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The Gillard government last week attempted
to allay fears that it was about to raid work-
ers’ superannuation savings and that work-
ers with an income of more than $100,000
would be hit. It announced a number of
changes to the superannuation system, none
of which will directly tax the income drawn
from a fund in retirement.

The speculation, which was proving to be
politically damaging for Labor, was over expect-
ed changes to the superannuation system in the
forthcoming May Budget. The superannuation
industry was threatening a multi-million dollar
campaign similar to the successful campaigns
waged against other government reforms by the
mining and gambling sectors. It had the backing
of the corporate media and Opposition leader
Tony Abbott.

Labor had also come under pressure from
trade unions with high paid members and Labor
back-benchers as well as the superannuation
industry. It backed off from its original intent
of making substantial reforms to the superan-
nuation system, instead opting for provisions
that mostly affect the wealthy.

The government got the media headline it
wanted: “Super hit on wealthy investors” and for
the time being appears to have allayed workers’
fears that their super is about to take a hit. But
the basic inequities built into the system remain,
as do all the uncertainties that workers face on
retirement as to what income they might have.
An already complex system is set to become
even more complex if the changes go ahead.
The government has not indicated if it will put
them before Parliament before the elections.

Taxation of super

There are three basic points at which taxa-
tion can be applied: when payments are made
into a superannuation fund; on earnings in a
fund; or on income drawn as a benefit or pen-
sion from a fund or annuity.

At present contributions to a fund are
taxed. The compulsory nine percent paid by
employers (to be raised to 12 percent) and any
additional amount (“salary sacrifice”) out of
salary or wages up to a cap of $25,000 is taxed
at a flat rate of 15 percent. It is referred to as
a concessional payment — it has received a tax
concession if the employee’s marginal rate is
higher than 15 percent.

The government has decided to raise the
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salary sacrifice cap to $30,000 for people over
50 years of age and possibly for all individuals
to $35,000 by 2018. Contributions over and
above the cap paid from untaxed salary or wages
are taxed at 46.5 percent regardless of income.
(46.5% equals the highest marginal rate of 45%
plus 1.5% Medicare levy.)

Additional payments up to $150,000 per
annum are possible out of pre-taxed income or
savings. These are referred to as non-concession-
al contributions — there are no tax concessions
related to these payments.*

The period when an employee is working
and making contributions to a fund is known as
the accumulation phase. Income from invest-
ments in the fund during the accumulation
stage is also taxed at a flat rate of 15 percent.
This tax is indirect in the sense that it is paid
by the fund on its collective earnings and the
net income for each product is allocated to
members. The tax payment is not recorded on
members’ statements.

Taxation of pension fund

During the retirement phase, there is no tax
on the income on investments and no tax on
income drawn from the fund or as a pension
from an annuity. The 15 percent tax on earnings
in the superannuation fund cuts out during the
retirement phase.

The government has decided to tax income
over $100,000 on investments within the fund
during the retirement phase at 15 percent. This
would affect people with savings in the region
of $2 million if a five percent rate of return were
made on investments. Not that funds always
make such a return; some years they might lose
income, some years it might be more.

This is still a massive concession compared
with the 46.5 percent tax that might have been
paid on the same income outside of the fund. For
a person whose other income is over $180,000
the concession on the first $100,000 is $46,500
alone! On the remainder of earnings inside the
fund it is 31.5 percent.

Compare this with a single age pensioner
struggling on a pension of $21,076 a year!
The latest changes do little to reduce let alone
remove the obscene benefits received by the
wealthy.

This will affect a very small percentage of
the population and at this stage will not raise
much more than two or three hundred million
dollars.

Continued on page 4
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Korean Peninsula — who is being
“bellicose” and “provocative”?

“Bellicose” and “provocative” — those are the words used over and
over by the capitalist media to describe the actions the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea and statements by its leadership in
recent times. Scarcely any context is given to explain developments
in the strained relationship between the DPRK, its South Korean
neighbour and the USA. What little that is provided amounts to
speculation about what might be in the mind of the new leader of
the country, Kim Jong-un. “Maybe the young leader is trying to
assert his authority in the eyes of the military.” “Maybe he wants to
distract the population from the economic problems of the DPRK,”
and so on, and so forth without any reference to facts.

The corporate media can always be relied on to stoke the fires
of hatred. Items carrying unconvincing claims of camps containing
hundreds of thousands of starved and tortured political prisoners are
being published again. Reports about parents eating their children
in a supposedly ongoing famine have resurfaced. The notion that
Communists eat babies was first trotted out at the time of the Russian
Revolution and has never completely been retired. And, of course,
the country is “isolated”, “paranoid” and “Stalinist” in the eyes of
an increasing tabloid-style corporate media.

Imperialism’s media/industrial complex has no interest in
informing the public to allow it to make considered judgements. It
is partisan; its objective is to tarnish any alternative to capitalism
in the eyes of exploited people and to justify the crushing of any
successful attempt to break free of imperialism’s grip. Invasions
have been planned and tried but, short of military attack, socialist
countries have always been subject to punishing trade and diplomatic
restrictions. In some cases, such as Cuba and the DPRK, they have
been extreme and deadly. The reaction to this aggression against
these usually small states is then provided as evidence of “isolation”
and “paranoia”.

The history of the DPRK is the classic example of a US-led
campaign to stand truth on its head. Despite the presence of tens
of thousands of US troops on its borders with terrifying military
equipment including nuclear weapons, despite regular, provocative
joint military exercises with its South Korean client state, despite the
vivid memory of the carpet bombing, napalming and germ warfare
against the DPRK during the war of 1950-1953 and the loss of five
million lives, the leadership of the country has consistently called for:

* A peace treaty to formally end the war

* Reunification of the country divided by the US in 1945

* An end to the US occupation of the south and the annual,

month-long joint military exercises

* Bilateral talks to ease tensions between the US and the DPRK

These calls for peace have been persistently rejected. Fraught
six-party talks aimed at removing the DPRK’s nuclear deterrent
were imposed instead. The US/South Korean “war games” have
become more and more threatening since the passing of late leader
Kim Jong-il. The change of posture also coincides with US President
Obama’s announcement of a military “pivot” towards Asia with
its ultimate military objective of China. The latest manoeuvres
included scenarios for the “pre-emptive” invasion of the DPRK.
Nuclear weapons capable B-52s and the B-2 stealth bombers have
dropped inert bombs less than 30 kilometres away from the North/
South border in mock bombing runs on the DPRK.

This is the context of the DPRK’s decision to deploy missiles,
mobilise its troops, call for foreign diplomats to leave the country for
their own safety and to cut communications with the South Korean
government of President Park Geun-hye, who just so happens to be
daughter of General Park Chung-hee, the late, ruthless dictator of
South Korea. The defiant statements emanating from Pyongyang are
being portrayed by many (including Prime Minister Gillard) as the
utterly unprovoked taunts of a “rogue” regime.

It is worthwhile asking what the response would be if the situation
were reversed — if a socialist country moved state of the art military
equipment close to the borders of the US. The last time that happened
— during the Cuban missile crisis — the US moved the planet as close
to a nuclear winter as it has ever come. So, when the government
of the DPRK issues strongly worded statements in response to the
mobilisation of masses of troops and huge quantities of war-fighting
materiel right up to its border, it’s worthwhile asking, who is really
being “bellicose” and “provocative”? Who is really engaging in “sabre
rattling”?
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PRESS FUND
Last week Peter Strong, representing small business owners,
described a pay increase of $30 per week for their employees as
excessive. He said $15 would be reasonable but “even that comes
out of someone else’s pocket”. In fact the value created by the
employees work is taken by the employer, and the employee gets as
little value returned by way of pay as the business owner can get
away with — so it’s actually the employee who’s out of pocket, not
the employer. But speaking of money, we really need to boost the
Press Fund, which helps us to continue supporting working people,
so please send us a contribution for the next issue. Many thanks to
this week’s supporters, as follows:

John Hall $10, KM $55, “Round Figure” $15
This week’s total: $80 Progressive total: $1,070
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Planning system must
protect the environment

Meaningful public participation
and strong environmental protec-
tions must be cornerstones of the
new planning system in NSW,
according t two of the state’s lead-
ing environmental organisations.

The Nature Conservation

Council of NSW (NCC) and Total
Environment Centre (TEC) have
prepared a checklist they will use to
assess whether the NSW Planning
White Paper, due to be released soon,
will protect the state’s clean air and
water, native wildlife and communi-
ties. In order to meet the community’s
needs and expectations, the new
system must:

* Place ecologically sustainable
development at the centre of
planning and development;

 Enhance existing environmental
protections;

 Allow meaningful public

participation in planning and

development assessment;

Require decision makers to

provide reasons for decisions and

limit discretionary powers;

Strictly limit the ability of

developers to override strategic

planning controls

Allow third parties to appeal

decisions;

Require concurrence and

approval by key agencies (health,

environment, water, etc);

Require the accreditation and

independent appointment of

environmental consultants.
“Ecological sustainability and
enhanced environmental protections
for human health, ecosystems and
species should be the highest priorities
of the new system,” said NCC Chief
Executive Officer Pepe Clarke.

“Healthy ecosystems and healthy
communities go hand in hand and
must be central objectives of the
state’s new planning system. The
success or failure of the proposed
changes will be judged on how likely
they are to help achieve those twin
objectives.”

TEC Director Jeff Angel said the
community must have meaningful
input at key stages of the planning
and approval process, not just at the
broad strategic level.

“While increased community
involvement in strategic planning is
desirable, the community must also
have a say on individual develop-
ments,” Mr Angel said.

“People cannot know years in
advance exactly how they will be
affected by a particular development
or how it might affect the environment
or their local area.

“Cutting the community out of
development approval decisions can
only lead to lower standards of devel-
opment with serious adverse affects
on the local environment.

“It could also create significant
social dissent between neighbours,
developers and government.

“The new legislation must mar-
ginalise those developers and their
government supporters who want
short cuts and to avoid proper public
and environmental scrutiny.”

Meanwhile, the Conservation
Council said the state government
must listen to the people and ban
coal seam gas (CSG) development
on farmland.

Nature Conservation Council cam-
paigns director Kate Smolski, pointed
out that a Fairfax Media/Nielsen
poll demonstrates overwhelming

community opposition to coal seam
gas development on farmland.

“It is time for our political leaders
to listen to the people and introduce
a moratorium on CSG development
and rule out CSG in drinking water
catchments and important natural
areas once and for all.

“The poll clearly shows the
government’s two Kilometre exclu-
sion zone around residential areas,
horse studs and vineyards, which
was announced in February, has not
allayed community concerns about
the harm CSG can cause to human
health and precious water resources.”

Ms Smolski said the two kilo-
metre exclusion zone, to be imple-
mented through a State Environmental
Planning Policy (SEPP), was a step
in the right direction but fell short of
community expectations, particularly
in rural areas. It also contained a
dangerous provision allowing local
councils to override the prohibition.

“We oppose allowing councils to
override the two kilometre exclusion
zone because it may lead to negative
environmental outcomes and exposes
councils to lobbying by powerful
industry interests and a heightened
risk of corruption,” Ms Smolski said.

“If the government is serious
about local democracy it should listen
to the dozens of councils and local
communities that have voted over-
whelmingly to be CSG free.

“The government must seize
the opportunity to respond to well-
founded community concerns about
unrestrained mining and gas expan-
sion by placing a moratorium on
CSG development and delivering real
protection for public health, water
resources and natural areas.” &

Call for inquiry into
boat tragedy

The Refugee Action Coalition has
called for a full inquiry into the
asylum boat tragedy that cost the
lives of a woman and a child off
Christmas Island.

“There are serious question to
be answered,” said lan Rintoul,
spokesperson for the Refugee
Action Coalition, “It would seem
that despite the extensive expe-
rience with asylum boats, that
Auwustralian navy and Customs ships
are still not properly prepared to
deal with potential accidents in
such a situation.

“Customs and the navy have
enough experience to know that
boarding an asylum boat at any
time is fraught with problems and
any intercepting vessel has to be
equipped and prepared for any
and all eventualities. The Oceanic

Protector had been shadowing the
asylum boat for hours. There was
plenty of time to assess the stability
of the boat and any difficulties that
might be encountered considering
the number of people on board and
the sea conditions at the time.

He said there was a need to
know what instructions were given
to the boat; whether they were
told to stop, and if they were told
to stop, did the Oceanic Protector
give instructions about how to
do that safely. Was the Oceanic
Protector positioned to provide
as much protection as it could?
How far away was the Oceanic
Protector? It would seem that some
elementary safety procedures may
have been overlooked.

“And then there is the ques-
tion of the safety gear carried by

Sydney

the zodiac, and whether the zodiac
boarding craft itself should have
back-up. How many life jackets

did it carry? Did it have safety-nets
as has been recommended by an
earlier coroner’s enquiry into deaths
at sea?

“We need an open enquiry so
that all the facts surrounding the
incident are known and so the les-
sons of this tragedy can be fully
incorporated into safety protocols
by Customs ships and maritime
safety authorities.

“We are also calling on the
Australian government to show
compassion and ensure that the
asylum seekers from this boat are
immediately moved into commu-
nity and their processing begun
without delay,” said Rintoul. &

Global Day of Action on Military Spending

Monday April 15 4:00pm - 6:00pm
Outside of Health Ministers Office (Tanya Plibersek MP)
150 Broadway, opposite Broadway shops

Please bring your own placards, leaflets, etc. We will supply balloons and pumps and paper for paper planes, plus stickers for your balloons and planes.

We will also bring marines and drones on sticks.
Enquiries: Hannah on 0418 668 098
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National parks staff

Australia

demand armouvur jackets

Peter Mac

NSW national parks staff have
demanded bright orange-coloured
bullet proof vests as protection
against the guns of amateur shoot-
ers, who are to be allowed to hunt
in 79 of the state’s national parks
and reserves.

Geo Papas, organiser for the
Public Service Association, said,
“We think they should be issued at
no expense to [park staff] or their
agency, in blaze orange so they are
readily identifiable.”

Bullet proof vests are classi-
fied by law as a prohibited weapon.
However, they may be worn if there is
a “genuine reason [to do so] ... in the
conduct of the applicant’s business or
employment ... ”. The parliamentary
secretary for police has confirmed that
the legislation potentially permits use
of the vest for self-defence.

Mind you, the vests only provide
a limited degree of protection. As
retired park ranger Arthur Willis
pointed out, a vest does not protect the
head or other areas it doesn’t cover.

In any case, the government
will be extremely reluctant to issue
the vests, because they will also be
demanded by the fire fighters, elec-
tricians, road workers, emergency
service trainees and other employees
and volunteers who work in the parks.

And if that happens, the very
function of the parks may collapse.
After all, how many members of the
public would be willing to enter an
area where every second person is
wearing a blazing orange flak jacket?
Further, who would want to go parks
where amateur shooters are hunting?

Kevin Evans, chief execu-
tive officer of the NSW National
Parks Association (NPA) com-
mented: “While the Minister for the
Environment leads a celebration of
national parks around NSW during
this year’s Parks Week, the future of
national parks is facing irrevocable
and destructive change. The coali-
tion’s ‘Supplementary Pest Control
Program’ threatens public safety and
will cost us millions and do more
harm than good for the environment.

“There is no scientific evidence
to support recreational hunting having
any impact on pest animal popula-
tions. The government should be
investing large funds into a strategic
and integrated professional program to
see a long term decline in populations.
Spending millions on the Shooters

and Fishers Party agenda will solve
nothing.”

Big trouble
in Dodge City

In January the acting chief execu-
tive of the Gun Council of NSW was
charged over illegal hunting in the
state’s parks, but charges against
him were later dropped. A volunteer
working for the Council who was also
charged is still under investigation,
Last year a number of amateur hunt-
ers were charged with being drunk or
on drugs while in charge of a vehicle,
and/or with using prohibited weapons
in restricted areas in National Parks.

The Australian newspaper also
reported that the Council has been
issuing licences to children, who then
entered national parks and hunted
illegally. Justin McKee, NPA cam-
paign coordinator, declared: “Given
the Game Council’s struggle to
demonstrate it can manage its current
portfolio in a lawful manner, it can-
not be expected to assist managing a
hunting program within national parks
in any responsible fashion.

“This is an amateur group running
the agenda for amateur hunters who
want unrestricted access to public
lands, to see gun controls weakened
and to see children learning how
to hunt with guns in public places.
If today’s report is true, the Game
Council is guilty of exposing children
as young as 12 years old to possible
criminal prosecution for illegally
hunting with firearms.”

The government has now
announced a delay in the implementa-
tion of the amateur hunting scheme,
until at least June, pending a review of
the Game Council. Many or all of the
Council’s members may be sacked. It
currently operates as both promoter
and regulator of game hunting, a clear
conflict of interest, and it is possible
that the organisation itself may be
disbanded.

Justin McKee observed: “There
are plenty of options at the Premier’s
disposal for putting the management
of pest animals back in the hands
of the National Parks and Wildlife
Service and for disassembling the
Game Council.”

Hunting and
responsibility

Amateur shooters have com-
plained, with some justification, that

they are all being unfairly labelled as
irresponsible rednecks. The criticism
of amateur shooters should certainly
not be applied to those who behave
responsibly. However, in the case
of hunting in the parks, responsible
behaviour is not limited to taking
precautions with firearms, develop-
ing marksmanship and conforming
to government requirements.

The first national parks were
established in the late 19th century
with the specific objective of freeing
them from amateur hunting. Prior to
the last state elections the Liberal/
National coalition led by Barry
O’Farrell gave no indication that they
intended to allow amateur hunting in
the state’s parks.

To do so would have seriously
damaged the coalition’s chance of
election, because the practice would
inevitably increase the risk of acciden-
tal shooting, and is widely opposed
by the public.

An early draft of a risk assess-
ment being prepared for the NSW
Office of Environment and Heritage
concluded that there was a high risk
of hunters and visitors being killed or
injured if the amateur hunting scheme
proceeds. A recent poll indicated that
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60 percent of NSW voters oppose the
amateur hunter scheme, and only 38
percent support it.

Truly responsible shooters will
acknowledge that they have a respon-
sibility to respect the public’s right
to visit the parks in safety. To meet
this responsibility they should refrain
from entering the parks as hunters,
and should discourage other amateur
hunters from doing so.

Perth
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They could, in fact, join the
campaign to preserve the “free from
guns” status of the parks, and support
the rally against hunting in national
parks, to be held on Thursday 18"
April, at 12.30 pm outside Parliament
House in Macquarie Street.

Now that would be the really
responsible thing to do. &

POLITICS IN THE PUB

Lessons from the
Recall Records Dispute

Speakers:

Alex Falconer, NUW
Richard Titelius, CPA

Wednesday 17" April
6-8pm @ 43 Below
Hay Street/Barrack St Perth CBD

Free - No RSVP required

For more info: 0419 812 872 or cpaperth@gmail.com
Hosted by the CPA



4 Al 10,2013

Your Super:

What the gov’t

Continued from page 1

It will hardly fund a national dis-
ability insurance scheme or Gonski
reforms to education which was the
original intent of budgetary changes
to super.

Technically, the government has
kept its promise not to tax income
drawn from a pension fund; it will
be doing it within the fund. But it has
raised questions about the precedent
it creates and the possibility of the
$100,000 being reduced to affect low
income retirees.

The non-taxation of income
within the fund and on withdrawal
was introduced by the Howard gov-
ernment, as a means of tax evasion for
the wealthy. The rorting of the system
was even greater before the caps on
contributions were introduced. The
super scheme is one huge tax eva-
sion rort for rich and a nightmare for
ordinary workers.

Pensioners hit

There are a number of other
changes in the announcement last
week which have received less
publicity. One of these is a proposal
to count income on savings within
a retirement fund in means testing
pensioners. They will be deemed to
have received that income even if it
remains in the fund. At present income
outside a super fund is means tested
to be eligible for a part or whole age
pension.

This is a serious move that could
affect pensioners who will be deemed
to have income they do not have in
their pockets. It is set to come into
effect on January 1, 2015 and will
apply to all new superannuants and
any changes to existing investments in
funds. It will not apply to pre-existing
arrangements which remain in place.

The government plans to set up
an “independent” body, a Council of
Superannuation Custodians which will
be *“above politics” like the Reserve
Bank, and advise government on
future policy. The comparisons with
the Reserve Bank are worrying. Its

board members represent the big end
of town and absolve government of
key responsibilities. It amounts to a
form of policy development by the
corporate sector, not the public sector
and elected government.

It is part of a trend towards direct
rule by capital. The big three mining
corporations drew up the final version
of the mineral resources rental tax,
which not surprisingly has cost them
peanuts if anything at all.

The latest proposals also continue
a trend where every couple of years
the system is modified, making it
difficult to plan and creating ongoing
uncertainties. The changes do not
alter the basic inequalities and risks
involved in the present system.

Do-it-yourself super funds,
largely the domain of the rich, have
proven extremely valuable to some
as a means of avoiding capital gains
tax, such as on the sale of real estate.
The government is going to close that
loophole but is giving existing hold-
ers of assets until July 1, 2024(!) to
rearrange (sell and pocket gains, etc)
their assets before it kicks in!

Inequalities continue

The system builds into retirement
the inequalities that existed during
people’s working lives. In particular,
it disadvantages women who are more
likely to be employed on low incomes,
as casuals or take time out to raise a
family or as carers.

The flat tax of 15 percent is
regressive. It means that the wealthy
pay at the same rate in the dollar as
the poor. Even worse, a low income
worker whose income would other-
wise be untaxed or taxed at less than
15 percent is forced to pay a tax of
15 percent on super contributions.

The superannuation tax conces-
sions being paid by the government
are expected to reach $32 billion in
the financial year 2012-13 and reach
$45 billion by 2015-16 — surpassing
the amount spent on the age pension.

As the government correctly
points out, the majority of these

Australia

billions of dollars go into the pockets
of the most wealthy. Taxing a few
rich people a few more dollars when
they are still benefiting from billions
of dollars in tax concessions every
year solves nothing.

There is a low income superan-
nuation contribution from the gov-
ernment of $500 for those on low
incomes and a co-contribution of up
to $500 (cut from $1,000 by Labor),
both of which Abbott has promised
to repeal!

Pool of capital

In addition to winding back the
age pension, the superannuation
system had the aim of providing the
financial sector with a large pool of
investment capital. There is now over
$1.5 trillion in super savings, much
of it at the disposal of the financial
institutions. (Some is managed by
the wealthy themselves with their
own do-it-yourself schemes.) This
is larger than the amount of personal
savings in bank deposits.

Not surprisingly, any reform that
might act as a disincentive to people
putting more money into super brings
a strong response from the industry.
It is a highly lucrative industry with
layers of profit being creamed off
directly in “management” and other
fees as well as the power and prof-
its that arise indirectly through the

Union intensifies
scrutiny at Holden

The Australian Manufacturing
Workers’ Union (AMWU) intends
to have an ergonomist on site
within a month at Holden’s factory
in Adelaide to ensure a controver-
sial reduction in daily job rotations
for each production worker does
not cause injuries to members.

Holden senior management at
the Elizabeth plant have agreed to
work with the union on the place-
ment of the ergonomist, who South
Australian state secretary John
Camillo has insisted must be fully
independent and whose services
must be paid for by the company.

Mr Camillo, SA Vehicle
Division secretary Jon Gee and sen-
ior delegates made it clear to man-
agement that a company-employed
expert to assess the physical impact
on workers of reducing job rota-
tion from six to two tasks per shift
would not be acceptable.

Holden last month abruptly

started reducing the number of job
tasks on the new Commodore line.
But the new measure was done
without proper consultation with
the AMWU, with inconsistent brief-
ings for delegates and members
across the factory’s assembly body
shop and paint areas, resulting in
confusion.

“Holden say they are intro-
ducing this to ensure workers can
concentrate on detailed tasks as the
new Commodore comes on line,
but this was done in a hotch-potch
fashion — it was bad communication
from management,” Mr Camillo
said.

“What has not been fully con-
sidered is the increased repetitive
tasks involved in many jobs, which
increases the risk of strains and
over-use injuries. Occupational
health and safety was a big reason
why the six task per group regime
was introduced in the first place.”

Mr Camillo, Mr Gee and a
senior Holden executive will meet
to liaise on the appointment of an
independent ergonomist, with the
AMWU presently looking at candi-
dates available to service a plant of
2,000 workers.

The new Commodore will
begin production with about eight
units per day for workers to get
used to, then hit more than 200 by
June.

Delegate Heinz Johannes said
: “We fully realise the need to
compete with the rest of the world
and we’re willing to help, but
management should have communi-
cated it better to avoid unnecessary
tension.”

“Unlike most overseas plants,
we do a big variety of vehicles on
this line and it makes adapting to
a new model different. The idea of
an evaluation from an independent
ergonomist is good.” &

management of large sums of money
and manipulation of stock markets,
etc. The industry is reaping around
$20 billion a year in fees from fund
members.

The whole system is geared to
driving savings into what are in real-
ity privately managed funds. Even on
retirement there is a tax incentive to
leave retirement savings in a managed
fund. If a retiree withdraws their super
then every cent of income from bank
savings, bonds, shares or other invest-
ments is taxed at that person’s mar-
ginal rate. Left in a fund, the income
is tax free! Although this might now
change for incomes over $100,000.

Many workers whose savings are
invested in the default “balanced”
account or other investment options
with similar reassuring names, would
be surprised to learn that some of
these accounts are rated as “high
risk” by the funds. Their main focus
of investment is in shares, including
a large proportion on international
markets. The average return over the
past 10 years on a number of these
funds is far less than the government’s
estimate of five percent.

The system is a minefield and
workers should not be expected to be
ploughing through the options, weigh-
ing up risks and possible returns,
and gambling with their retirement
security. There are no guarantees as
to what will be in the fund on retire-
ment. It all depends on the gyrations
of casino markets in a boom-bust
cyclical capitalist economy.

The present superannuation
system puts workers’ savings at risk
and provides the rich with a huge tax
avoidance trough for them to feed on.
The financial sector which manages
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workers’ superannuation investments
takes no risks, but rakes in their fees
regardless of performance.

The old paid benefits superan-
nuation schemes provided retirees
with a guaranteed level of income
for the rest of their life. They have
largely been replaced by a system of
individualised accumulation accounts
in industry and other funds.

Workers pay taxes all their lives
and are entitled to retire in dignity
with an adequate income.

The Communist Party of Australia
is calling for the abolition of means
and assets testing on age pensions and
for the establishment of a National
Superannuation Fund which workers
could join and transfer their super
savings to on a voluntary basis. At
present the government is handing
out billions of dollars on the basis of
the wealthier you are the more you
get towards your retirement.

This Fund would offer a paid
benefits scheme to members (regular
fortnightly payment on retirement)
and invest its savings in socially
beneficial projects such as public
transport, public housing and alterna-
tive renewable energy development
and production. It could be used for
job creation instead of being gambled
on stock markets in Australia and
overseas.

* The system is far more complex
than as outlined above. For
reasons of space and to spare
readers, full details have not
been provided. There are a
number of age-based variations.
NB Nothing in this article should
be seen as giving advice. Legally,
The Guardian cannot provide
financial advice. @

The Melbourne branch of the Communist Party of Australia
has great pleasure in inviting you to our annual

Nikos Belogiannis Dinner Dance.

This is our most important fundraising event for the year as well as a
celebration of comrade Belogiannis’s life.

This event is once again supported by our comrades in Democritus,
Greek Resistance Fighters and friend of the KKE.

Please come and enjoy the food, politics and music.

This year the location has changed
so the cost is reduced so more friends can attend.

Cost $35
Saturday 13th April 7:00 pm
7 Union Street, Brunswick

Contact Andrew at the office on 9639 1550 to book your tickets now.
vicpa@netspace.net.au
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Dairy farmers
still in
monopoly trap

Bob Briton

Internal documents obtained by
The Australian Financial Review
show Woolworths is working on
a new “Farmers Own” brand of
milk. It will be non-homogenised
so customers will have to shake the
bottle like they did in the old days
before dairy deregulation and $1
per litre home brands at the big
supermarkets. The marketing ploy
is designed to tackle customer con-
cern at the treatment of farmers by
the dominant food retailers but,
regardless of the packaging, farm
gate prices for milk and farmers’
future survival will remain at the
whim of big corporate interests.

At the moment, farmers go cap in
hand to processing monopolies like
Italian-owned Parmalat or Japanese-
owned Lion for a price for their milk.
The processors blame Coles and
Woolies for the downward pressure
on prices by launching their $1 a litre
home brand war in January 2011. At
a Senate inquiry held later that year,
the big two supermarkets stated that
they were absorbing a loss on the
cut-price milk and that it should be
business as usual for other industry
players. Graeme Samuel, chairman
of the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission (ACCC) at the
time, agreed with them. The ACCC
has shown little willingness to tackle
the market manipulating behaviour of
Coles and Woolies.

However, when Woolworths’
director of corporate and public
affairs, Andrew Hall, was quoted in

the press last week, he was clearly
pitching to public concern about
the plight of dairy farmers. “We
have always believed that the drop
to $1 a litre is not sustainable for
the dairy industry and not good for
dairy farmers,” he said. Woolworths’
supposed answer to this problem is
to source some milk directly from
farmers — presumably for a better
price, though this isn’t discussed — and
for Woolies to contract the processing
out. The assumption is that the big
retailer would be able to squeeze a
better price from processors than the
farmers can.

The farmers’ fear is that prices
might remain the same or worsen
and that the direct sale might involve
more complicated arrangements as
occurred with a similar venture with
the Tesco supermarket chain in the
UK. The directly sourced milk would
only supply a niche range of dairy
products and not greatly affect the
current, miserable status quo. The
National Farmers Federation supports
the proposal. The Queensland
Dairyfarmers Organisation says the
idea should be explored. Coles and
Woolies are both reported to be in
discussions with dairy farmers about
their plans.

The move is obviously more
about marketing than concern
for struggling dairy farmers. The
documents obtained by the Financial
Review detail responses from a
customer group to aspects of the
proposal. Woolies concluded from
their research that if the milk were
given the home brand, it might

suggest Woolworths has simply
absorbed another brand and extended
its worryingly long reach.

If the “Farmers Own” brand was
said to be “exclusive to Woolworths”
it “ ... implies that WW will draw up
new contracts in the best interests
of farmers” and “gone to the farm
to give them a better deal than what
Coles would do,” as the research
paper put it.

The scheme might be too
transparent and backfire though
millions of dollars spent on
advertising could succeed in duping
the pubic. In any event, dairy farmers
are not looking to Coles or Woolies
to save their farms. NSW Farmers
chief Matt Brand says farmers in his
state are planning to set up their own
processing plants and sell their milk
locally. Doubtless the monopolies
will be moving to head off any such
cooperative challenge. Their servants
worked hard to achieve the current
“free” market environment where big
interests make even bigger fortunes
on the back of small farmers.

The current parlous state of
affairs is the inevitable consequence
of dairy deregulation nationwide in
2000. A relatively stable industry
was thrown into chaos that was
only slightly mitigated by the Dairy
Adjustment Authority until 2008.
Now the gloves are off. Brands and
marketing might conceal the reality
of capitalism taken to its ultimate
consequences from customers doing
their weekly shopping but they won’t
fool the many dairy farmers facing
bankruptcy. @&

Prison overcrowding
sympiom of a wider malaise

Rex Widerstrom*

The record prison numbers
recently announced in WA are a
symptom of a greater problem,
says Civil Liberties Australia.
There is a pronounced tendency
in WA to resort to punishment as
the first rather than the last option.

And it’s not solely in the crimi-
nal justice system.

Recently we had the story of
the people living in caravans in
Port Hedland simply being evicted
onto the streets because the council
doesn’t want a “shanty town”.

There was no acknowledgement
that those people are forced into
those conditions by a lack of afford-
able housing, and that they have no
other options. Instead, wave some
regulations, punish those least able
to cope, and congratulate ourselves
on taking a tough stance.

The same applies to our prisons.

All too often people who
shouldn’t be arrested, but instead
referred to some sort of sup-
port, end up before the courts.
Sometimes it’s over-zealous polic-
ing, but often those suffering from
alcoholism, drug addiction and
mental illness end up in jail because

they’re a danger to themselves and
a nuisance to others and there are
no treatment places for them.

Their offending, such as it is,
doesn’t justify prison but the police
and magistrates have no other
options.

If prisons were properly
resourced to deliver treatment pro-
grams then this might work as a
solution, even though criminalising
such people — who will have to carry
that mark the rest of their lives when
seeking work or housing — is wrong.

But the Prisoner Review Board
has been telling the government for
years that it’s reluctant to release
prisoners on parole because there
are not enough program places in
jails and in some cases, no pro-
grams at all.

Every person we send to jail
costs us more than $2,000 a week
— more than $100,000 a year. If we
spent even half on keeping them
out of jail, the outcomes for the
individual and society would be
better all round. In fact if we paid
miscreants $1,000 a week not to
re-offend we’d get better outcomes
than we’re getting now. Certainly it
would be cheaper on our taxes.

Even something as relatively

minor as the proposal to scrap
extended trading permits punishes
small businesses. It risks, as Lord
Mayor Lisa Scaffidi has said, snuff-
ing out the revival of the city as a
cultural precinct so as to take what
looks like a tough stance against a
handful of people who behave in
an anti-social way. But that doesn’t
address the problem of binge drink-
ing, it just shifts it out of the city,
probably back to Northbridge.

Reaching for the punishment
lever while refusing to fund serv-
ices and programs which address
the underlying malaise affecting the
state is irresponsible.

Worst of all, it has the opposite
effect to that intended. It merely
postpones re-offending, shifts
antisocial behaviour, and generally
makes WA a less safe, less pleasant
place to live.

Simply saying “we’re build-
ing more prisons” is fiddling while
Rome burns. We need innovation
and investment and critical thinking
and evidence-based policy. We’re
getting none of those. WA deserves
better.

*Rex Widostrom is WA State
Director of Civil Liberties
Australia
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South Australia is to axe some health services in a bid to cut
spending across the health department. Health Minister Jack
Snelling said where jobs were cut people would be redeployed
to other areas in health or could take voluntary redundan-
cies. He promised there would be no forced redundancies.
The health department’'s total savings target for the current
financial year is about $80 million. It is not yet clear how these
measures will affect the provision of health services in SA.

The release of the executive summary of Peter Costello’s report
has confirmed the worst fears of Queensland’s public sector
workers. The report, which had been kept secret from the pub-
lic, suggests that virtually all public assets and services should
be on the table for sale or outsourcing. ACTU President Ged
Kearney visited Queensland to show her support for nurses,
teachers and other workers in the public sector who are wor-
ried about their jobs. “Teachers, nurses and the broader public
are very concerned about insecure work and the stripping
away of protections for Queensland workers. It's unaccept-
able that for a profession as vital to our society as teaching
that we would cast that workforce into insecure and anxious
employment,” Ms Kearney said. She noted that nursing used
to be seen as a secure job but like many other professions this
sentiment is changing. “Ongoing speculation that the state gov-
ernment is set to slash up to 1,000 jobs across the Metro North
Hospital and Health region is greatly unsettling,” she went on to
say. Trade union delegates from across Queensland are pre-
paring for campaigns to stop the Queensland government from
implementing the recommendations of the Costello report.

Prior to the beginning of the “War on Terror” US nation-
al debt was under US$6 trillion. Today, it has more than
doubled and is currently a whopping US$14.3 trillion. It's
very hard to even imagine this sort of money. If you went out
today and started spending one dollar every single second,
it would take you over 31,000 years to spend one trillion dol-
lars. The US government borrows an average of about US$168
million every single hour. No wonder they are in trouble.
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Afghanistan:

Dana Visalli

A brief review of the recent history of
Afghanistan explains some of the back-
ground pertaining to today’s crisis in the
country.

To begin with, Afghanistan is a complex
place; there are 20 major ethnic groups and
more than 50 in total, with over 30 languages
spoken, although most also speak either Pashtun
and/or Dari.

This reflects its geographical position at a
cultural crossroads, as well as its mountainous
topography, which isolates different ethnic
groups from one another. In the 1700s, when
Afghanistan was just forming as a nation, two
of the world’s major powers of the time were
advancing towards it from opposite directions.
England was busy conquering India between
1757 and 1857, and Russia was spreading its
control east and was on Afghanistan’s border
by 1828.

One of the most lucrative products that
England exported from its new colony India
was opium.

By 1770 Britain had a monopoly on opium
production in India and saw to it that cultivation
spread into Afghanistan as well (the boundary
between the two was ill-defined until 1893).
Anxious to protect their drug trade and con-
cerned the Afghan king Dost Mohammad was
too friendly with the Russians, the British sent
an expeditionary force of 12,000 soldiers into
Afghanistan in 1839 to dethrone him and set
up their own hand-picked king, Shah Shoja.
They built a garrison in Kabul to help prop him
up. However the Afghan populace resisted this
occupation, and in the winter of 1842 the British
were forced into an attempted retreat back to
the east. Within days of leaving Kabul 17,000
British soldiers and support staff lay slaughtered
in the snow between Kabul and Jalalabad after
a battle with Afghan forces.

Dost Mohammad returned to power, but the
Afghan government did not have the resources
to protect its borders and England soon took
control of all Afghan territory between the Indus
River and the Hindu Kush, including Baluchistan
in 1859, denying Afghanistan access to the
sea. Still worried about the Russians, England
invaded Afghanistan again in 1878; overthrew
the standing king and forced the new govern-
ment to become a British protectorate. England
considered slicing up Afghanistan according to
what London had determined was the “scientific
frontier” of its Indian empire, but settled for
an Afghan government over which it retained
control of the economy and all foreign policy.

Embittered

The British invasions embittered the Afghan
people, creating a sense of xenophobia that
created powerful resistance to Western-style
reforms put forward by Afghan leaders in the
years to come.

In order to consolidate its gains, England
created the Durand Line in 1893, an arbitrary
1,500-mile border between “British” India and
Afghanistan that made permanent its previous
territorial gains and laid claim to the Northwest
Frontier Provinces, long considered part of
Afghanistan. This boundary was made “per-
manent” in a 1907 Anglo-Russian convention,
without consulting the Afghan government.

Taking these provinces divided the Pashtun

people, who since time immemorial had been
considered part of the Afghan homeland,
between two separate nations, Afghanistan and
India. This created a deep animosity among the
Pashtuns that survives in full force today, 120
years later. In fact all Taliban are Pashtuns.

Neither Britain nor Pakistan afterward ever
gained full control of the Northwest Provinces,
and they later became the source of the Islamic
radicalism that spawned both Al-Qaeda and the
Taliban. It is into the Northwest Provinces that
the majority of the American drone missiles are
fired today. This antipathy has its genesis in the
drawing of the Durand Line.

A strongly anti-colonial young King
Amanullah ascended to the Afghan throne in
1919, and declared Afghanistan’s independence
from Britain’s “protectorate” status in his inau-
gural speech. He attempted to regain the Pashtun
lands east of the hated Durand Line by organis-
ing uprisings in the Northwest Provinces and
supporting them with Afghan troops. Reacting
to this provocation, the British attacked once
again, embarking on the third Anglo-Afghan
war in 80 years in June 1919. The British suf-
fered early setbacks and responded by bombing
Kabul and Jalalabad by air. Neither side had
the stomach for a long war and in August of
1919 a peace treaty was signed which granted
Afghanistan full independence, but maintained
the status quo of the Durand Line.

Meanwhile Britain’s control over the
Pashtun tribal areas remained more of a wish
than a reality. Between 1849 an 1900 no less
than 42 military operations were conducted
that did little more than reconfirm the stub-
born independence of the mountain tribes.
When Amanullah continued to push for reuni-
fication after the 1919 war, Britain responded
with a ruthless and bloody effort to pacify the
Northwest Territories. In 1920 a five-day battle
took place in which 2,000 British and Indian
troops and four thousand Afghan tribesmen
were killed.

Liberalisation

Amanullah himself became a beacon of
liberalisation in Afghanistan. He attempted
drastic changes in the country by reforming the
army, abolishing slavery and forced labour, and
encouraging the liberation of women. He dis-
couraged the use of the veil and the oppression
of women and introduced educational opportu-
nities for females. Britain resented Amanullah,
fearing that the liberalisation of Afghan society
would spread to India and become a threat to
British rule there. Britain therefore initiated sup-
port for conservative and reactionary Islamists
in the country to undermine Amanullah’s rule.

In 1924 there was a violent rebellion by
conservative Islamists in the border town of
Khost which was quelled by the Afghan army.
The rebellion was a reaction to Amanullah’s
social reforms, particularly public education
for girls and greater freedom for women. The
Afghan historian Abdul Samad Ghaus wrote
in 1988, “Britain was seen as the culprit in the
affair, manipulating the tribes against Amanullah
in an attempt to bring about his downfall.”

In 1929 there was a larger rebellion of
conservative tribespeople, and Amanullah was
forced to flee the country. Many historians sus-
pect Britain was behind this uprising as well. In
Abdul Ghaus’s view, “Afghans in general remain
convinced that the elimination of Amanullah

was engineered by the British because he had
become ... an obstacle to the furtherance of
Britain’s interests.”

The new King, Nadir Shah, submitted to
Britain’s dictates, including acceptance the
Durand Line. Britain launched a ferocious new
military campaign in 1930 in another bid to
gain control of the Northwest Territories. The
offensive went poorly, and Britain was about to
lose control of Peshawar to the tribal warriors
when it initiated a massive aerial bombardment
of civilian Afghans to prevent defeat. MIT
professor Noam Chomsky later pointed out that
“Winston Churchill felt that poison gas was jut
right for use against ‘uncivilized tribes’ (Kurds
and Afghans, particularly),” while the British
statesman Lloyd George observed that “We
insist on reserving the right to bomb niggers.”

One of the root causes of the enduring
animosity between Afghanistan and Pakistan
was the seemingly permanent loss of Afghan
lands taken by the British, including Baluchistan
(with its access to the sea), and the Northwest
Territories to Pakistan when that country was
created by Britain in 1947. The British excluded
the Afghans from the partition negotiations
and the partition agreement, which finalised
Pakistan’s boundaries — on the Durand Line.
In addition to institutionalising the artificial
boundary created in 1893, Britain’s parting act
hobbled the Afghan economy, permanently
denying Afghanistan its former territory over
the Hindu Kush with access to the sea.

In response to the partition agreement, the
government of Afghanistan created an inde-
pendent Pashtunistan movement that called for
independence in the Northwest Territories. In
reply, Pakistan hardened its position regarding
the territories. In 1948 Pakistan greatly increased
its military presence there. The action provoked
the Afghan King Zahir Shah to renounce the
Durand Line and demand the return of its terri-
tory. Kabul convened an Afghan tribal assembly
(a Loya Jirga) which voted its full support for
a separate independence for the tribal areas
from Pakistan.

The assembly also authorised the Afghan
government to abrogate all of Afghanistan’s
treaties with Great Britain regarding the trans-
Durand Pashtuns.

American involvement

America’s involvement in Afghanistan
began in earnest soon after the end of World
War 1. In 1950 the top-secret US policy docu-
ment, National Security Directive 68, warned
of the Soviet Union’s alleged “design for world
domination.”

The US initiated aid projects in Afghanistan
starting in 1945. Soviet President Nikita
Khrushchev wrote in his memoirs, “It was
clear to us that the Americans were penetrating
Afghanistan with the obvious purpose of setting
up a military base.” In fact in 1956 the US built
a fairly useless International Airport in Kandahar
that was widely seen as a refuelling base for
US bombers. Wikipedia notes that, “Since the
airport was designed as a military base, it is
more likely that the United States intended to
use it as such in case there was a show-down
of war between the United States and USSR.”

By the early 1970s the US had decided that
the best way counter the Soviet’s “design for
world domination” was to support the strict
Islamists in Afghanistan, who were opposed

One of the rooft causes of the enduring animosity
between Afghanistan and Pakistan was the
seemingly permanent loss of Afghan lands

taken by the British, including Baluchistan, and
the Northwest Territories to Pakistan when that
country was created by Britain in 1947,
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The legacy of the British Empire

King Amanullah.

to the progressive reforms of the Afghan gov-
ernment. According to Roger Morris, National
Security Council staff member, the CIA started
to offer covert backing to Islamic radicals as
early as 1973. In August 1979 a classified State
Department Report stated: “The United States
larger interests ... would be served by the
demise of the current Afghan regime, despite
whatever setbacks this might mean for future
social and economic reforms in Afghanistan.”
Fundamentalist Islamists opposed to the Afghan
government and supported by the US became
known as Mujahideen, or “fighters for Islam.”

Zbigniew Brzezinski, National Security
Advisor to President Carter, admitted after the
Soviet-Afghan war that the CIA was provid-
ing covert aid to Afghan Mujahideen fully
six months before the Soviet intervention. He
pointed out that the US intention in providing
this aid was to “draw the Russians into the
Afghan trap ... the day the Soviets officially
crossed the border, | wrote to President Carter:
We now have the opportunity of giving to the
USSR its Vietnam War.” The Soviet’s interven-
tion in Afghanistan in December of 1979 was
based largely on the knowledge that the US was
purposely destabilising the Afghan government
for its own purposes.

The US was quick to provide weapons
to the Mujahideen. By February 1980, the
Washington Post reported that they were receiv-
ing arms coming from the US government. The
amounts were significant: 10,000 tons of arms
and ammunition in 1983 which rose to 65,000
tons annually by 1987, according to Mohammad
Yousaf, the Pakistani general who supervised
the covert war from 1983-87. Milton Bearden,
CIA station chief in Pakistan from 1986-1989
who was responsible for arming the Mujahideen,
commented, “The US was fighting the Soviets
to the last Afghan.”

It is estimated that the US and Saudi Arabia
gave US$40 billion worth of weapons and
money to the fundamentalist Mujahideen over
the course of the war. The money was funnelled
through the Pakistan government, which used
some of it to set up thousands of fundamental-
ist Islamic religious schools (madrassas) for
the Afghan refugee children flooding into the
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country; these became the formative institutions
for the Taliban.

Many of the madrassa students and Taliban-
to-be were traumatised Afghan war orphans,
who were then raised in these all-male schools
where they learned a literal interpretation of
Islam and the art of war, and not much else.
Fifteen years later the US was at war with these
same fighters, which it had itself created through
its funding of the madrassas and the fundamen-
talists. The 9/11 attacks on the United States
were carried out by the same radical Islamists
that the US had nurtured and supported during
the Soviet war years.

“War on drugs”

In 2001, three weeks after the 9/11 attacks,
the then prime minister Tony Blair sold the case
for war in Afghanistan by insisting that the
invasion would destroy the country’s illicit drug
trade. In a speech to the Labour Party, he told
his supporters, “The arms the Taliban are buying
today are paid for by the lives of young British
people buying their drugs on British streets.”

But in fact the Taliban had outlawed the
cultivation of poppies in May of 2000, and by
the time of the US/NATO attack and invasion
of Afghanistan the drug trade in Afghanistan
had almost completely disappeared.

As soon as the Taliban were overthrown the
growing of poppies and production of heroin
and opium surged, such that record amounts are
produced almost every year, and Afghanistan has
become the world’s primary supplier of these
drugs. Production of heroin by Afghan farmers
rose between 2001 and 2012 from just 185 tons
to a staggering 5,800 tons. Ninety percent of the
heroin sold on Britain’s streets today is made
using opium from Afghanistan, and after 12
years of US occupation, heroin and opium now
account for about half of Afghanistan’s GDP.

Forty thousand have died during the US
occupation. Thirty years of war combined with
250 years of manipulation by foreign powers
have left Afghanistan one of the poorest and
most ecologically damaged countries in the
world.
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“1% will be won by
mass strug

Ralph Gibson joined the Communist Party
of Australia (CPA) in 1933 during the Great
Depression. He worked as a full-time organ-
iser for the Party for almost 40 years and
was a long-standing member of its Central
Committee. He was well known as a speaker,
educator, author and political activist. In
his book, My Years in the Communist Party,
published in 1966, Ralph Gibson outlines a
rich history of struggle spanning 35 years.
In the introduction he optimistically notes:
“The past has much to teach us, but on the
whole the struggle is richer, fuller and more
hopeful in the present.”

The first chapter of the book describes
developments during the years 1930-1935, and
how Ralph came to join the CPA. While condi-
tions have changed since those years, there are
striking similarities with developments today,
in particular the response of Labor govern-
ments to economic crises, the role and power
of the banks and importance of mass struggles.
The following text is taken from extracts from
Chapter 1, and we leave readers to draw their
own conclusions:

An unemployed army of more than 100,000
in Victoria alone, existing on a meat, bread and
grocery order of 5/6 per adult per week with 1/-
for each child and no money income. [5/6 was
five shillings and six pence, in today’s currency
55 cents — Ed]

Evicted families shelterless on the streets.

Thousands of farmers ruined, shops some-
times changing hands half a dozen times a year
as one owner followed another into bankruptcy.

Boys leaving school remaining unemployed
for years or else getting the sack at 21, thousands
of them on the track roaming Australia and pick-
ing up a job here and there if they were lucky.

It was into this situation that I returned from
University studies in England in October, 1930,
when the storm of the Great Depression had
been raging more than a year. It was a situation
which forced you to think about nothing else.
Walking along a city pavement, you would
pass an almost starving person every few yards.

I went to public lectures run by Melbourne
University economists whose remedy was to
cut wages and starve more. The most progres-
sive of these economists, Professor Giblin, was
busy writing his “Letters to John Smith” in
the Herald, pointing out why wage cuts were
inevitable.

The Labor Party collapsed in the face of the
crisis. Labor governments in the Commonwealth
and in four States joined with “Nationalist”
(today we would call them “Liberal”) gov-
ernments in cutting living standards and in
starving, evicting and batoning unemployed
workers. This was at a time of record harvests
and a superabundance of food and all kinds of
manufactured products.

I had been active in Labor Party circles for
many years, helping to form the Melbourne
University Labor Club in 1925 and the Victorian
Labor Guild of Youth in 1926, then organising
and speaking for the British Labour Party in
Manchester and in British University circles,
in the faith that the Labor Party would bring
socialism. So the shock was a severe one.

The year of horrors

Then came the year of horrors, 1931. In
January, Labor Prime Minister Scullin returned
from a softening-up visit to London. A so-called
“committee of experts” met — a group of officials
and professors chaired by Sir Robert Gibson of
Toorak, head of the Commonwealth Bank Board,
and a rigid Tory [conservative].

This committee produced a plan to meet
government deficits by cutting public serv-
ants’ wages, old age, invalid and war pensions
and all other social services (a plan that had,
in fact, been dictated by Sir Otto Niemeyer of
the Bank of England on his visit to Australia
the year before).

In February a meeting of the Commonwealth
and State Premiers took place. It lasted three
weeks. It received the plan of the “committee
of experts”, made some proposals which the
banks rejected, and dispersed after deciding
nothing. This, after the Federal Labor Treasurer
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Theodore had spoken of “the possibility of col-
lapse, public panic and financial smash, if not
social upheaval of a very serious and desperate
character.”

The best of the Labor politicians of the
day, Frank Anstey, wrote after the February
meeting: “The banks ... demand the execution
of their starvation policy, else-they will refuse
banking credits to all governments that fail
to come to heel. They present themselves as
a super-government.” Sure enough they did,
and finally the Bankers’ Plan, after becoming
the Experts’ Plan, became the Premiers’ Plan
of June, 1931.

A Federal Labor Prime Minister and four
State Labor Premiers joined two Nationalist
Premiers in signing the Plan, which included
heavy cuts in pensions and social services. A
cut in interest payments was included but this
meant little, because the bondholders had been
gaining hand over fist through collecting fixed
interest in a period of falling prices.

The Premiers’ Plan was based on the prin-
ciple that property comes before human life.
This principle was proclaimed in its starkest
form a month earlier in the pulpit of Wesley
Church, Lonsdale Street, by RG Menzies who
said: “Rather than that Australia should fail
to pay her honest debts to her bondholders,
I would prefer to see every man, woman and
child in Australia die of starvation in the next
six months”. (May 3, 1931)

I had seen poverty and exploitation. |
remember in Ancoats, Manchester’s worst slum,
visiting a terrace of four houses with four small
rooms in each, a family in each room, some
of them large families, some of them having a
sick member in bed, a terrace typical of many
others. | had been in South Wales when one
third of the miners were unemployed, and in
other centres of grinding poverty.

But I had never seen anything worse than the
mass of acute poverty and sheer hunger which
suddenly descended on tens of thousands of
Auwstralian homes in 1930 and 1931.

During 1931 | had a temporary job as
University Extension lecturer on the north-
west coast of Tasmania. Back in Melbourne in
September, | was forced to look at the world
more fundamentally. I could see that it was
utterly wrong that masses of people should
starve amidst overflowing abundance.

I was convinced workers should organise
and fight for work, food and their elementary
rights as human beings. “If Capitalism can’t
keep people alive shouldn’t they fight for a
social system that will? If a capitalist shuts his
factory down why shouldn’t the government
take it over and operate it?” Such questions
crowded in on me.

My approach to Communism
For many years | had been sympathetic to
the Communist Party and favoured co-operation
with Communists in Labor Party activities.
I remember going to the Communist Party
May Day tea in Melbourne in 1927. Over in
England | often voted with the Communists at
University Labour Federation meetings. Before
leaving Tasmania | addressed the Latrobe Labor
Party Branch in support of the Soviet Five Year
Plan. But | was faced with a question | had
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never asked myself before: Should | become a
Communist Party member?

I knew that the Communist Party had taken
a firm stand against the starvation policies. It
had led the Unemployed Workers’ Movement,
a fine, fighting movement of thousands of
unemployed who were not afraid to demonstrate
and resist evictions. This movement helped to
organise a march of ten thousand up Collins
Street to Parliament House late in 1930. The
march was to protest against the “bag hand
out” to the unemployed (an insulting hand out
of miscellaneous groceries in a paper bag), and
to demand a regular weekly order which would
give them at any rate some choice of purchase.

The police, who were very free with their
batons in those days, decided to leave that
demonstration severely alone. A quivering
Cabinet Minister granted the demands of the
ten thousand marchers.

The Communists helped also to organise
the fight against almost daily evictions of
unemployed families. Houses were protected,
crowds of neighbours assembled, furniture
put out on the streets was put back again, till
finally the police opened fire on eviction fight-
ers in Cuthbert Street, Reservoir. This and other
incidents led to the granting of an 8/- per week
rent allowance to the unemployed.

In 1930 a new leadership had been elected
in the Communist Party. JB Miles had become
General Secretary, and Lance Sharkey editor
of the Party’s paper The Workers’ Weekly. The
former leaders, who held that Australia was an
exception, that it would miss the economic crisis,
and that the Communist Party should support a
Labor government and not stand its own candi-
dates, had been overwhelmingly defeated at a
National Congress at the end of 1929.

In the year of struggle 1930 the Party’s
membership increased fourfold in 12 months.
At one stage unemployed workers were actually
queuing up at the Party’s headquarters at 217
Russell Street to sign their application forms.

While in a midway position | was
approached by 3KZ Labor Hour to give a series
of talks on Socialism in place of Jim Hannan
who had just been taken off because he urged his
listeners to support the Communist International.
I accepted, and met the Labor Party secretary,
Mr Duffy, who was very keen | should toe a
“correct” line.

Vic Stout, never a Communist but a militant
then as he became again in his later years, fol-
lowed me out into the passage saying: “Make
it hot! Make it hot!” I probably exceeded his
wishes — and certainly offended Mr Duffy very
seriously — because | virtually repeated Jim
Hannan’s offence and made it clear by the end
of my series that | regarded Communism as the
hope of the future.

The Communists had a clear theory about
socialism. It meant the ending of capitalist
rule, the taking of power by the working class,
ownership and control of industry by the peo-
ple and the building of a classless society. And
it would be won by mass struggle. This was
in sharp contrast to the attitude of the Labor
Party leaders who had been forced to accept
the Socialisation Objective in 1922, but who
kept this objective in the background and in a
crisis were obviously out to save capitalism. &



8  Apil 10,2013

International

Guardian

Thousands in Harlem rally

against gun violence

Jarvis Tyner

NEW YORK: More than 2,000
predominantly Black and Latino
working people gathered March
21 on Adam Clayton Powell
Boulevard in Harlem in a militant
protest against gun violence.

Organised by a broad coalition
of labour and people’s organisations,
it was a powerful grassroots protest
against the National Riffle Association
and a warning to Congress that it must
pass strong gun control legislation,
including a ban on assault weapons.

George Gresham, president of
Local 1199 of the Service Workers,
captured the fighting spirit of the
rally. In a message to all elected
officials, Gresham said, “We are the
people; do the right thing and we got
your back. Do the wrong thing, we
got your job.”

MSNBC commentator, the
Reverend Al Sharpton, addressing the
NRA, declared: “We have the right to
bear arms but we do not have the right
to kill babies. The second amendment
does not give you the right to have
guns that can hold 30 rounds. We have
to take back our streets here in New
York and beyond.”

When | asked a retired New York
State Superior Court Judge-turned-
community-organiser why she was
attending the rally, she said, “The
failure to pass a bill against gun vio-
lence is an acceptance of a policy of
genocide against Blacks and Latinos
by the authorities.”

Leslie Cagan, who was part of
the organising team for the rally,
said that the demonstration was
particularly important in light of the
Senate leadership having announced
that day that the assault weapons
ban would be left out of the legisla-
tive package. “We need Congress
to find the backbone to stand up for
communities and families here in

Harlem and all over the country,”
Cagan declared.

The gathering took place in
the shadow of the Adam Clayton
Powell Harlem State office build-
ing and across the street from the
historic Teresa Hotel where, in 1960,
Fidel Castro stayed after having
been offended by downtown hotels.
Hundreds of workers representing
many of the key unions in New York,
were represented.

Among them were Local 1199,
32BJ of the SEIU. There was a
contingent from Local 1180 of the
Communications Workers of America.
The Transport Workers Union, the
United Federation of Teachers and
the Professional Staff Congress were
also there.

There were signs: “Nurses and
Caregivers United to Stop Gun
Violence”. Other signs included,
“Moms demand action to protect
our kids,” and a contingent of youth
wearing t-shirts emblazoned with “I
Am a Peace Movement” and “Youth
Against Gun Violence.”

Jackie Rowe Adams from Harlem
Mothers SAVE spoke with great pas-
sion about losing two of her children
to gun violence. “I am in pain,” she
said tearfully. “Put the guns down and
pick up the peace sign.” There were
several mothers who told heartfelt
stories of how they lost their sons to
gun violence.

There was also Darren Wagner,
from Newton, Connecticut express-
ing his community’s full support to
the people of New York in their fight
for gun control.

Hazel Dukes, president of New
York State’s NAACP, spoke and
called for the unity of black, brown
and white, Jews, Gentiles, Protestants,
and Muslims. “We all have to get
ready for a real fight.”

Shannon Watts, the founder
of “Moms Demand Action,” a
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A powerful grassroots protest against the National Riffle Association and a warning to Congress that it must pass
strong gun control legislation, including a ban on assault weapons.

national group of 80,000 advocating
strong gun control, talked about her
activities.

Michael Mulgrew, president of
New York’s UFT, told the crowd
that his union was divesting from
any stocks that have anything to do
with guns.

An emergency room doctor
from Harlem Hospital, Dr Vanessa
Gorospe, said, “Gun violence is sec-
ond only to auto accidents as a cause
of death. The number of children
below five years old killed by guns
is four times the number of police
killed by guns.”

Refusing to buy into attempts
by the NRA and some other groups

Murder remains Israel’s
preferred response

Felicity Arbuthnot

Last week two unarmed teenagers,
cousins Amer Nassar, 17, and Naji
Abdul-Karim Balbeisi, 18, were
shot dead by Israeli Defence Force
troops. The two were from the
village of Anabta, near the town of
Tulkarm in Palestine’s West Bank.

Tulkarm was founded in the
13th century; its name derived from
the Aramaic “toor karma” mean-
ing “mount of vineyards.” Amer
died from a bullet in his chest at
10.30pm on the Wednesday, accord-
ing to witnesses.

Hearing shots, three boys from
the village went out and found
Amer lying on the ground, with
soldiers standing over him. When
they tried to reach him, the soldiers
opened fire, injuring one, Fadi
Abu-A’sr, in the arm. He was subse-
quently taken to hospital.

The three say that ambulance
crews were prevented from reach-
ing Amer for 30 vital minutes, with
soldiers threatening to shoot anyone
who attempted to intervene. Deiyaa’
Nasser, who did attempt to reach

Amer, “was arrested by the Israeli
army and taken to an unknown
location.”

Balbeisi was found as dawn
broke the following morning, lying
in a field. He was reported to have
been shot from behind. Tensions
have been high in Gaza and the
West Bank since the death of
Maysara Abu Hamidya in Israel’s
Soroko prison on April 2. Hamidya
was a former high-ranking officer
in the Palestinian Authority (PA)
prior to his arrest, which took place
when Israel invaded the West Bank
and destroyed PA headquarters in
May 2002.

Palestinian authorities have
claimed that the prison was with-
holding treatment for Hamidya’s
cancer. A released prisoner’ Ayman
Sharawna’ alleged that Hamdiya
was in a life-threatening condition
in the prison infirmary but still had
his hands and feet shackled.

The Palestinian Prisoner
Society has held the Israeli regime
fully responsible for his death. So
as Palestinians mark the anniver-
sary of another onslaught — the

massacre in the Jenin refugee camp
of April 1-11, 2002 — the mourning,
heartbreak, lost lives and lost youth
grind on.

But so does the spirit of this
unconquerable people.

Amer left a poem. While oth-
ers of his age write on Facebook of
their dreams, aspirations, exams,
plans, dates and travels, on March
15 in his last entry he wrote:

“Point your bullet where ever
you like in my body I will die
today, but my homeland will live
tomorrow. Be careful, Palestine is a
red line.”

He did not die on March 15, but
just two weeks and three days later,
at the hands of “the most moral
army” and the “only democracy in
the Middle East.”

The writer is indebted to a resi-
dent of Palestine who drew atten-
tion to and translated Amer’s poem
and to the International Solidarity
Movement for its gathering of
details on the ground in the village
of Anabta.
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to scapegoat the mentally ill, she
declared: “The mentally ill are four
times more likely to be victims of
violence rather than purveyors of
violence.”

The surprise guest at the rally
who received a warm welcome was
legendary jazz singer Tony Bennett.
He spoke of how Harry Belafonte
had convinced him to march in Selma
and how it had a big impact on him.
Bennett is now an outspoken advocate
of an assault weapons ban.

The chair of the rally. the
Reverend Jacque De Graff of the
Cannan Baptist Church, aroused the
crowd as he introduced speakers.
He emphasised, as did many other
speakers, that it was necessary to keep
pushing to pass Governor Cuomo’s
gun control bill and that it is necessary
to carry the fight to Washington. “We
are going to change America, starting
right here in Harlem,” he declared.

There were many elected officials
at the rally including two running for
mayor. None were allowed to speak
but their names were mentioned, John
Liu, the first Chinese American to
run for mayor, received the loudest
applause.

In a related development, Mayor
Bloomberg has announced that he is
prepared to spend millions to run ads
against those running for office who
are opposed to gun control. One per-
son at the rally told me that, in addi-
tion to controlling guns, Bloomberg
needs to control the New York Police
Department.

CHECK OU

The department has come under
heavy criticism for carrying out a
notorious “stop and frisk” program
which critics note singles out Blacks
and Latinos but does nothing to con-
trol crime.

Estevan Nembhard, Manhattan
organiser for the Communist Party,
pointed out that “it is common
knowledge in Harlem and in ghettos
and barrios across the country; when
the unemployment rate and drop-out
rate goes up, so does desperation and
violence. This rally is very important
and will help but not enough was said
about the root causes of violence; the
lack of jobs, education, the presence
of drugs and the absence of a real
future for our youth.”

Nembhard agreed that “Mayor
Bloomberg is doing a good thing plac-
ing ads against the anti-gun control
politicians across the country.” But he
took issue with the mayor on a host
of what he considers related issues:
“His (Bloomberg’s) cutbacks and
policy of economic austerity for the
working class, along with ‘stop and
frisk” and his sanction of brutality and
high incarceration for youth instead of
jobs and education, will continue to
get the same negative results.”

People at the rally like most New
Yorkers, seemed to agree that good
jobs and good quality education for
all are necessary steps to ending gun
violence on the streets.
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Venezuelan elections

down to the wire

Emile Schepers

On April 14, Venezuelans will
elect a new president replacing
Hugo Chavez Frias, who died on
March 5. Although acting president
Nicolas Maduro, of Chavez’ own
United Socialist Party of \enezuela
(PSUV) has a strong lead in polls
over the rightist United Democratic
Movement (MUD) of Miranda
State Governor Henrique Capriles
Radonski, there is still enough time
for a dirty tricks effort to try to
block Maduro’s victory.

Venezuelan election law requires
that if a president dies in office, a new
election for the presidency has to be
held within 30 days. The government
decided to run the elections on April
14. Official campaigning started on
Tuesday April 2, and is supposed to
stop on April 12.

The worry on the Latin American
left is always “what will the United
States do?” This worry was awakened
again this time when US Assistant
Secretary of State for Western
Hemisphere Affairs Roberta Jacobson
commented that she did not see how
Venezuela could have a fair election
under existing circumstances.

The far right in the United States
had been blasting Chavez in intem-
perate terms in his lifetime, and has
now trained its guns on Maduro. In
response to this, Maduro had sharply
criticised several US right wingers,
including Otto Reich, Roger Noriega
and John Negroponte, who were
important figures in the Reagan, Bush
I and Bush Il administrations and
who are particularly close to the anti-
Castro Cuban scene in South Florida.

Maduro claimed that Capriles was
in direct contact with these elements
and is receiving funding from them.

In Latin America, it will not
be forgotten that these people were
involved in the attempted military

coup against Chavez in 2002 and the
coup in Honduras in 2009.

Seeing himself behind in the polls
by about 54 to 37 percent, Capriles
is trying out different tactics that
would either produce a last minute
turn around, or, failing that, would
delegitimise the election and induce
the United States not to recognise
its results.

One tactic is to present himself
as a moderate. His supporters in
the United States represent him as a
“good” socialist on the lines of ex-
President Lula da Silva and incumbent
President Rousseff of Brazil. But the
Brazilians have been fully supportive
of Chavez and his policies. To drive
the point home, Lula made a public
statement of support for Maduro.
Capriles’ campaign then tried to claim
that Lula’s position on Venezuela
is different from that of the current
president, Ms Rousseff, but everybody
knows that it is not.

A second line of attack for
Capriles is to denounce Venezuelan
solidarity with Cuba. He has claimed,
on the basis of the fact that Chavez
received his treatment for cancer
there, that the Maduro government
is a Cuban puppet. He has promised
to cut off subsidised oil supplies to
Cuba if he is elected.

Through the PETROCARIBE
program, Venezuela has been selling
oil on very generous credit terms
not only to Cuba but also to 16
other countries, including some of
the poorest in the region: Antigua and
Barbuda, Bahamas, Belize, Dominica,
Dominican Republic, Granada,
Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Jamaica, Nicaragua, St Kitts and
Nieves, St Lucia, St Vincent and the
Grenadines, and Surinam.

In addition, the Bolivarian
Alliance for our America (ALBA)
has financial aid programs for poor
countries in the region.

Venezuela’s oil generosity has not
been confined to left-wing govern-
ments, but it has infuriated monopoly
capital worldwide, because it has
allowed these countries to make
economic advances without being
forced to accept the “Washington
Consensus” of neo-liberal policies
including free trade rigged to benefit
international monopoly capital, auster-
ity and privatisation.

Critics of the Venezuelan trade
and aid policies demand that they
end so that countries like Jamaica
and Haiti “face up to reality” and
accept “tough choices” which always
mean more suffering for their poor
inhabitants. Another aim of attacking
Venezuelan oil diplomacy is to break
up the Bolivarian process whereby,
under the leadership of Venezuela
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and Cuba, the whole Latin America
region has been moving away from
economic and political domination
by the United States.

Perhaps forgetting that
PETROCARIBE largesse has been
made possible because of the high
price of petroleum on international
markets, which is in part a product
of Venezuelan actions within OPEC,
Capriles has hinted that he might not
eliminate PETROCARIBE entirely,
but would definitely kick Cuba out of
the arrangement and force other coun-
tries to pay more for Venezuelan oil.

Now Capriles has opened another
front which is to try to undermine the
legitimacy of the CNE, the National
Elections Council. This suggests that
Capriles and his advisors perceive that
they are going to lose on April 14, and

want to appeal to the United States to
put pressure on Venezuela to annul the
results, or even to intervene.

But former US President Jimmy
Carter, who has made a second career
of analysing and evaluating election
procedures worldwide, has stated that
the Venezuelan election procedures
are some of the best and cleanest in
the world.

The corporate press in the United
States, meanwhile, has been darkly
hinting that the elections will not be
fair, and demanding that international
observers oversee them.

This comes from a country whose
Supreme Court has ruled that wealthy
corporate interests can basically buy
elections and candidates, because
“corporations are people.”
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Teachers’
academic

At its Annual Congress on
Thursday April 4, the Teachers’
Union of Ireland (TUI) became
the first academic union in Europe
to endorse the Palestinian call for
an academic boycott of Israel.
The motion, which refers to Israel
as an “apartheid state”, calls for
“all members to cease all cultural
and academic collaboration with
Israel, including the exchange of
scientists, students and academic
personalities, as well as all coopera-
tion in research programs” was
passed by a unanimous vote.

The motion further calls on the
Irish Congress of Trade Unions to
“step up its campaign for boycott,
divestment and sanctions (BDS)
against the apartheid state of Israel
until it lifts its illegal siege of Gaza
and its illegal occupation of the
West Bank, and agrees to abide
by International law and all UN
Resolutions against it”, and on
the TUI to conduct an awareness
campaign amongst members on the
need for BDS. The motion was a
composite motion proposed by the
TUI Executive Committee and TUI
Dublin Colleges Branch. It was pre-
sented by Jim Roche, a lecturer in
the DIT School of Architecture and

Union of Ireland votes for
boycott of Israel

member of the TUI Dublin Colleges
Union branch, and seconded by
Gerry Quinn, Vice President of the
TUL

Speaking after the successful
passage of the motion, Jim Roche
said: “l am very pleased that this
motion was passed with such sup-
port by TUI members, especially
coming the day after Israeli occu-
pation forces shot and killed two
Palestinian teenagers in the West
Bank. BDS is a noble non-violent
method of resisting Israeli mili-
tarism, occupation and apartheid,
and there is no question that Israel
is implementing apartheid policies
against the Palestinians. Indeed,
many veterans of the anti-apartheid
struggle in South Africa have said
that it’s worse than what was expe-
rienced there.”

Mr Roche pointed to the des-
perate situation of Palestinian
education under occupation saying
that: “Palestinians are struggling
for the right to education under
extremely difficult conditions. They
are eager for it, as shown by the
large numbers of students in third
level education inside and outside
the occupied Palestinian territories.
Education has always been a target

of the Israeli occupation, seeing
forced closures of universities, dis-
ruption under checkpoint, closure
and curfew regimes, and arrests,
beatings and killing of both stu-
dents and teachers.

“Sometimes, such as dur-
ing the 2008-09 attack on Gaza,
educational institutions have been
militarily attacked. In fact | have
just returned from a solidarity visit
to Gaza where | had the opportunity
to hear first-hand from Palestinian
educators and students about their
difficulties. The unanimous passage
of this motion that shows that the
Palestinian struggle for freedom, of
which academic freedom is a key
part, resonates with TUI members
and sends a strong message of
solidarity to their counterparts in
Palestine”

Mr Roche concluded: “We
proposed this motion as we believe
that, as with South Africa, the trade
union movement has a vital role to
play in helping apply pressure to
end Israeli apartheid and occupa-
tion. I am proud that the TUI has
taken a clear stand, and now sup-
ports a full academic boycott of
Israel in line with the Palestinian
call for BDS”.
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Dr David Landy, a member
of the Ireland-Palestine Solidarity
Campaign and founder member of
Academics for Palestine welcomed
the motion saying: “This is an his-
toric precedent, being the first such
motion in Europe to explicitly call
for an academic boycott of Israel.
We congratulate the TUI and call
on all Irish, British and European
academic unions to move similar
motions.

“Undoubtedly apologists for
Israeli apartheid will complain

that such motions stifle academic
freedom, but this is nonsense. The
Palestinian call for an academic
boycott of Israel is an institutional
boycott, not a boycott of individu-
als. Ironically, those that will jump
to complain about this motion will
have no words of condemnation
for the de facto boycott imposed
on Palestinian education by Israel,
nor for its continuing attacks on
Palestinian education, students and
educators”.
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Puppets on a string?

Murdoch controls the ALP
like a cat plays with a mouse.
When Rudd was Prime Minister
Murdoch’s “journalists” did a
job on him. Virtually daily his
papers attacked Rudd as being
incompetent with such examples
as the fires that the government
insulation grants created, although
the problem was not the federal
government but a lack of state
government legislation in building
codes.

Quickly Murdoch’s team of
propagandist turned Rudd’s popularity
into a negative, so much so the ALP
panicked and decided to dump him.
They were right to dump him because
he was a bureaucratic liberal dope
who does not even have any connec-
tions to the working-class.

Gillard was elected the new leader
of the Party and then the Murdoch
propagandists turned their attention to
her. They were not successful at suf-
ficiently demonising her by the next
election but they continued to work at
it. They resurrected Rudd in a positive
light and used the improvement in his
popularity to encourage Rudd to do
the dirty on Gillard.

They almost daily told the popula-
tion that Rudd was now liked by the
public and Gillard was now disliked
and this constant type of “reporting”
started to turn people against Gillard.
Murdoch’s propagandists had blown
up Rudd’s head so big that he decided
to run against Gillard but most of the
ALP were refusing to let Murdoch
control them at this time and espe-
cially because they knew Rudd was
an egotistical control freak and so
stuck with Gillard.

The ALP will get slaughtered
at the next federal election, not by
democracy but by the power of
capitalist dictators who own the
propaganda machine. Even a right
wing liberal ALP has no power to
rule in this system. The answer is to
point out to the working-class that
democracy does not exist in a capital-
ist dictatorship, only a socialist system
offers democracy.

Janice Duncan
Vic

Letters / Culture & Life

The main lesson —

be organised

Congratulations on a great edito-
rial to your Guardian (March 20).
Finally somebody is speaking out
denouncing the murderous part the
Catholic Church acted out during
the barbaric fascist dictatorships
which were put in power in most
Latin American countries, 1976 to
1983. Latin American people of my
generation could add a thousand
stories in support.

For us in Brazil, that Dirty War
on the Left started earlier on, in 1964,
when the progressive government we
had elected was brutally deposed in a
Fascist coup with tanks in the streets
of Sao Paulo, where | was living, and
US marines patrolling the coast ready
to intervene just in case the butchers
they had trained, armed and organised
could not handle it.

Handle it they did. That people’s
government was replaced by a presi-
dent to whom the large international
financial institutions had promised
huge bank loans to build up the capital
city of Brasilia with the stated condi-
tion of that loan that the President
wipes out the Left in Brazil.

And so they attempted. Overnight
leftist-elected MPs were dragged
down in the streets, imprisoned,
tortured and killed. Incidentally, this

reminded me that not long ago the
CIA pumped US$82 million into the
Catholic Church in Cuba to try and
stir up action against the Socialist
Cuban government.

The big lesson for us to learn
from this one episode out of many is
that we need to organise our strong
people’s organisations, and trust your
mate, your comrade, the only ones
that hold fast through thick and thin
to our proletarian class position, and
the only ones that truly defends the
interest of the poor.

Asha
Melbourne

Coal mining
threatens reef

Of all the coal terminals planned
for the Great Barrier Reef,
Terminal Zero shows just how
much contempt coal mining
corporations have for Australia’s
most precious natural icon.

Right now Indian mining giant
Adani is trying to build a monster
coal shipping terminal right in the
middle of a World Heritage Area. The
surrounding area is full of fish and
supports a sustainable local fishery.
The site is just metres from a beach
where for decades sea turtles have
come to lay their eggs.

Guardian

The amount of infrastructure
required for this terminal beggars
belief. Destructive dredging ships
would scrape three million cubic
metres of sediment from the ocean
floor, along with the seagrass that
dugongs and turtles rely on for food.
The leftover dredge spoil would then
be dumped inside the Great Barrier
Reef Marine Park.

Hundreds of extra coal ships
would travel through a narrow passage
to export the coal, greatly increasing
the risk of collisions and spillages.
Once the coal is burnt, it’ll drive glo-
bal warming faster than ever before.
It’s another monster coal plan with
monstrous consequences.

Local fishermen say this devel-
opment will push fish out of the
area, spelling disaster for the fish-
ing industry. As one Bowen fisher-
man told reporters last week: “It’ll
mean a 30 percent loss of income
because of the potential effects on
fish stocks.”

The mining industry thinks it
can get away with reckless develop-
ments like this without proper scru-
tiny. We’re taking our new Rainbow
Warrior ship to Bowen soon to shine
a spotlight on the campaign to stop
this coal terminal.

Dr Georgina Woods
Greenpeace
Australia Pacific
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The

Unknown

War

€

Soviet infantry unit at the Leningrad front, 1942.

Last February 13, the regular Press Fund
segment under the editorial on page two
of this paper carried the news that the
American version of the 26-part Soviet TV
documentary series The Great Patriotic War
was finally available on DVD. “Hosted” and
narrated by Burt Lancaster, the American
version was retitled The Unknown War.
During WW?2, the Soviet role in the war was
anything but unknown. The rest of the world
watched it in awe. The new title referred to
the way the Soviet role in the great struggle
against fascism had been effectively written
out of history by imperialist (especially US
imperialist) propaganda.

For years | had been plagued by enquiries
from Guardian readers including some from
the USA wanting to know where they could get
a copy of the series. | have always told them
what most people told me: that it simply wasn’t
available anywhere.

Now, suddenly, The Unknown War seems
to be available everywhere. The Press Fund
note in The Guardian said it was available from
“mail order company Entertainment Masters”
and they certainly have it, but actually you can
also get it from your local ABC shop for $39.99.
(If they don’t have it in stock they will order
it in for you).

The series was originally made and released
in 1978, as a response to and rebuttal of the
hopelessly biased British series The World At

War, which had infuriated Soviet historians
and war veterans by devoting only three of its
26 one-hour episodes to the war on the Eastern
front, even though that was where the Axis lost
most of their casualties, most of their tanks,
most of their planes and in every real sense was
where they lost the war.

The British producers of The World At War
naturally sought access to Soviet archival film
and eyewitness accounts, but when the relevant
Soviet authorities discovered the extent of the
proposed series’ Cold War bias, they declined to
assist. Undeterred, the Brits went ahead anyway,
using Nazi archive material and using Nazis and
Nazi collaborators for their eyewitness accounts.
Did I say it was biased?

When the Soviet response, The Unknown
War, was first released, Channel Seven bought it
for Australia and screened the first few episodes
in prime time before shoving the rest of it
back into a slot near midnight. Meanwhile, the
national democratic revolution had taken place
in Afghanistan and the CIA was busy opposing
it by arming and funding the feudal beys and
the religious fanatics who followed them. The
latter would eventually become well known
as the Taliban. In the meantime they waged a
murderous war of terror against the supporters
of the revolution, just as the same class forces
had in Central Asia after the Russian Revolution.

When the USSR sent troops to Afghanistan to
help defend it against this aggression by a proxy

US army of bandits and religious fanatics, the
propagandists of imperialism screamed “Soviet
invasion”. One response to this was the Australian
government’s attempt to stop our athletes from
competing in the Moscow Olympics. Another
was the virtual suppression of The Unknown War
which disappeared from television and video. Its
recent return on DVD is good news.

If you choose to get it from Entertainment
Masters just make sure you specify “The
Unknown War narrated by Burt Lancaster”,
for Entertainment Masters have another
documentary series, also in a boxed set, called
Russia’s War: Blood Upon The Snow. Like The
World At War, this is also a British series, and
also like The World At War, this is a thoroughly
biased Cold-War type program.

A ten-part series, it was made in 1997, and
if you look it up on the Internet you will find a
“review” by one Chris Neilson which gives a
viciously anti-Soviet synopsis of every one of
its episodes. It claims the series had “previously
unavailable access to Russian and Eastern
European archives and eyewitnesses”, but all
that means is that since Gorbachev it is easier
for Westerners with money (and TV cameras)
to find anti-Communist elements in the former
USSR who will speak out against the Soviet
Union’s war record (and anything else Soviet,
if it comes to that).

The series seeks to portray the War on the
Eastern Front as a struggle between two dictators

— Hitler and Stalin — but is actually mainly
interested in blaming Stalin for the whole thing.

Neilson does have the grace to acknowledge
that the earlier series The World At War was “a
product of the Cold War” but he has a ready
excuse for the extreme right-wing bias on the
part of The World At War: it was the fault of
the socialist countries! According to Neilson:
“This cursory coverage of the Eastern Front can
be chalked up to a lack of access to the Soviet
and Eastern European archival materials and
eyewitnesses still locked behind the iron curtain
when The World at War was made.”

As | have already explained, the anti-Soviet
bias on the part of the makers of The World
At War was already evident in the project’s
planning stages, which is why the Soviet and
East European archives declined to participate.
It was adding insult to injury to expect them to
supply material and eyewitnesses for a series
that was determined to slander the leaders, the
generals, the people and the soldiers of the
USSR and the East European partisan armies
that fought so courageously and suffered such
horrendous losses to save Europe and the world
from Hitlerite barbarism.

The most important point to remember
about all this is that the forces who want the
world to forget the USSR’s vital role in the
defeat of fascism are still at it: lying, distorting,
falsifying history. We must not let them get
away with it. &
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Anew series of unusual trav-
elogues starts this week:
Urban Secrets (SBS ONE Sundays
at 7.35pm from April 19), hosted by
British actor, writer and GLBT rights
activist Alan Cumming. The format
is simple enough: Cumming walks
around a central part of an English
city (the first one is of course London)
visiting places that are not normally
on tourist itineraries (historic brothels,
underground vaults for rich people’s
silver, the city sewer).

There is undeniable interest in the
subject matter, but the visits are rather
perfunctory and Cumming as a guide
is a pain. But there are genuine curios
to be seen, such as a huge spare pulpit
stored in a back room at St Paul’s
(“fashions change” is the reason
given for its banishment) and also
at St Paul’s a gloriously huge spiral
staircase (used in the Harry Potter
films as part of Hogwarts) which the
public is forbidden to see (let alone
climb) because it has a low banister
and is therefore deemed “unsafe” by
an insurance company anxious to
protect itself from future claims.

He also visits the Church of St
Bartholomew the Great, the oldest
church in London and learns that it
is kept in repair by being hired out
to film companies as a location. The
Rector rattles off an extraordinarily
long list of movies that have used
the old church as a setting, beginning

with Four Weddings And A Funeral,
and including Shakespeare in Love,
Elizabeth, and Sherlock Holmes.

here are a lot of confused,

anxious, disturbed people
in our modern world. Even in the
socialist countries people were wor-
ried about war and shortages caused
by imperialist boycotts or embargoes.
But in capitalist countries, people
are prey to all manner of fears and
weird ideas.

The people (mainly young) in
I Think I’'m An Animal (ABC2
Wednesday April 24 at 8.45pm)
are a truly mixed up bunch. In their
desperate quest to find some meaning
in their lives they have seized on an
idea spread via the Internet, namely,
that they are really animals born
into a human body. This convenient
theory allows them to claim some of
the romanticism of the werewolves/
otherworldly literary fashions that
are all the rage with young people
today while allowing them to also
wallow in the angst that most modern
teenagers share.

Most popular in the USA (where
else?) this curious phenomenon is also
found in other countries. One of the
sillier aspects is their penchant for
wearing a clip-on tail so they look
more like a wolf (or whatever their
animal is). Some go the whole hog
and wear a fur coat and a full-face
mask as well. They look like refugees
from a down-market carnival parade
or a fancy dress ball.

One boy’s mother says that she
wondered if he was schizophrenic,
but she also claims to be a shaman,
and the whole family — plus friends
— indulge in frantic drumming
sessions in order to “commune with
the spirits”, so his grip on reality was
probably fragile at best.

In its way it is a sad little film.
These people have retreated from
reality, hoping to find peace and
happiness in some alternative life.
This probably suits capitalism quite
well, for in this form they are still
consumers. When the banks fail and
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Worth Watching
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I Think ’'m An Animal (ABC2 Wednesday April 24 at 8.45pm).

jobs disappear they will be bewildered
but unable to do anything about it
except wave their clip-on wolf tail
and howl.

n Culture & Life this week |

write about some British docu-
mentary series that sought to rewrite
history by distorting and suppressing
the vital, crucial, all-important role of
the Soviet Union in defeating Hitler
and all he stood for. Almost as soon
as | had finished that article, | turned
to the previews for Worth Watching
only to discover that one of them was
yet another British documentary series
plugging the same line.

Desert War (ABC1 Thursdays at
8.30pm from April 25) is primarily
concerned with the fighting in North
Africa, between Montgomery’s
British and Australian troops against
(initially) Mussolini’s Italian forces
and subsequently Rommel’s Afrika
Korps. Inter alia, however, it tries to
elevate the campaign in the Western
Desert to a “turning point in WW2”.
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It wasn’t. Without in any way wishing
to belittle the defenders of Tobruk,
the war in North Africa was almost
literally a sideshow to the main event,
which was happening in Russia.

Consider the numbers involved:
Hitler had 25 divisions in North
Africa. He had ten times that number
in Russia. Most of his tanks and most
of his aircraft were in Russia. If these
forces had not been caught up in
the massive struggle in Russia, the
outcome in North Africa would have
been very different.

The notes accompanying the
program make the claim: “Just as the
advance of Hitler’s armies appeared
unstoppable ... a combined British,
Auwustralian and Commonwealth force
in North Africa proved to the world
that the Nazis could not only be
stopped, but also beaten.” Pardon?
Hitherto, that honour has always
been accorded to the Red Army in
the Battle of Moscow, where for the
first time Hitler’s army was not just
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stopped but thrown back for many
miles.

The one really interesting feature
of Desert War is the revelation about
the way British battle plans were
shared with a US liaison officer who
transmitted them to Washington,
unaware that Axis code-breakers
were also reading them. They were
all forwarded to Rommel, who was
able as a result to deliver a series of
“brilliant” attacks that sent Monty’s
forces reeling.

The post-war tendency to
romanticise and rehabilitate
(posthumously or otherwise) former
Nazi generals led to the fostering of
a cult around Rommel, exemplified
in Hollywood films like The Desert
Fox. But given that he had detailed
information about British battle plans,
the real question is “If he was such
a great general, and in possession of
the British battle plans, why did he
fail in his efforts to kick the British
out of North Africa?” &
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Strong message against
NATO intervention in Syria?

Mahdi Nazemroaya

Is there a connection between events in
Syria (maybe even US tension with North
Korea) and Russia’s impromptu Black Sea
war games that started on March 287

While on his way from Durban in South
Africa, where the BRICS — Brazil, Russia, India,
China, and South Africa — announced they were
forming a new development bank to challenge
the IMF and World Bank, Russia’s Vladimir
Putin gave the go ahead for unscheduled war
games in the Black Sea. By themselves the
games mean little, but in a global context they
mean a lot.

According to the Kremlin, the war games
involved about 7,000 Russian servicemen;
Russian Special Forces, Russian Marines,
and airborne rapid deployment troops. All of
Russia’s different services were involved and
used the exercises to test their interoperability.
Over 30 Russian warships based out of the
Ukrainian port of Sevastopol in the Crimean
Peninsula and the Russian port of Novorossiysk
in Krasnodar Krai will be participating. The
objective of the games is to show that Russia
could mobilise for any event at a moment’s
notice.

The war games surprised the North Atlantic
Treaty Organisation (NATO). They even com-
plained the Russian war games started in the
Black Sea without prior notice. In fact, NATO
asked Russia to be more open about its moves
and give NATO Headquarters in Brussels
notice of its military movements in the future.
Alexander Vershbow, the American Deputy
Secretary General of NATO, even demanded
“maximum transparency” from Russia. One
may ask, why the rattled bones?

Is it mere coincidence that Russia is flex-
ing its muscles after NATO revealed it was
developing contingency plans for a Libya-style
intervention in Syria on March 20? Two days
later, Israel and Turkey ended their diplomatic
row through a timely agreement that was suppos-
edly brokered by US President Barack Obama in
20 minutes while he was visiting Israel. Israel’s
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu announced
that with Obama’s help a deal was made with
Turkey’s Prime Minister Recep Erdogan to end
the diplomatic rift over the Israeli attack on the
Mavi Marmara in 2010.

Days later, this event was followed by the
Syrian National Coalition (SNC) — a phoney
opposition organisation constructed by the US,
UK, France, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, and Turkey —
being ceremoniously given Syria’s seat at the
Arab League. In what appears to be an attempt
at repeating the Libya scenario, the SNC is being
recognised as the government of Syria. At the
Arab League summit, the SNC’s leader Moaz
Al-Khatib immediately called for NATO military
intervention in coordination with Qatar’s call
for regime change and military intervention in
Damascus on March 26.

In a stage-managed move, the puppet SNC
has asked the US, UK, France, Qatar, Saudi
Arabia, Turkey, and NATO to enforce a no-fly
zone with the aim of creating a SNC-controlled
emirate or enclave in northern Syria. Al-Khatib
has announced that he has talked to US Secretary
of State John Kerry to use the NATO Patriot
Muissiles stationed in Turkey to create the no-fly
zone over northern Syria. Effectively what he is
talking about is the balkanisation of Syria. Kerry
seems to be on top of it. Victoria Nuland, the
spokeswoman of the US Department of State,
said the US is considering the request about
imposing a no-fly zone. Even earlier, Kerry

The war games involved about 7,000 Russian servicemen; Russian Special Forces, Russian Marines, and airborne rapid deployment troops.
All of Russia’s different services were involved and used the exercises to test their interoperability.

made a surprise visit to Baghdad and threatened
the federal government in Iraq to fall into line
with Washington’s regime change plans against
Syria. He said he wanted the Iragis to check
Iranian passenger planes heading to Syria for
weapons, but much more was said.

The American Empire’s satraps are all on
the move. Qatar and Saudi Arabia no longer
hide the fact that they are arming and funding
the insurgents in Syria. In February, the UK and
France lobbied the rest of the European Union
to lift its Syrian arms embargo, so that they can
openly arm the anti-government foreign fighters
and militias that are trying to topple the Syrian
government. Israel and Turkey have been forced
to mend fences for the sake of the Empire’s war
on the Syrians.

Obama realigns Israel and
Turkey against Syria

The Israeli and Turkish rapprochement con-
veniently fits the aligning chessboard. Obama’s
visit to Israel was about imperial politics to
maintain the American Empire. As two hostile
neighbours of Syria, Tel Aviv and Ankara will
have deeper cooperation in the Empire’s objec-
tives to topple the Syrian government.

All of a sudden, the governments in both
countries started complaining in line with one
another about how the humanitarian situa-
tion in Syria was threatening them. In reality,
Israel is not hosting any Syrian refugees (and
oppresses Syrians under its occupation in the
Golan) whereas Turkey has actually neglected
many of its legal and financial obligations to
the Syrian refugees it hosts on its territory and
has tried to whitewash this by labelling them
as foreign “guests.”

According to Agence France-Presse, the
Israelis have even opened a military field hos-
pital to help the insurgents topple the Syrian
government. The military facility is located in an
area named Fortification 105 in Syria’s Israeli-
occupied Golan Heights (originally referred to

as the Syrian Heights in Israel). It is essentially
a support base for anti-government forces and
only the tip of the iceberg in regards to Israeli
involvement in Syria. Israel’s January strikes on
Syria were the fruits of the cooperation between
the Israelis and insurgent militias.

Sensing the suspicious eyes gazing at
the Turkish government and perhaps getting
unnerved by the Kremlin’s muscle flexing,
Turkish Foreign Minister Ahmet Davutoglu has
rejected the claims that Tel Aviv and Ankara
were closing ranks against Syria. Davutoglu
must have been unaware of what was said in
Israel about their rapprochement.

Even though Netanyahu vowed never to
apologise for the killing of Turkey’s citizens
on the Mavi Marmara, Tel Aviv’s apology to
Turkey was publicly justified by the lIsraeli
government on the basis of addressing Syria
through coordination with Turkey. Many of the
suspicious eyes that turned to look at Erdogan’s
government over the deal with Israel are Turkish.
Davutoglu actually lied for domestic consump-
tion, knowing full well that the Turkish public
would be outraged to know that Prime Minister
Erdogan was really normalising ties with Israel
to topple the Syrian government.

The message(s) of the
Russian war games

The American Empire is arranging the
geopolitical chessboard with is satraps in its
ongoing war on Syria. Perhaps it plans on using
Israel to do a re-play of the Suez Crisis. In 1956,
after Egypt nationalised the Suez Canal, the UK
and France drew a plan with Israel to annex the
Suez Canal by getting Israel to attack Egypt
and then claiming to intervene militarily as
concerned parties who wanted to keep the Suez
Canal safe and open for international maritime
traffic. A new assault against Syria under the
banners of the Israelis is possible and could
be used as an excuse for a Turkish and NATO
“humanitarian invasion” that could result in the

creation of a northern humanitarian buffer zone
(or a broader war).

A pattern can be depicted from all these
events. At the start of 2013, Russia held major
naval drills in the Eastern Mediterranean against
a backdrop of tension between Moscow and the
US-led NATO and Gulf Cooperation Council
(GCC) coalition that has been destabilising
Syria. After the US and its anti-Syrian coalition
threatened to intervene militarily and deployed
Patriot Missiles on Turkey’s southern border
with Syria, a Russian naval flotilla was dis-
patched off the Syrian coast to send a strong
message to Washington not to have any ideas
of starting another war. In turn, the US and its
allies tried to save face by spreading rumours
that the Kremlin was preparing to evacuate
Russian citizens from Syria, because the Syrian
government was going to collapse and the situ-
ation was going to get critical.

Paralleling the Russian war games in the
Black Sea, the Russian Air Force held long-
range flights across Russia. This included flights
by Russian nuclear strategic bombers. On the
other end of Eurasia, China also conducted its
own surprise naval war games in the South
China Sea. While the US and its allies portrayed
the Chinese moves as a threat to Vietnam over
disputed territory in the South China Sea, the
timing of the naval deployment could be linked
to either Syria (or North Korea) and coordinated
with Russia to warn the US to keep the inter-
national peace.

In a sign of the decline of the American
Empire, just before the Russian war games in the
Black Sea, all the increasingly assertive BRICS
leaders warned the US against any adventurism
in Syria and other countries. The Russian and
Chinese muscle flexing are messages that tell
Washington that Beijing and Moscow are seri-
ous and mean what they say. At the same time,
these events can be read as signs that the world
system is coming under new management.
Globalresearch @&
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