be mobilised for perma-
nent war. Special operations forces may be 
operating in up to 120 countries. Drone bases 
may be proliferating across the planet. We may 
be building up forces in the Persian Gulf and 
“pivoting” to Asia. Warrior corporations and 
rent-a-gun mercenary outfi ts have mobilised 
on the country’s disparate battlefronts to profi t 
from the increasingly privatised 21st-century 
American version of war. The American people, 
however, are demobilised and detached from 
the wars, interventions, operations, and other 
military activities done in their name. As a 
result, 200 Marines in Guatemala, almost 78% 
of global weapons sales, drones fl ying surveil-
lance from Australia - no one here notices; no 
one here cares. 

War: it’s what we do the most and attend to 
the least. It’s a nasty combination.
Third World Resurgence 
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Emile Schepers

On Thursday November 16, the 18th 
Congress of the Communist Party of China 
(CPC) ended in Beijing with the election 
of a new team of party leaders, including 
especially the new Politburo Standing 
Committee which replaces the current one 
headed by Chinese President Hu Jintao. The 
new Committee will have fewer members, 
seven instead of the current nine.

The Congress was a monumental affair 
involving 2,217 delegates from all regions of 
the People’s Republic of China. Its discussions 
ranged over all areas of economic, social, cul-
tural and international policy for the world’s 
largest nation (1.35 billion people). Both the 
Chinese people, who are very aware that what 
is decided in the Party’s conclaves closely 
determines the policies to be followed by the 
government, and outsiders observed the pro-
ceedings closely.

The foreign press and media, including the 
corporate controlled media in the United States 
and Europe, gave excessive attention to various 
internal controversies and scandals, real and 
doubtful, and in doing so created more heat 
than light. It is natural, however, that outside 
of China there was a lot of speculation as to 
what new trade and foreign relations initiatives 
might arise from the Congress.

Various sources in China suggest a certain 
amount of bored irritation with the “China bash-
ing” that has now become part of the routine of 
US presidential elections.

The new Secretary General, Xi Jinping, 
who is the country’s current vice president and 
who will become the new president next year, 
spoke briefl y to the Congress on Thursday. His 
speech, like others in the Congress, stressed an 
approach that will strive to improve the material 
life of the Chinese people.

Xi and other speakers at the Congress also 
stressed the importance of fi ghting corruption. 
After the death of Mao Zedong in 1976, the 

Chinese state opened up more opportunities 
for private enterprise and the accumulation of 
wealth by private individuals. This has led to 
corruption complaints and also more labour 
strife. At the same time, China has become 
vastly wealthier and now plays a giant role on 
the world stage. Many countries see trade with 
and development aid from China as a way of 
getting out from under hegemonic economic 
control of the United States and the former 
colonial powers of Western Europe. China is 
the largest country in the world by popula-
tion, and as such is the largest member of the 
BRICS group of nations which are seen as a 
counterpoise to the United States and the West 
(the others are Brazil, Russia, India and South 
Africa).

In his brief acceptance speech on Thursday, 
Xi Jinping, spoke very briefl y and simply: “To 
fulfi l our responsibility, we will rally the whole 
Party and the people of all ethnic groups in 
China in making continued efforts to free up our 
minds, carry out reform and opening up, further 
release and develop the productive forces, work 
hard to resolve the diffi culties the people face 
in both work and life, and unwaveringly pursue 
common prosperity.” He also stressed the need 
to overcome corruption, to bring the Party into 
a closer relationship with the people, and to 
combat formalistic, bureaucratic approaches.

The new approach is seen by some as aim-
ing to expand the internal markets of China 
by increasing the basic living standards of the 
people. China has reached its current level of 
prosperity by emphasising, among other things, 
international trade and exports, and is cur-
rently suffering from something of a slowdown 
because the international fi nancial crisis and the 
impoverishment of many people in Europe has 
cut into Chinese exports. However, China plans 
to continue expanding its external economic 
activity, especially in Africa.

The new Prime Minister, Li Keqiang, will 
also be inaugurated early next year.
People’s World 

China’s CP 
elects new 
leaders

Chinese President Hu Jintao.
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Massive anti-austerity strikes 
and protests swept across Europe 
as millions took to the streets to 
express their frustration over rising 
unemployment and dire economic 
prospects. Many rallies ended with 
violent clashes with police.

Workers marched in 23 countries 
across Europe to mark the European 
Day of Action and Solidarity. General 
strikes had been called in Spain and 
Portugal, paralysing public services 
and international fl ights, in Belgium 
and France transport links were 
partially disrupted by strikes and 
demonstrations, in Italy and Greece 
thousands of workers and students 
marched through the streets.

Other EU countries, such as 
Germany, Austria and Poland, saw 
well attended union-led rallies.

The Europe-wide strike action, 
the largest in a series of protests 
against the austerity policies, was 
coordinated by the European Trade 
Union Confederation (ETUC) and 
promoted on Twitter under the 
“#14N” hashtag.

Spain on strike
Spain, which has the highest 

unemployment rate in the industrial-
ised world, pioneered the action, with 
protests and clashes starting overnight 
and dozens of arrests reported by 
morning. According to the unions, 
some nine million workers took to 
the streets across the nation.

Police fi red rubber bullets to 
disperse protesters in Madrid and 
Barcelona. More than 142 people 
were arrested and at least 74 injured.

Slogans like “Rajoy Go Home” 
were chanted by Spaniards outraged 
over Prime Minister Mariano Rajoy’s 
public spending cuts that have led to 
a 26 percent unemployment rate in 
the country.

Chaos in Rome
Strikes and violent protests 

gripped Italy, as tens of thousands 
protesters took to the streets all over 
the country rallying against Prime 
Minister Mario Monti’s austerity 
measures.

Rome became the centre as work-
ers and students brought the streets 
to a standstill when they confronted 
the police, throwing rocks, bottles 
and fi recrackers at them. To scatter 
the protesters police fi red teargas and 
more than 50 people were arrested.

“The Troika 
does not rule here”

Portugal entered the general strike 
with anti-austerity rallies in 40 towns 
and cities throughout the country. 
Lisbon froze as people poured into 
the streets: the subway was shut 
down, railway strikes left commuters 
stranded and half of the fl ights were 
cancelled.

Thousands of people frustrated 
by a record 15.8 percent unemploy-
ment rate, gathered in front of the 
Portuguese parliament building, 
shouting “The troika does not rule 
here!” 

The clashes broke out as police 
tried to clear the streets of Lisbon in 
the evening with protesters throwing 
stones and rubbish in response. After 
more than an hour of standoff, the 
Lisbon demonstrators were dispersed.

After last week’s vigorous 
48-hour anti-austerity strike, Greeks 
gathered in a relatively quiet 
5,000-strong protest in Athens and 
called for a three-hour work stop-
page in solidarity with the Spaniards, 
Italians and Portuguese.

People chanted “Athens, Rome, 
Madrid, Lisbon – everyone in the 

streets!” as they marched on Syntagma 
Square carrying fl ags. There were 
minor clashes with police, but the 
demonstration was mainly peaceful.

Meanwhile, in Brussels eggs and 
fi recrackers were thrown at Portugal’s 
embassy as part of the solidarity 
protests as crowds of people came 
to the European Union headquarters 
to demonstrate.

But although the demonstrations 
in Belgium were largely peaceful, the 
unions managed to disrupt transport 
links as railway workers halted high-
speed train services countrywide.

France was hit by 130 rallies 
against austerity measures, with the 
French government lashed by the 
demonstrators. The French General 
Confederation of Labour referred to 
the November 14 strikes as the fi rst 
“social movement of this scale” in 
the history of the EU. 

The European Day of Action 
and Solidarity organised under the 
slogan “For Jobs and Solidarity in 
Europe. No to Austerity” was meant 
to deliver a message to EU leaders to 
stop raising taxes and cutting govern-
ment spending.
Russia Today 

“We have no future!” 
EU anger unites 
millions in protest

Will Sicily’s new politics 
rub off on Europe?

Massacre justice 
“no closer”

Naomi Fowler

It was a steaming Sicilian summer 
night in 2007 and Mayor Rosario 
Crocetta had decided to get out 
of his bulletproof car and do a 
walkabout after a packed mayoral 
election rally in the Sicilian coastal 
town of Gela. He didn’t look 
nervous, although his bodyguards 
formed a tight circle around us 
while I interviewed him. Just a 
year or so previously the local 
mafi a had hired an assassin to 
fi nish him off during a religious 
street procession – one of three 
unsuccessful attempts.

When I met Crocetta it was his 
second bid to become mayor. The 
fi rst time around the local mafi a 
rigged the election. Tapped phone 
conversations recorded a local 
mafi a boss ordering an electoral 
returning offi cer to “move heaven 
and earth to stop the communist 
faggot from winning.” Eventually 
the foul-play was proved and the 
result was overturned.

In 2007 he was re-elected eas-
ily with nearly 65 percent of the 
vote. “Gela ti ama!” (Gela loves 
you!) some people shouted as he 
made his speech in the main piazza, 
impossibly exposed on a raised 
stage. Enthusiasm for politics and 
a politician wasn’t something I’d 
experienced before in Sicily.

Rosario Crocetta is an openly 
gay, anti-mafi a and anti-corruption 
politician. During his time as mayor 
he supported local businesses and 
shops when they refused to pay 
the “pizzo” or protection money. 
He used to be a Communist Party 

candidate, but for the Sicilian elec-
tions, earlier this month, he caused 
some controversy by joining up 
with a coalition of larger parties. 
That decision, and of course his 
reputation for integrity, paid off. 
In a result that would have seemed 
laughable a few years ago, Crocetta 
went on to become governor of the 
Sicilian region in October.

Many Sicilians seem to con-
sider themselves to be living in 
the “Global South”. I have heard 
the comment “you know, you’re 
in Africa here” said in many a bar 
conversation. When encounter-
ing anything from poorly funded 
services to evidence of corruption 
they just shrug and say: “Pazienza” 
(Patience). Like in Britain, elec-
tion turnout was low in 2012 after 
serial corruption scandals. Those 
who did vote thrashed Berlusconi’s 
party. Sicily is a former Berlusconi 
stronghold. His conviction of tax 
evasion came as no surprise what-
ever to Sicilians. Something else is 
happening in Sicily I thought I’d 
never see: challengers to the status 
quo and the traditional party domi-
nance are rising.

The other big surprise is the 
extraordinary success of the Five 
Star Movement, an online, anti-
corruption party led by comedian 
Beppe Grillo. With minimal funds 
and online campaigning only, his 
party won the popular vote, became 
Sicily’s biggest party and now has 
15 seats in Sicily’s parliament. The 
party promises to return a propor-
tion of over-infl ated politicians’ 
salaries to Sicilians, has chal-
lenged big businesses on tax and 

accountability, and is passionate 
about shareholder democracy and 
the environment.

Critics say the Five Star 
Movement is a fl ash in the pan. 
Mainstream parties may be telling 
themselves that Grillo’s phenom-
enal regional success will not be 
refl ected in the general election 
result. But I bet they’re also losing 
sleep wondering how some of them 
got left behind in such a spectacu-
lar way by this new party leader 
who makes jokes for a living. And 
how a “communist faggot” from 
Gela managed to become Sicily’s 
governor.

The truth is that, like in many 
other European countries, previous-
ly dominant parties are becoming 
irrelevant. They have come to rep-
resent narrow and specifi c corporate 
interests.

But politics can be revived. The 
current economic climate needs 
political parties with a real counter-
narrative, advocating real alterna-
tives. Beppe Grillo’s Five Star 
Movement poses a real challenge to 
mainstream politics and may go on 
to unseat MPs in the April general 
elections.

Italians’ anger and sense of 
injustice at high level corruption 
and systemic double standards are 
like the genie that won’t go back 
into the bottle. The rest of Europe 
will be watching the Italian national 
elections in the spring with unprec-
edented interest, wondering to what 
extent these recent results in Sicily 
will prove to be a turning point for 
political change.
New Internationalist  

Families of the 26 people shot dead 
on Bloody Sunday in 1972 have 
slammed the Police Service of 
Northern Ireland (PSNI) over its 
failure to investigate the killings.

The police force admitted 
that two-and-a-half years after the 
Saville inquiry found the victims 
were innocent not a single soldier 
has been arrested or questioned in 
connection with the deaths. In 2010 
the inquiry, which took 12 years 
and cost almost £200 million, con-
cluded that the 26 had been “shot 
without justifi cation” by members 
of the Parachute Regiment.

Lord Saville apologised to the 
victims’ families and promised a 
police investigation.

The families’ legal spokes-
man Peter Madden said it was 
“staggering” that so long after the 
inquiry and Prime Minister David 
Cameron’s apology “the PSNI has 
failed to take any reasonable steps 
towards the prosecutions of those 
responsible.

“We will be considering all 
legal remedies available to the fam-
ilies in order to compel the PSNI 
to complete their enquiries without 
any further delay,” he said.

“Their abject failure to do so is 
completely unacceptable and has 
undermined the rule of law.”

Law fi rm Madden & Finucane 
fi led submissions to the Public 
Prosecution Service in Belfast seek-
ing prosecutions at the beginning of 
this year.

The submissions were passed to 
the police with instructions to com-
mence a probe, which chief con-
stable Matt Baggot promised back 
in July. But so far no-one has even 
been interviewed.

Mickey McKinney, whose 
brother William was among those 
killed, said: “We are very angry that 
this has not moved any quicker.”
Morning Star 
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British oil company BP agreed on 
November 16 to pay US$4.5 billion 
in penalties for the 2010 oil spill in 
the Gulf of Mexico, pleading guilty 
to 14 criminal charges stemming 
from one of the worst environmen-
tal disasters in US history.

Two years ago, the Deepwater 
Horizon drilling rig exploded in the 
Gulf killing 11 people, poisoning the 
water with 4.9 million barrels of crude 
oil, and causing irreversible environ-
mental damage. The aftermath alone 
has cost fi shermen endless grief, hurt-
ing the shrimp and oyster businesses 
and, for those that live in the bayou, 
upending their entire way of life. And 
yet, for two years, BP refused to take 
responsibility for its actions.

Now, the blame game is over, 
and the corporation could soon owe 
as much as $21 billion in pollution 
fi nes for gross negligence under the 
Clean Water Act.

The current fi ne of US$4.5 billion 
will be paid over the course of fi ve 
years by BP, and includes US$1.256 
billion in criminal fi nes, US$2.394 
billion to go to the National Fish and 
Wildlife Foundation, and US$350 mil-
lion to go to the National Academy 
of Sciences. The US Department of 
Justice has also fi led charges against 
three BP employees in connection 
with the disaster. Overall, this case 
marks one of the largest criminal fi nes 
the United States has ever slapped on 
a mega-corporation.

The money going to the National 
Fish and Wildlife Foundation will 
be very important in restoring and 
preserving the marine and coastal 
environments – and bird and wildlife 
habitat – in the areas affected by the 
BP oil spill. Though it doesn’t lessen 
the harm done to animals exposed to 
the crude, it is certainly a big step 
forward.

“This is unprecedented,” said 
attorney general Eric Holder at a 
New Orleans news conference. 

“Both with regard to the amounts of 
money, the fact that a company has 
been criminally charged, and the fact 
that individuals have been criminally 
charged as well.

“The [over] $4 billion in penal-
ties and fi nes is the single largest 
criminal resolution in the history of 
the United States, and constitutes a 
major achievement toward fulfi lling 
a promise that the Justice Department 
made nearly two years ago to respond 
to the consequences of this epic envi-
ronmental disaster and seek justice on 
behalf of its victims.”

Many of those victims, nota-
bly, are still seeking that justice, as 

an independent auditor found this 
year that BP’s compensation fund 
had wrongly denied or underpaid 
some 7,300 claimants, and utterly 
rejected 2,600 others. Because of 
that, the Justice Department in April 
announced that US$64 million in 
payments would be coming to 7,300 
Louisiana residents and businesses.

Fishermen and other workers 
were not surprised by the audit’s 
fi ndings. Byron Encalade, president of 
the Louisiana Oystermen Association, 
remarked, “They weren’t paying the 
claims, and still today we got people 
with interim claims that are months 
old now. It’s always the same thing: 
‘It’s under review.’ ”

Situations like that, and BP’s 
initial efforts to cover up the severity 
of the spill in 2010, merely add insult 
to injury for those whose lives were 
ripped apart by this disaster.

Oyster farmer and union electri-
cian Eric Guzman told the People’s 
World that things are still pretty rough. 
“Only now are we seeing a few signs 
that oysters might come back. But 
even today, [BP] have not really made 
people whole for their losses. Some 
got back percentages of their losses, 
and some have gotten nothing.”

“The explosion of the rig was 
a disaster that resulted from BP’s 
culture of privileging profi t over 
prudence,” said assistant attorney 

general Lanny A Breuer of the Justice 
Department’s criminal division. “We 
hope that BP’s acknowledgement of 
its misconduct – through its agreement 
to plead guilty to 11 counts of felony 
manslaughter – brings some measure 
of justice to the family members of 
the people who died onboard that rig.”

When all is said and done, 
however, many realise that even a 
penalty this historical and impressive 
in stature, is for BP but a mere slap 
on the wrist. Workers are still angry, 
and victims still seek justice for what 
has been done.

“This settlement is [just] a good 
down-payment on what the company 
should ultimately pay,” said Larry 
Schweiger, president of the National 
Wildlife Federation. The environmen-
tal group argues that BP still ought 
to pay tens of billions more for what 
it has done.

Greenpeace, too, called the pen-
alty “chump change” – a fi ne that 
would by no means give the merciless 
oil giant any incentive to be more 
careful in the future, or to put an end 
to its greedy, underhanded schemes. 
The group pointed out that the US$4.5 
billion fi ne is merely half of what the 
Shell oil company spent in its attempts 
to drill in the Arctic.

Greenpeace activist John Hocevar 
remarked, “The price of one sperm 
whale in the Gulf is immeasurable. 

And we still don’t know the full eco-
logical story behind the BP Deepwater 
Horizon disaster. This settlement 
buys off further government silence 
about the potential impacts. This is 
simply BP trying to buy its way out 
of responsibility.”

David M Uhlmann, director of 
the Environmental Law and Policy 
Program, praised the fact that the 
deaths of the workers onboard 
Deepwater Horizon were emphasised, 
and that the corporation is fi nally 
being held accountable. But, like the 
NWF and Greenpeace, he acknowl-
edged the issues this raised, stating, 
“There are questions that could be 
asked about why the investigation 
took so long, whether the fi ne should 
have been larger, and why BP was 
given fi ve years to pay its penalties, 
which normally occurs only when a 
defendant does not have suffi cient 
fi nancial resources to make immedi-
ate payment.”

BP made US$5.4 billion alto-
gether in July, August, and September 
2012 alone – that’s $1 billion more 
than the criminal settlement. After 
the seemingly endless havoc felt in 
the wake of such an incredibly dev-
astating oil spill, most environmental 
groups and victims agree: BP can 
defi nitely afford to pay much, much 
more.
People’s World 

International

BP admits guilt for oil spill

A pelican covered in oil sits on the beach at East Grand Terre Island along the Louisiana coast.

UN renews call for end to 
US blockade of Cuba

Britain protests over 
Israel’s Gaza assault

For the 21st consecutive year at 
the United Nations, the General 
Assembly has adopted a resolution 
calling for an end to the economic, 
commercial and fi nancial blockade 
imposed by the United States 
against Cuba.

By a vote of 188 in favour to 
three against (Israel, Palau and the 
US) with two abstentions (Marshall 
Islands and the Federated States of 
Micronesia), the Assembly reiter-
ated its call to all States to refrain 
from promulgating and applying 
laws and measures not conforming 
with their obligations to reaffi rm 

freedom of trade and navigation.
The 193-member Assembly 

“once again urges States that have 
and continue to apply such laws 
and measures to take the necessary 
steps to repeal or invalidate them as 
soon as possible,” the text added.

The Minister of Foreign Affairs 
of Cuba, Bruno Rodríguez Parrilla, 
told the Assembly during the debate 
that preceded the vote that the last 
four years of US President Barack 
Obama’s administration has wit-
nessed a “persistent tightening” of 
the blockade, which has been in 
place for over half a century.

“There is no legitimate or moral 
reason to maintain this blockade,” 
he stated, adding that the use of 
“less strident and threatening rheto-
ric” and certain partial measures to 
relax the travel restrictions on resi-
dents of Cuban origin and others 
for academic, scientifi c or cultural 
purposes have failed to conceal the 
tightening of the blockade over the 
last four years.

“The blockade is one of the 
main causes of the economic prob-
lems of our country and the major 
obstacle to its economic and social 
development,” he added. 

Peter Lazenby 

Palestine Solidarity campaigners 
launched more protests across 
Britain last week against Israel’s 
aggressive military assault on the 
Gaza Strip. Protests took place in 
Birmingham, Bradford, Brighton, 
Bristol, Leeds, Durham, London, 
Manchester and Oxford.

And more action is planned in 
Sheffi eld, Cardiff, Edinburgh and at 
the Israeli embassy in London.

Organisers of the Sheffi eld 
protest said: “The people of Gaza 
have been living in a prison camp 
for years. On top of the Israeli 
blockade with its hardships, there 
are targeted assassinations. The 
media portray it as a balanced bat-
tle between two countries. It is 
not. Israel is a fi rst world power, 
systematically plundering the water 
and land of an economically and 
militarily weak Palestine.”

The group received a message 
from Gaza stating: “Gaza is under 
extensive Israeli military attack. 
In less than two hours, 14 military 
raids against different targets in dif-
ferent parts of Gaza Strip, six were 
killed including two young girls 
age 4 and 7 and 11 were injured. 
The hospitals are already lacking 

essential emergency medications 
and citizens were called for blood 
donation, we do not have power, I 
am using UBS the fi rst stage of this 
operation has been accomplished, 
we expect more escalation.

“Your solidarity means a lot at 
this diffi cult times, pass the word, 
this aggression should stop now.”

Stop the War convener Lindsey 
German said: “The supine govern-
ment supporters in the media echo 
the line that Israel ‘has to defend 
itself.’ What a grotesque travesty 
of truth.

“Israel is the recipient of more 
than US$3 billion worth of US 
aid. It has the most sophisticated 
weapons in the Middle East and is 
the only nuclear armed state in the 
region. The nature of the govern-
ment is such that it quite cynically 
launches military attacks as elec-
tions approach. No wonder since it 
always manages to get away with 
just a caution – at worst – from the 
‘international community.’ 

“Israel is central to the US and 
its allies in the Middle East. Hence 
a staggering level of double stand-
ards and the portrayal of Israel as 
victim not aggressor.”
Morning Star 
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Toxic constructions, 
big and small

The central focus of all of capitalism’s affairs 
is making a profi t. The bigger the profi t, the 
more intensely capitalists will pursue it. As 
Marx pointed out, if the profi t is big enough, 
there is nothing they won’t do to secure it.

Writers saw early on that this ruthless 
pursuit of profi t by “business” people was 
identical to the ruthless pursuit of profi t by 
gangsters and other organised crime fi gures. 
From Bertolt Brecht to Clifford Odets, writers 
in the 1930s and ’40s pointed to the parallels 
between Nazism and gangsterism.

In John Huston’s 1948 fi lm Key Largo, 
adapted from the stage play by Maxwell 
Anderson, a returned US Army major (played 
by Humphrey Bogart) comes into contact with 
a deported gangster, Johnny Rocco (played by 
Edward G Robinson) who has sneaked back 
into the USA from Batista’s Cuba to do a deal 
with other gangsters in Florida.

While trapped in a rambling hotel on the 
Key Largo peninsula by a storm raging outside, 
the major asks the gangster “What is it you want, 
Rocco?”. The gangster pauses to consider the 
question then hits on the answer: “More! Yeah, 
that’s it, I want more.”

“Will you ever have enough?” responds 
the major. “Haven’t yet”, says Rocco, with a 
cheerful leer.

This ruthless pursuit of more for themselves, 
regardless of the consequences for other people, 
has always been the hallmark of the ruling class 
(from robber barons to oil company executives 
to investment bankers), as well as of the criminal 
element who fl atter them by imitation. Organised 
crime and big business alike are driven by the 
same grasping pursuit of profi t, the same amoral 
willingness to do whatever it takes to make 
more money.

So-called “black” money – laundered drug 
profi ts, undeclared income from dodgy deals, 
money hidden from the government by clever 
accounting practices – is readily accepted by 
big business as useful supplementary fi nancing 
in the world of “commerce”. Capitalism has 
few scruples about that sort of thing: money 
is money.

“Legitimate” businesses are always on 

the lookout for new business opportunities, 
and their only real criterion for judging their 
worth is whether they will make money. So 
they invest in projects to market cigarettes in 
Asia regardless of the health consequences to 
millions, to market sugar drinks laced with 
caffeine and other stimulants to children, in 
fact to do whatever they can get away with if 
it will bring in a profi t.

This inevitably brings them into the orbit 
of organised crime, whose practitioners have 
exactly the same goals and motives. That the 
two groups will frequently get together is hardly 
surprising.

In the countries of the European Union at 
present, (when they’re not worrying over where 
their next meal is coming from) there is much 
public concern over industrial pollution and 
governments are keen to reduce the amount of 
contaminants being spewed into the air from 
factory chimneys and the like. So chimneys are 
regularly scrubbed out, but what to do with the 
fi lthy, contaminated soot that is removed from 
them? Under capitalism its disposal is put up 
for tender, an opportunity for some enterprising 
entrepreneur to make a buck or two. Enter the 
Mafi a.

In Southern Italy, Albania and increasingly 
also in the Czech Republic – in other words 
wherever there is high unemployment plus an 

unorganised working class – the only group 
consistently able to offer the poor any type of 
work is the Mafi a. Like Al Capone in Chicago 
in the 1930s, the Mafi a in these poor European 
countries appear as saviours offering jobs for 
the unemployed.

The Mafi a have long been involved in 
building and construction projects. There is 
scope for considerable money to be made 
through the application of a suitable amount 
of graft and corruption involving city offi cials, 
if one is in the business of building housing 
developments and the like. We are not unfamiliar 
with this syndrome here, are we?

The Mafi a have long been notorious for 
adding the bodies of interfering journalists, 
police or rival criminals to the concrete mix 
for new expressways or bridges. Now they 
have another type of additive: toxic waste from 
EU countries who pay them to dispose of the 
contaminated fi lth from polluting industries. 
Instead of putting it into expensive land-fi lls, 
however, these Mafi a-controlled construction 
companies mix it into their cement and plaster 
and get paid for using it as a “building material”.

So what if, in years to come, the fl aking 
plaster off the walls or the crumbling mortar 
causes residents to contract cancer? Who can 
lay the blame for that on the builders (assuming 
they can even fi nd them)?

And it is not just big building jobs that use 
this toxic stuff. Outside the cheap souvenir 
shops in much of Europe, there are baskets of 
very cheap little souvenirs (miniature Leaning 
Towers of Pisa, say, made of a sort of pottery). 
They sell for 4 or 5 Euros each. The people 
who actually make them are poor villagers 
who receive on average 5 European cents for 
each fi gure. The Mafi a distributors sell them to 
the low end shops for a couple of Euros (that’s 
a huge mark-up) and the shops sell them for 
another hefty mark-up.

The point is, these fi gurines are made from 
the same toxic waste that the Mafi a have already 
been paid to dispose of. So now they are being 
paid twice to get rid of the same waste. Any 
capitalist would be proud.

The Party was recently offered some 
“mini busts” (only three inches high) of Lenin, 
Marshall Zhukov, Che, etc, from the Czech 
Republic. We know nothing for or against the 
chap who claims to have made these particular 
busts (except that some of us thought they were 
very poorly executed), but in the circumstances 
we felt it was probably wiser to give them a 
wide berth.

If any reader wants to be put on to a source 
of (larger) busts from Russia, drop me a line 
and I will send you those details. 

Letters / Culture & Life

Environment laws 
too precious to lose
In the two weeks since Christine 
Milne and I launched our national 
campaign, Too Precious To Lose, 
hundreds of you have joined us by 
nominating the place or the species 
that you consider unique and pre-
cious and are working to protect.

The message is clear: Australians 
love our environment and want to see 
it protected.

Our national environmental 
laws are failing us. Every year we 
lose more precious habitat, forests, 
grasslands and marine wilderness. 
The number of threatened species 

has nearly tripled in the last 20 years. 
At a time when our environment is 
under threat like never before thanks 
to the short-sighted greed of the 
resources boom, we really need to 
be strengthening these laws to better 
protect places and creatures that are 
too precious to lose.

But, instead of that, the mining 
lobby has convinced the ALP and the 
Coalition to trash our environmental 
laws, and handball almost all of 
the federal Environment Minister’s 
approval powers to state governments. 
If states were in charge, they would 
have dammed the Franklin and put 
oil rigs in the Great Barrier Reef. 
Right now, Tasmania is planning tin 
mining for the Tarkine, Victoria is 
about to log their state emblem – the 
Leadbeater’s Possum – to extinction, 
and NSW will open National Parks 
to shooting.

These state governments cannot 
be trusted with national environmen-
tal powers. In 1999, Julia Gillard 
thought Australia’s environment 
was much too important to leave to 
the states, which had a proven track 
record of “environmental vandalism”. 
In April this year, she thought only 
some parts of the environment were 

too important to leave to the states, 
like World Heritage and nuclear 
activities.

Now the ALP government thinks 
almost none of the environment is too 
important to leave to the states. The 
government has confi rmed that they 
are planning to hand over all their 
powers except regulation of uranium 
mining to the states. The environment 
department released the paperwork 
which will allow for all these vital 
environmental protections to be 
left solely in the hands of Premiers 
like Campbell Newman and Barry 
O’Farrell.

That means the federal govern-
ment won’t even have the power to 
intervene to protect World Heritage 
sites like the Great Barrier Reef and 
Kakadu.

Our environment is under attack 
like never before. We need your help. 

Tell the ALP and the Coalition 
that Australia’s environment is too 
important to leave to state govern-
ments. With your help, we can protect 
what we love about Australia, now 
and into the future.

Yours sincerely,
Larissa Waters

tooprecioustolose.org.au

Gillard’s Burma 
comments 
inappropriate

We, as Burma activists condemn 
Australian Prime Minister Julia 
Gillard’s raising the possibility of 
Australia resuming defence ties 
with Burma. Ms Gillard made the 
comments during a meeting with 
Burma’s President Thein Sein. 

Ms Gillard’s comments were 
inappropriate given the military’s 
ongoing violation of human rights.

It is so inappropriate that 
Australia would be considering 
resuming military ties with Burma, 
when the Burmese army continues 
to target civilians in military attacks, 
commit human rights abuses and 
brutally oppress ethnic populations.

Since the quasi-civilian govern-
ment took power in Burma in March 
2011, human rights abuses in Burma 
have increased. Over 90,000 people 
have been forced from their homes 
due to military attacks and human 
rights abuses in Kachin State, north-
ern Burma.

It is appalling that Australia 
would consider having any defence 

ties with a country whose military 
continues to commit human rights 
abuses against its own people.

Australia has had a long-standing 
arms embargo against Burma, and in 
2009 publicly stated its support for 
a global arms embargo. The reasons 
for having an arms embargo against 
Burma have not changed.

The reason Australia has an arms 
embargo supports a global arms 
embargo against Burma is because 
of the human rights abuses that the 
Burmese army was committing with 
impunity. This has not changed, and 
for many communities it has got 
worse.

When the reasons for not having 
military ties haven’t changed, why is 
Australia now considering changing 
its position?

Zetty Blake
Burma Campaign Australia 

Campaign Co-ordinator
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Prior to the 1880s, the task of 
excavating and interpreting 

the ancient ruins of Egypt was largely 
the exclusive domain of Egyptian 
tomb robbers on the one hand and 
well-heeled European treasure hunt-
ers (not that there’s much difference) 
on the other. The man credited with 
changing that situation is a British 
archeologist, William Matthew 
Flinders Petrie.

Petrie, born in 1853, had explored 
Stonehenge before he undertook the 
task of surveying the pyramids and 
temples of Gizeh in 1881-82. His 
meticulous excavations revolutionised 
archaeological techniques worldwide 
and brought new understanding 
of Egypt’s past. A maverick and 
eccentric genius with an insatiable 
appetite for science, chemistry and 
mathematics, Petrie’s career marked 
the point when archaeology emerged 
as a true science.

After his work at Gizeh, 
Petrie excavated Naukratis, Am 
and Defenneh for the Egyptian 
Exploration Fund and achieved many 
other important excavatory works in 
Palestine and elsewhere. He was the 
genius who solved the mathematical 
secrets of the Great Pyramid of Giza, 
and his fi eld reports are still the start-
ing point for any modern day research.

In the fascinating biographi-
cal documentary, The Man Who 
Discovered Egypt (SBS ONE Sunday 
November 25 at 7.35pm), presenter 
Chris Naunton, director of the Egypt 
Exploration Society, follows in 
Petrie’s footsteps, travelling to the 

key sites of his discoveries in Egypt 
and present-day Israel.

Naunton draws on Petrie’s exten-
sive correspondence, work journals 
and photographic archive to chart the 
achievements of a remarkable man.

The ABC continues to devote 
time and energy to develop-

ing poor quality and largely unfunny 
TV comedies. Why is this so? A clue 
can be deduced by observing the 
new comedy show Problems (ABC1 
Wednesdays at 9.00pm). It stars Sam 
Simmons, glowingly described by 
the ABC as “the undisputed master 
of suburban absurdity. … He is an 
evangelical advocate of bringing silly 
back to comedy.” And therein lies the 
problem with Problems – comedy 
is not silly, it’s serious. Or to put it 
another way, silliness is not inher-
ently comic.

Study the great classics of screen 
comedy, whether cinema or TV: 
they are rarely silly. Bizarre, out-
landish even astonishing, but never 
silly. Good screen comedy is always 
credible in its context. Many of the 
sketches in the early Monty Python 
series descended into silliness because 
they did not know how to “top” the 
gag, and the sketch just petered out. 
But the Pythons grew out of that and 
learnt how to structure their comedy 
more successfully: more wit, less 
silliness.

Unfortunately, the ABC has not 
reached that point yet. The writers 
of Problems still think that silliness 
is enough. They should undertake a 
study of the comedies of the past, the 
ones that still make audiences laugh 
more than half a century later. The 
fi rst thing they would learn is that 
the great comedians developed their 
craft over years of practice before 
live audiences, they didn’t just do a 
comedy spot on radio and then get 
given their own TV show. They had to 
learn their craft and then polish their 
craft, for as I said before, comedy is 
not silly, it’s serious.

The new thriller series with 
Melissa George, Hunted

(SBS ONE Saturdays at 8.30pm)
has already been cancelled in Britain. 
Despite its glitzy appearance and 
modern thriller trappings – violent 

death, spies, torture, assassination, et 
al – it seems the British people were 
not inclined to support a show about 
spies/assassins working for a private 
company. Who were they supposed 
to root for? The company’s improved 
balance sheet? Higher dividends for 
shareholders? It certainly wasn’t for 
democratic rights and the rule of law.

The series was created and writ-
ten by the award-winning American 
writer and producer of The X Files, 
Frank Spotnitz, and produced by the 
team behind the very cynical series 
Spooks, so perhaps it’s not surpris-
ing that they misjudged the mood of 
the public.

I have not seen any episodes of 
the ten-part Swedish thriller 

series Real Humans (SBS ONE 
Saturdays at 9.30pm) but it sounds 
intriguing enough. It is set in a par-
allel present in which the artifi cial 
human has come into its own. Robots 
no longer have anything robot-like 
about them. New technology and 

advancements in the fi eld of science 
have made it possible to manufacture 
a product – a kind of mechanised 
servant – that is so similar to a real 
human that it can often be considered 
a perfectly good substitute.

However, human-like robots, 
better known as “hubots”, have given 
rise to new problems and dilemmas. 
Tricky legal questions like whether 
the hubots have some form of rights, 
such as being paid for work. Yikes! 
They’ll be forming unions next!

And as an ever-growing number 
of people form intimate relationships 
with hubots, the boundaries between 
human and machine are becoming 
blurred.

Episode One – Break In, 
Break Loose (SBS ONE Saturday 
December 1) – introduces us to Leo, 
Mimi and Niska, a group of rogue 
hubots fi ghting for freedom while 
being chased by the police.

Much of this week’s offer-
ings on the box consist of 

sequels, “best of …” bits and new 
episodes of tired old series. Oh, 
and one “prequel”: Young James 
Herriot (ABC ONE Saturdays from 
December 1 at 8.20pm).

This latest instalment of the bio-
graphical adventures of the English 
vet Alf Wight (who wrote under the 
pseudonym James Herriot) goes back 
to his early days as a trainee vet in 
Glasgow in the 1930s.

The series draws on the diaries 
and case notes Wight kept during 
his student years, together with the 
authorised biography written by his 
son, Jim Wight. Issues of feminism, 
professor-student relations, Fascism 
and war arise alongside the usual 
amusing incidents familiar to most 
student biographies.

The young James Herriot is 
played by Iain de Caestecker, with 
Amy Manson and Ben Lloyd-Hughes 
as his close university friends Whirly 
Tyson and Rob McAloon. 

Rob Gowland
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As Israel assaults Gaza, 
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Amena Saleem

In 2006, an independent panel of 
senior public fi gures published a 
report assessing the impartiality of 
the BBC’s coverage of the “Israeli-
Palestinian confl ict.” The panel, 
chaired by Sir Quentin Thomas, a 
senior fi gure in the British Home 
Offi ce, found “identifi able short-
comings, particularly in respect of 
gaps in coverage, analysis, context 
and perspective and in the consist-
ent maintenance of the BBC’s own 
editorial standards.”

The Thomas Report, as it became 
known, was quickly shoved under 
the carpet by the BBC, even though 
it had originally been commissioned 
by the corporation’s own governors, 
and business continued as usual. In 
the last few days, the shortcomings 
highlighted in the report have never 
seemed so glaring.

Gaza reported 
without context

Across the BBC’s output, from 
the 24 hour rolling news channel, 
BBC News, to its fl agship news and 
current affairs program Today on 
Radio 4, the Israeli assault on Gaza 
has been reported without context, 
without perspective and with a bias 
that has wholly favoured the heavily-
armed, nuclear state of Israel against 
the mostly refugee population of the 
besieged Gaza Strip.

This pattern of partiality was 
noted by Thomas and his panel. They 
made several mentions in their report 
to the “asymmetry of power between 
the two sides” and noted that “given 
this asymmetry, the BBC’s concern 
with balance gave an impression of 
equality between the two sides which 
was fundamentally, if unintentionally, 
misleading.”

To counter this fl aw, the Thomas 
Report recommended that the BBC 
“should make purposive, and not 
merely reactive, efforts to explain 
the complexities of the confl ict in the 
round, including the marked disparity 
between the position of the two sides.”

Yet, rather than providing 
information to its global audience 
which would make clear that Israel 
is deploying a vast arsenal of high 
tech armoury against Gaza’s civilian 
population, to which the response is 
crude rockets, the BBC’s coverage of 
the past days has portrayed the state-
less Palestinians as vicious aggressors 
against an exhausted Israel.

On the morning of November 
15, the day after Israel carried out 
the extrajudicial killing of Hamas 
military leader Ahmed al-Jabari and 
unleashed a wave of terror against 
Gaza’s civilian population, the BBC 
put an article onto its website head-
lined: “Gaza rocket arsenal problem 
for Israel.”

The article goes into minute detail 
about what the BBC’s diplomatic 
and defence correspondent Jonathan 

Marcus describes as “the Palestinian 
rocket arsenal.”

There are descriptions of the 
types of rockets in the “arsenal,” their 
range, their design, their country of 
origin, the threat they pose to Israel, 
the towns in Israel they might be 
capable of reaching. Marcus also 
spends time discussing the capabil-
ity of Israel’s “Iron Dome” defence 
and Israeli allegations of shipments 
of arms coming via Sudan to Gaza.

Israeli arsenals 
unreported

Nowhere in the article, or else-
where on the BBC, does Marcus 
investigate Israel’s weapons stockpile, 
which is funded to the tune of US$3 
billion a year by the United States.

There are no reams of paragraphs 
devoted to describing the different 
types of bombs, mortar shells, drones, 
fi ghter jets, gunboats, tanks, guns, 
nuclear warheads or white phosphorus 
shells that are in Israel’s arsenal. Yet, 
with the exception of nuclear missiles, 
all of these have been used at some 
point against the people of Gaza with 
devastating consequences.

A second article published on 
the BBC website the same morning 
is headlined: “Escalating violence 
takes its toll on Israelis.” Here we 
have journalist Yolande Knell putting 
a human face on the Israelis who have 
faced rocket attacks in the towns of 
Ashkelon and Kiryat Malachi over 
the last two days.

There are interviews with Israeli 
men and women describing their fear, 
their pain at the previous day’s fatali-
ties in Kiryat Malachi, their scramble 
to fi nd shelter when the air raid sirens 
sound and the damage to their build-
ings. Knell describes “eerily quiet” 
streets in Ashkelon, closed restaurants 
and schools and how “normal life here 
remains on hold.”

Minimising 
Palestinian voices

Yet when it comes to how 
Palestinians in Gaza endure frequent 
Israeli bombardment, Palestinian 
voices and their pain are minimised.

A BBC article in March claimed 
the people of Gaza are “almost 
inured to the endless confl ict” and 
life in the Gaza Strip carries on 
as normal – a report based on the 
perspective of BBC correspondent, 
Rupert Wingfi eld-Hayes, rather than 
interviews with the Palestinians 
themselves.

When the Palestine Solidarity 
Campaign complained about the 
bias inherent in Wingfi eld-Hayes 
extraordinary claims, which were jux-
taposed alongside an article by Kevin 
Connolly describing the “dread” felt 
by Israelis during rocket strikes, 
a reply was received from Fraser 
Steel, Head of Editorial Complaints 
at the BBC.

He wrote: “I have to say it seems 

to me that the aspects of the reports 
which you single out for criticism 
can be interpreted as evidence of bias 
only if one approaches them with a 
prior assumption of bias on the part 
of the authors.”

The bias that PSC was highlight-
ing is not on the part of the authors, 
but on the part of their employers, the 
BBC, and with good reason.

Israeli spokespeople 
unchallenged

Since al-Jabari’s assassination on 
November 14, the BBC has rolled out 
all the Israeli heavyweights across 
its programming: Ron Prosor, Israeli 
ambassador to the UN; Danny Ayalon, 
Israel’s deputy foreign minister; Mark 
Regev, an Israeli government spokes-
person; and Daniel Taub, Israel’s 
ambassador to the UK.

All have been allowed to dissemi-
nate, with virtually no interruption or 
correction, the propaganda line Israel 
is using for the duration of this assault 
on Gaza: that Israel withdrew its set-
tlers in 2005 in order to allow Gaza to 
live in peace but Hamas insisted on a 
war which Israel has so far resisted, 
but is now being reluctantly drawn 
into in order to protect its citizens.

On the Today program on 
November 15, Taub was interviewed 
by BBC heavyweight John Humphrys. 
For four minutes he was allowed to 
expound Israel’s line that Hamas 
rockets rain down on southern Israel 
with no response from Israel and that 
no other country but Israel would be 
so understanding.

Humphrys gave no challenge 
when Taub said: “We have to recog-
nise, seven years ago, we pulled out 
of every inch of Gaza. We removed 
9,000 Israeli civilians along with their 
homes, their schools, their kindergar-
tens, in order to try and have a peace-
ful situation with Gaza … Tragically, 
that opportunity was not taken up. 

Hamas took over and since then has 
been waging an intensive war.”

The BBC’s major evening current 
affairs program Newsnight was used 
as a vehicle for a similar line the 
previous evening by Danny Ayalon, 
who enjoyed an uninterrupted three 
minute interview with presenter 
Gavin Esler.

At the very end of the interview 
Ayalon said: “Not only do they 
[Hamas] target the civilian population 
in Israel, but they implant themselves 
in the midst of the civilian popula-
tion in Gaza, so in fact they use a 
population as a human shield for their 
hideous attacks.”

To which Esler replied: “Ok, we’ll 
leave it there. Danny Ayalon, thank 
you very much.”

There was no attempt, or even 
it seems a willingness, by this sen-
ior BBC journalist to confront and 
challenge Israeli propaganda and 
falsehoods.

Meanwhile Zionist activist 
Jonathan Sacerdoti appeared four 
times as a guest on different BBC 
television news programs during the 
fi rst two days of the Israeli assault. 
The BBC allowed him to pose as 
an independent expert, neglecting 
to mention his past work for the 
Zionist Federation and current role 
at the Board of Deputies of British 
Jews.

BBC failure
The findings of the Thomas 

Report from 2006 are holding true 
during this latest onslaught on Gaza. 
This unwillingness by both Humphrys 
and Esler, together with the presenters 
on television and radio news, to point 
out the facts to their Israeli govern-
ment interviewees is just a symptom 
of the BBC’s failure to provide con-
text and perspective, as highlighted 
by the report.

And so BBC audiences listen 
to Regev and the rest without being 

made aware that Israel is considered 
by the UN to be an occupying power 
in Gaza with obligations under the 
Geneva Conventions to protect the 
inhabitants.

Taub is allowed to freely say 
that Israel has withdrawn from Gaza, 
without being made to explain how 
he can make such a travesty of the 
truth when Israel holds Gaza under 
tight military siege, restricting access 
to food, medicines, water, fuel and 
other essentials, and restricts the free 
movement of Gaza’s people in and 
out of the territory.

Prosser can stand in Kiryat 
Malachi condemning Palestinian 
rocket attacks, as he did on the BBC 
News channel on November 14, and 
not be asked to comment on Israel’s 
massacre of 1,400 Palestinians in 
three weeks in 2008-09 or its continu-
ous bombing and shelling of Gaza 
since then.

And that is how Ayalon can bare-
facedly mislead BBC viewers with 
the human shield fallacy, because 
nowhere on the BBC, including 
Newsnight will its audience be told 
that 1.6 million people are crammed 
into a strip of land about 20 miles 
long and four miles wide, and con-
sequently there is nowhere that is 
not inhabited.

In its fi nal points, the Thomas 
Report summed up: “some of the 
defi ciencies are serious and … [the 
BBC’s coverage] could be a great deal 
better: more distinctive, challenging 
and informative.”

If only it were. Imagine how 
many people around the world and 
those paying the licence fee in the 
UK would become aware of Israel’s 
atrocities against the Palestinians, its 
daily violations of international law, 
its lies and deceits.

One presumes this is why the 
Thomas Report has rarely seen light 
of day since its publication.
The Electronic Intifada 

Gaza under attack – Israel is considered by the UN to be an occupying power in Gaza with obligations under the 
Geneva Conventions to protect the inhabitants.


