
Two-party system 
in disarray
Anna Pha

Last week’s spectacle in Canberra with the 
unseating of Prime Minister Gillard had all 
the makings of a Shakespearian play – secret 
plots, backstabbing, betrayal and drawn 
knives, climaxing in the fall of a “Caesar” 
or dethroning of a Queen. The Labor Party 
was facing almost certain wipe-out in both 
Houses of Parliament. Overnight, Rudd’s 
second coming saw a miraculous restoration 
of Labor’s electoral prospects to within 
striking distance of the Coalition.

The private opinion polls, to the extent 
that they can be trusted, had in the lead-up 
to Kevin Rudd’s challenge for the top job, 
forecast a massive majority in the House of 
Representatives and the Senate for the Coalition. 
Gillard’s popularity had sunk to new lows. The 
polls were saying it was Gillard who was the 
turn-off, not Labor.

For months the media had run with polls 
comparing Rudd and Gillard with constant 
speculation about a leadership challenge. The 
focus was on personalities and trivia – not poli-
cies. This is in part a refl ection of the further 
disarray of the two-party system.

There is no doubt that policies have played 
a role – the shift to the right on issues such as 
privatisation, public sector cuts, job losses, asy-
lum seekers, the Northern Territory Intervention, 
unemployment and single parent payments, 
jobs and climate change, have all contributed 
to Gillard/Labor’s loss of support.

Gillard’s crucifixion
Three years on from her anointment as 

PM, the Fairfax and other media were doing 
their best to undermine Gillard, focusing on 
personal slanging matches in Parliament and 
avoiding serious debate let alone reporting on 
policy alternatives.

The Age editorial took its dirty, anti-Gillard 
campaign to a new level in its June 22 edition: 
“For the sake of the nation, Ms Gillard should 
stand aside.”

“It is time for Julia Gillard to stand aside 
as leader of the federal parliamentary Labor 
Party, as Prime Minister of Australia, so that 
vigorous, policy-driven democratic debate can 
fl ourish once again,” it said.

“Ms Gillard should do so in the interests of 
the Labor Party, in the interests of the nation and, 
most importantly, in the interests of democracy. 
The Age’s overriding concern is that, under Ms 
Gillard’s leadership, the Labor Party’s message 
about its future policies and vision for Australia 
is not getting through to the electorate. Our fear 

is that if there is no change in Labor leader-
ship before the September 14 election, voters 
will be denied a proper contest of ideas and 
policies – and that would be a travesty for the 
democratic process.”

What hypocrisy from a paper that had 
focused on gutter politics and failed so dismally 
to report on policy!

The large corporate media monopolies 
including Fairfax (The Age), have played a key 
role in denying voters “a proper contest of ideas 
and policies” and undermined the “democratic 
processes” with their focus on personalities 
and gossip.

Only the Australian Greens and the 
Independents, who are not given serious cover-
age, have consistently stood above opportunistic 
appeals to the tabloid media and attempted to 
debate issues and promote policies for discus-
sion. Even the bills moved by the Greens rarely 
gain coverage, let alone become the subject of 
“policy-driven democratic debate”.

The scene was set for Rudd’s supporters 
and Gillard camp defectors who feared the loss 
of their seats, to make their move on June 26, 
with just one day left in the current sitting of 
Parliament.

It all went to script. Rudd became PM and 
overnight the opinion polls put Labor back into 
the contest. Democracy had been restored! Labor 
was back on track!

“Julia Gillard has delivered the ultimate act 
of leadership and paid the ultimate price, end-
ing the most poisonous, inglorious chapter in 
modern Labor Party history,” The Age crowed 
when Gillard brought on the leadership spill. 
(26-06-2013)

Rudd’s crucifixion
The whole unsavoury process, including 

the role of big business, the tabloid media and 
ratings agencies, had a déjà vu feel about it.

In 2010, in the lead-up to Gillard’s 
unseating of Rudd, the opinion polls had 
turned against Labor, albeit to only a modest 
extent compared with 2013. This provided the 
excuse for her (corporate-backed) leadership 
challenge.

Following her swearing in as PM, Gillard 
attempted to justify her actions to Parliament: 
“I formed the view that the best way of making 
sure that this government was back on track ... 
was to take the course that I took last night and 
this morning.” (23-06-2013)

“But I am full of understanding for the 
perspective that the Australian people that they 
want strong management of our borders and I 
will provide it,” Gillard said.

Gillard used her fi rst press conference to 
address the Rudd government’s fallout with 
the mining industry over a proposed resource 
super profi ts tax. She sought cooperation with 
the mining corporations, and they drafted the 
new weaker minerals resources rental tax that 
replaced Rudd’s resource super profi ts tax.

There were similar compromises on the 
question of pricing carbon. As part of a deal 
with the Australian Greens not to block sup-
ply, the government introduced a carbon price 
which would evolve into an emissions trading 
scheme.

Gillard lurched further to the right regard-
ing asylum seekers, attempting to outdo the 
Coalition by restoring mandatory detention, 
including children, and expanding on the 
Howard government’s so-called “Pacific 
Solution”. She continued the Northern Territory 
Intervention.

The main neo-liberal thrust of policy 
remained unchanged.

Continued on page 2
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The first thing revealed about the new Prime Minister’s agenda, 
after he ousted Julia Gillard from the job last week, was that he 
wants to change the carbon tax to an emissions trading scheme as 
soon as possible. That will certainly please the mining industry, 
which will benefit from the scheme’s weaknesses. Come to think of 
it, the first thing Julia Gillard did when she overthrew Rudd as PM 
three years ago was to drastically water down the mineral resources 
rent tax, and that pleased the mining lobby too! We’ll be looking 
for more of these little coincidences, but we really need your help 
by way of contributions to the Press Fund for the next issue. We 
offer our thanks to the following for their support this week:
J Galbraith $25, Ray Gillespie $20, “Round Figure”: $15
This week’s total: $60 Progressive total: $3,665

The powers behind the throne
“The politics of division has to stop. The community is tired of 

divisive politics and policies which are aimed at shoring up politi-
cal survival rather than the future prosperity of the nation.” This 
was one of a number of demands made by the Business Council of 
Australia (BCA) in the lead-up to Kevin Rudd’s re-installation as 
Prime Minister. It has been a recurring refrain in recent months, 
not just from business representatives but from within Labor Party 
ranks.

Labor MP and former ACTU president Simon Crean, when 
supporting Kevin Rudd last March, said, “The Labor Party has 
always operated most effectively when it has been inclusive, when 
it’s sought consensus, not when it has sought division, not when it 
has gone after class warfare.” (theconversation.com, 26-03-2013)

John Kunkel from the Minerals Council of Australia which 
represents mining companies, praised outgoing Resources Minister 
Martin Ferguson: “He grasped that effective government is pri-
marily about providing a framework for long-term growth and 
prosperity, not about fomenting confl ict and class war.” (22-03-2013 
www.minerals.org.au)

The then Prime Minister Julia Gillard was under attack for 
“class warfare”. They were not just referring to the economic form 
of the class struggle around wages and working conditions in the 
workplace. By “class warfare”, they meant measures that cost 
money or inhibited their expansion or profi t-making plans. They 
called them anti-business and accused the government of being 
pro-union. These measures included stronger 457 visa requirements, 
the mineral resources rental tax, increase in superannuation pay-
ments from 9.0 to 9.25 percent and the 2.6 percent minimum wage 
rise. These measures amounted to additional costs for employers.

Eighteen months ago, The Guardian warned, “Employer groups 
are on the offensive – in the workplace, in the political arena and 
on the ideological front. Citing pressure from international com-
petition and ‘declining productivity’, the big end of town is out to 
slash wages and working conditions and wind back gains made by 
trade unions over more than 100 years of struggle. The Business 
Council of Australia (BCA) – or the Big Capitalists Association – is 
one of those leading the charge.” (“A capitalist’s fable about the 
magic pudding”, Guardian # 1531, 14-12-2011) At the time, BCA 
president Tony Shepherd told the Financial Review, “Australia is 
not divided into a political class, a business class, and a working 
class.”

Shepherd’s denial of the existence of classes and the BCA’s 
more recent call for an end to “divisive politics”, are part of the 
ideological offensive to convince workers and their trade unions 
to abandon the class struggle, to stop fi ghting for their rights 
and better wages and working conditions. The political form of 
the class struggle could not be more evident than in the role they 
and their agents in the media have played in unseating political 
leaders. It is also seen in the large donations they make to the 
Labor and Coalition parties.

Employers never let up in their economic struggle to maximise 
profi ts. Over the past 25-30 years they have successfully lobbied 
for the taxation of company profi ts to be slashed from 46 cents to 
30 cents in the dollar. This has added more than $30 billion a year 
to profi ts. The other side of the coin are the massive cuts and loss 
of income for social security, health, public schools, universities, 
public housing and other services which benefi t working people 
and their families – what is referred to as the “social wage”. It 
amounts to a massive transfer of wealth from the working class, 
who created the wealth in the fi rst place through their labour, to 
the coffers of the private sector.

The economic interests of workers and private companies 
remain diametrically opposed as long as private ownership of 
the means of production and the provision of services remains. 
Statements calling for class peace are a call to workers and trade 
unions to abandon their class interests, to surrender to the dictate 
of their bosses and be grateful for the crumbs that fall to them.

There is only one response for trade unions if workers’ interests 
are to be protected: that is to take up the class struggle.

Forum on West Papua 
human rights
The Australia West Papua 
Association SA (AWPA SA) and the 
Australia East Timor Friendship 
Association (AETFA SA) are 
hosting an important public 
forum about human rights (or the 
lack of them) in West Papua on 
July 9, 2013.

The key speaker will be Dr Budi 
Hernawan, an Indonesian Franciscan 
friar who has been working in West 
Papua and is currently a post doc-
toral fellow at the Australian National 
University.

Other speakers will be Yan 
Christian Warinussy, a human rights 
lawyer from West Papua and Dr Jim 
Elmslie, Founding Co-Convener of 

the West Papua Project Centre for 
Peace and Confl ict Studies, University 
of Sydney. The forum will be facili-
tated by independent Senator Nick 
Xenophon.

AETFA SA is fully supporting 
this meeting because the people of 
East Timor, like the people in West 
Papua, have yet to receive justice as 
a result of the brutal crimes perpe-
trated against them by the Indonesian 
military (TNI). East Timor suffered 
24 years of occupation by the TNI 
and lost a third of their population 
and the destruction of 80 percent of 
their infrastructure. The people of 
West Papua have been occupied by 
the TNI since 1962. At least 100,000 

West Papuans have lost their lives 
and many more have suffered sick-
ening human rights abuses – crimes 
which are still continuing because the 
Indonesian government cannot or will 
not control its military.

Other organisations hosting this 
meeting are:
• United Nations Association of SA
• Australian Institute of 

International Affairs (SA Chapter)
• Women’s International League 

for Peace and Freedom SA
• University of SA’s Hawke Centre 

The meeting will be chaired by 
independent Senator, Nick Xenophon

Andy Alcock
AETFS and AWPA 

Two-party system in disarray
Continued from page 1

Rudd’s resurrection
Come 2013, Rudd is now review-

ing many of the same issues – asylum 
seekers, the mining tax, relations with 
employers, carbon tax and the econ-
omy. He has strongly indicated that 
he will abandon the “class-warfare 
rhetoric” that the Business Council 
of Australia (BCA) and mass media 
claim have been the backdrop to 
Labor’s policies, in particular regard-
ing Section 457 worker visas.

“Now that the leadership has been 
resolved there is a need for decisive 
action in key areas to restore business 
and community confi dence,” the BCA 
said, with high expectations from 
Rudd to deliver.

Phoney debate
So now there may be a tighter 

contest between two parties for gov-
ernment in the next elections. But 
it will not be the “proper contest of 
ideas and policies” or the “vigorous, 
policy-driven democratic debate” 
that The Age claimed it was calling 
for. That requires an honest media 
and a genuine alternative. The only 
contest of ideas in parliament is from 
the Greens, and their ideas get little 
air time in the mass media.

There will be a vigorous contest, 
largely between personalities but also 
around the details of implementation 
of neo-liberal economic and social 
policies. It will be a fi ery debate about 
how to implement the demands of the 
BCA and other corporate interests 
within neo-liberal parameters.

While changes to single par-
ent payments, union right of entry, 

education and health funding and the 
election date may win more votes, 
the main thrust of the Coalition’s 
policy will go unchallenged by 
Labor. Nor will the electorate know 
what has been promised to the BCA 
and other corporate interests behind 
closed doors.

Privatisation, the role of the 
public sector, public housing, public 
transport, job creation, defence of 
Medicare, abolition of university 
and TAFE fees, the right to strike, 
cuts to social security, alternative 
energy research and development, 
climate change, the Northern Territory 
Intervention, mandatory detention of 
asylum seekers, military spending, 
the US Alliance and US bases in 
Australia, etc, are not on the agenda 
in this “contest of ideas”.

The Age’s role suggests that a sec-
tion of the ruling class would prefer 
Labor were in offi ce to carry through 
the next round of social security and 
other budget cuts in what looks set 
to be a period of economic crisis. 
Rudd is also seen as important with 
his knowledge of and focus on China 
and relations with the US.

When Gillard challenged Rudd, 
when Rudd challenged Gillard, it 
was not on an alternative political 
platform. The traditional Left and 
Right divides on policies that were 
fought out in bygone eras of the ALP 
were totally absent. Each promised to 
strengthen ties or improve relations 
with business, to meet new demands 
of the BCA, the mining sector or 
fi nancial institutions.

An Abbott Coalition government 
would be far worse for the working 
class and trade union movement than 

a Rudd Labor government. Labor is 
just as committed to the right-wing 
neo-liberal agenda as the Coalition. 
The main difference is in the detail, 
the provision of safety nets and con-
cessions to the trade union movement 
by Labor.

The original aim of the Labor 
Party at the time of its formation 
by trade unions (see page 3) was to 
give workers and their trade unions 
a voice in Parliament. It can hardly 
be said that Labor plays that role 
today. The two major parties serve 
big business.

The working class need their own 
party, an independent party that puts 
the interests of the working people 
fi rst, before those of the capitalist 
class. That party is a Communist 
Party.

The role of mining corporations, 
other big business interests and the 
mass media with its monopoly con-
trol, in unseating and anointing Prime 
Ministers brings home the need for 
working class media. The Guardian, 
the workers’ weekly, has an important 
role to play in representing the work-
ing class’s interests and bringing the 
truth to the people.

If nothing else, the events of 
the past week illustrate the urgency 
and importance of building the 
Communist Party of Australia and 
increasing the sales of The Guardian. 
We urge readers to consider joining 
the CPA, send a donation to the The 
Guardian and becoming a regular 
subscriber. If you would like to join 
or fi nd out more about the CPA then 
check contact details on page 12 or 
visit www.cpa.org.au. To subscribe to the 
Guardian see page 11. 

SYDNEY
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Bob Briton

The shuffl ing of Labor’s parlia-
mentary deckchairs has drawn 
to an end after several Gillard 
ministers made their exits in the 
wake of Prime Minister Rudd’s 
comeback last week. The spectacle 
has revealed just how value-free 
the manoeuvring and backstab-
bing within the ALP have become. 
“Left”, “right” and “centre” of the 
party have no disagreements with 
one another about the essence of 
their neo-liberal agenda. While 
members may have greater or 
lesser allegiance to the Catholic 
Church, they all now embrace the 
US alliance, “free” markets and the 
rolling back of what remains of the 
“welfare state”. Career fulfi lment 
is now simply a matter of being in 
the prime position and doing the 
most persuasive job of selling an 
objectively anti-people program to 
an electorate with no real choices 
before it.

It’s easy to fi nd people ready to 
pay out the ALP nowadays. “Another 
Liberal Party” is a common quip. 
But there is a tragic dimension to 
this latest chapter in the party’s 
history. Factional fights used to 
mean something; they were a battle 
between people genuinely committed 
to public enterprise, workers’ right to 
organise for a better deal and a more 
independent foreign policy versus the 
infi ltrators and rats.

As a person old enough to 
remember the fi rst, dizzying, reform-
packed weeks of the Whitlam 
government, the past few days have 
been a bitter reminder of just how 
far to the right Australia’s political 
discourse has been pushed. I can recall 
under Whitlam, in quick succession, 
the abolition of conscription, the 
withdrawal of troops from Vietnam, 
the abolition of all tertiary education 
fees and the establishment of 
Medibank (an even more just and 
humane precursor of Medicare).

The Labor Party loves its history; 
it’s the strongest thing going for it. It 
is Australia’s oldest political party, 
founded in 1891 in Barcaldine in 
Queensland. The workers had been 
defeated in several bitterly fought 
strike struggles including the shearers’ 
strike that gave rise to such a rich 
folklore. Some fl ed to Paraguay to 
set up utopian communities; others 
stayed and established a parliamentary 
party to argue the workers’ case in 
chambers designed to preserve the 
privileges of the wealthy in society. 
Early Labor governments chalked up a 

record of reform but the “socialisation 
objective” that was to stay in the 
party’s platform for decades was never 
taken seriously.

For many decades it was to 
remain a no-brainer as to whether 
Australian workers should vote Labor 
or conservative (United Australia 
Party or “Liberal”). People grew up 
in Labor families where generations 
of workers joined the ALP at the 
same time they went to work and 
joined their trade union. Politics was 
a passionate business. Australian 
novelist Charmian Clift wrote from 
self-imposed exile on a Greek island 
in the 1950s about the torrid political 
arguments she witnessed between 
blue singlet-wearing men in the front 
yards of their homes in the 1930s. It 
was visceral.

NSW premier Jack Lang rejected 
the demands of the Bank of England 
to pay back loans at the height of the 
Depression. “Lang is greater than 
Lenin” was a slogan from the time. 
Labor prime minister Curtin told the 
British straight that Australian troops 
were needed back here to defend our 
shores from Japanese invasion at 
the onset of the 1940s. Ben Chifl ey 
gave us the Snowy Mountains 
Scheme, Qantas and TAA and tried 
to nationalise the banks in 1947. It is 
noteworthy that Chifl ey was a former 
engine driver on NSW railways. 
Could you imagine a similar career 
path nowadays?

The Communist Party recognised 
the complex character of the Labor 
Party from its earliest days. Some 
early Communist leaders, like Guido 
Baracchi, believed the ALP to be 
the true mass party of the Australian 
working class and that the Communist 
Party should liquidate itself into 
it. Later, during its disastrous 
Eurocommunist phase under the 
leadership of general secretary Laurie 
Aarons, this revisionist outlook would 
win out. Workplace branches were 
wound up and the focus of political 
work was redirected away from the 
working class.

Chequered history
Labor might have a track record 

of progressive reform that would 
reach its peak during the Whitlam 
government but it has a long record of 
betrayal as well. Labor governments 
often imposed programs on workers 
that the conservatives never could. 
During the Depression, under Labor 
governments such as that in South 
Australia, police would inspect 
workers’ homes to ensure they had 
sold everything of value before being 

able to claim miserable dole rations. 
Liberal leaders would bate Labor 
MPs by observing that troops had 
been brought in to break up strikes 
twice in Australia’s history and both 
times under Labor governments – in 
1949 during the coal strike and in 
1989 during the airline pilots’ strike.

The “Wages and Incomes Accord” 
of the 1980s and 1990s dealt a body 
blow to on-the-job organisation for 
Australian trade unions and it was 
Hawke and Keating who put the foot 
in the door for future privatisation.

For all that, the golden years 
of Australian trade unionism were 
characterised by a united front 
approach by Communist and genuine 
left Labor activists. It is hard to 
imagine such a phenomenon in 
these days of the right-wing trade 
union agenda but for those who 
can remember, it’s another reason 
to shake the head in disbelief at 
recent, breathless commentary from 
Canberra. 

Australia

Labor’s legacy lost

An election champaign poster for the Australian Labor Party from the late 1920s.
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The Australian Manufacturing 
Workers’ Union (AMWU) last 
month won a major victory for 
workers’ health and safety in a 
case where packaging giant Visy 
was condemned by a Federal Court 
judge for persecuting an AMWU 
delegate for honestly doing his duty 
as an OH&S representative.

Visy threatened Jon Zwart with 
dismissal after he put OHS “tag” 
notices on two unsafe forklifts at its 
Coburg can factory in 2011 because 
their beepers were not loud enough, 
consistent with the company’s own 
“zero tolerance” safety campaign.

The court agreed with the AMWU 
position that the company’s attitude 
to Mr Zwart was totally unjustifi ed. 
Justice Bernard Murphy found the 
result of an “independent” inquiry the 
company instigated into the worker’s 
conduct was neither impartial or truly 
independent of Visy management.

Justice Murphy criticised evi-
dence by Visy’s plant operations 
manager Robin Street as “unreli-
able”, fi nding he should have never 
suspended Jon Zwart from work, 
investigated his actions or later issued 
him with a fi nal warning notice.

The judge found Mr Street’s 
“prevarication and the contortion 
his evidence involved, has led me 
to conclude he was not frank with 
the court.”

Mr Street had suspended Mr 
Zwart and ordered the “independent” 
investigation because he claimed the 

AMWU member was “uncoopera-
tive” by insisting safety regulations 
be followed.

When Mr Zwart rejected a com-
pany proposal that forklift drivers 
honk their horn and turn their head 
when reversing as unsafe, Mr Street 
accused him of trying to disrupt 
production. Mr Zwart’s stance was 
later endorsed by two outside safety 
experts.

Disruption to work turned out to 
be minimal with the forklifts adjusted 
with louder beepers later on the day 
of the incident, August 8, 2011.

AMWU Victorian secretary Steve 
Dargavel hailed the decision as a vic-
tory for all workers.

He said it proved that unions 
were able to take legal action under 
the Fair Work Act to remedy a health 
and safety matter, reducing reliance 
in Victoria on WorkSafe which has 
the lowest prosecution rate in the 
nation.

Mr Zwart said the case had 
proven the rights of workplace health 
and safety representatives to disagree 
with employers without suffering 
discrimination.

“I think it’s a big lesson for stand-
ing your ground when you believe 
you’re right and standing up to bul-
lying,” he said.

“I’m forever grateful to the union 
for backing me up.”

The AMWU’s lawyer in the case, 
Slater and Gordon’s Brad Annson, 
said Justice Murphy’s decision 

confi rms OH&S care as a workplace 
right. It means:
• employers should not regard an 

OH&S rep as un-cooperative just 
because his or her opinion does 
not agree with theirs. Bosses 
should accept that an independent 
OH&S rep has a duty of care to 
fellow workers under OH&S law.

• employers cannot evade their 
possible liability for wrongly 
imposing disciplinary actions by 
engaging an external consultant 
to investigate an employee.

• OH&S reps have protections 
under the Fair Work Act, 
provided they act with a genuine 
concern for safety. This applies 
whether or not those concerns are 
ultimately proved to be justifi ed.

• wrongly suspending an employee 
was adverse action because 

it deprived a person of the 
satisfaction and dignity of work, 
with the fi nal written warning 
jeopardising the security of Mr 
Zwart’s future employment.

The court found that Visy had 
engaged in adverse action against Mr 
Zwart, leaving it open to a maximum 

$33,000 fi ne on each of three breaches 
of the Fair Work Act.

Mr Street also faces two potential 
$6,600 fi nes for his conduct.

The penalties will be deter-
mined by the judge in an upcoming 
hearing. 

Visy shamed in health and 
safety victory for members

Solidarity around the camp fi re during a previous dispute with Visy.

More time needed for 
NAPLAN report card
An Australian Greens parlia-
mentary inquiry into NAPLAN 
testing will be reconvened after 
the election to give more time to 
examine evidence.

Australian Greens spokesper-
son for schools Senator Penny 
Wright said the inquiry had been 
overwhelmed with the magnitude 
of community concern about the 
standardised tests.

“My inquiry has heard exten-
sive evidence these tests are causing 
high levels of stress in students and 
teachers and increasing ‘teaching to 
the test’,” Senator Wright said.

“We have heard that there is 
wide-spread confusion over the 

purpose of the tests and that data 
is being used in new and possibly 
unsuitable ways, such as assess-
ing school funding and teacher 
performance.”

She said much of the concern 
seems to stem from the publication 
of data on the MySchool website 
and the competitive emphasis this 
creates.

The inquiry has also been told 
simple changes like moving the 
time of the tests to earlier in the 
year and returning data quicker 
would be big improvements.

“But this is a very complex 
matter and there has not been 
time to properly examine all the 

evidence and suggest policy chang-
es before the end of this Parliament, 
so I will move to reconvene the 
inquiry after the election,” said 
Senator Wright.

“The Australian Greens want 
to know how NAPLAN can be 
improved to ease the pressure on 
teachers and put student learning at 
the forefront.”
The Education, Employment and 
Workplace Relations References 
Committee has handed down 
its interim report into NAPLAN 
testing. The report can be found 
here aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/
Committees/Senate_Committees?url=eet_
ctte/naplan_2013/interim_report. 

Testing fi nds coal 
dust levels top 
National Standards 
fi ve days in seven
In March dust pollution levels in 
Tighes Hill and Carrington in the 
NSW Hunter region were found 
to be well in excess of national air 
quality safety levels on at least fi ve 
days of a single week, in testing 
commissioned by frustrated com-
munity groups.

Alarmed that investigations of 
the source of dust pollution and its 
impacts on community health had 
not taken place, community groups 
commissioned air quality testing 
along the Hunter’s “coal corridor” 
and the results were analysed by 
one of Australia’s leading air qual-
ity experts.

Dust particle pollution 10 
microns and less in size (PM10) 
which is easily absorbed into the 
lungs and can lead to toxic mate-
rials such as lead, cadmium and 
other chemicals entering the blood 
stream, was recorded at levels as 
high as 80 micrograms per cubic 
metre averaged over a 24 hour peri-
od at Garrett Street in Carrington. 
The national standard for PM10 is 
50 micrograms per cubic metre.

The dust pollution testing was 
conducted during the assessment 
period for the proposed fourth coal 
loader (T4) in Newcastle, in sub-
urbs close to the Port of Newcastle 
and along the lower Hunter’s 
“coal corridor”. The results were 
compared to those recorded at 
established Environment Protection 
Authority (EPA) monitors further 
away in Cooks Hill and also at 
Beresfi eld. Data from the Orica 
monitor in Stockton was also com-
pared to results from city locations.

Three portable air quality 
monitors were used to test dust 
pollution levels at 11 locations in 
Mayfi eld, Carrington, Tighes Hill, 
Kotara, Hexham, Thornton, East 
Maitland and Lochinvar. Samples 

were recorded at one and 10-minute 
intervals from December 10, 2012 
to January 6, 2013.

The results of testing in sub-
urbs close to the Port of Newcastle 
clearly show that the suburbs closer 
to industrial infrastructure, includ-
ing coal loaders and coal train lines, 
experience much higher levels of 
particle pollution compared with 
levels recorded at the EPA monitor 
in Cooks Hill.

An alliance of 18 community 
groups, the Coal Terminal Action 
Group, commissioned the air qual-
ity testing with technical advice 
from Professor Howard Bridgman 
from the University of Newcastle 
and Professor Lidia Morawska 
from the Queensland University of 
Technology.

The alliance said that the results 
demonstrate the urgent need for more 
detailed independent research of dust 
pollution in the Hunter’s coal corridor 
and called for the T4* application 
processes to be halted while a health 
assessment is conducted.

“It would be irresponsible 
if the NSW government pushed 
ahead with its plans to develop 
Newcastle’s fourth coal terminal 
without fi rst establishing what the 
true impact on people’s health will 
be,” said spokesperson for the com-
munity groups, Zoe Rogers.

“No studies have been con-
ducted by government or industry 
to give the community confi dence 
about where dust pollution is com-
ing from and what the impacts of it 
are on people’s health.

“People’s health is a fundamen-
tal issue, but it appears the NSW 
government is intent on developing 
the new coal terminal irrespective 
of the damage it would infl ict.”
* The T4 has since been shelved 
for at least two years. 

Commemoration plans for Chile, September 11, 1973
A broad coalition of community, trade union, church and human rights groups are organising activities to commemorate the 
40th anniversary of the military coup in Chile on September 11 1973. The activities planned by the Other September 11 
Committee were endorsed by Unions NSW. 

A public meeting, vigil and fi lm screening has been planned for September 11. Maya Fernandez Allende, the 
granddaughter of socialist President Salvador Allende overthrown in the 1973 military coup, has been invited to 
participate in the planned commemoration activities. There is also a commemoration planned for 11am at Fairfi eld Park 
at the monument to Salvador Allende.

Finally Memoria Viva is planning an exhibition documenting the abuses of human rights in the secret Villa Grimaldi Torture 
Centre during the dictatorship and a Justice for Victor Jara Concert in Casa Latinoamericana on September 13 and 14.

For more information about the activities of the Other September 11 Committee contact 
Elizabeth Rivera: elirivera29@hotmail.com

For more information about the exhibition and concert at Casa Latinoamericana contact 
Marta Olea: memoriavivasydney@yahoo.com.au”
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Peter Mac

The development lobby has 
welcomed proposed new NSW 
planning rules, described in the 
O’Farrell government’s white 
paper “A New Planning System for 
NSW”. However, resident action 
groups have risen in revolt, because 
under the new system residents 
would lose their current right to 
appeal against particular develop-
ment proposals that disadvantage 
them.

In addition, the new system 
effectively turns local councils into 
subsidiaries of the state government, 
and the state’s natural and cultural 
environment, especially its built 
heritage, is now under serious threat.

The system involves the formu-
lation of development codes to be 
implemented via regional growth 
plans, sub-regional delivery plans, 
and local plans.

The current planning system is 
based on the NSW Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Act 1979. 
The white paper now claims: “… over 
time, the Act has become too complex 
and diffi cult to navigate and has not 
responded to the changing nature of 
our modern economy and society.”

However, the current Act does in 
fact respond to the “modern economy 
and society”. It was established in 
1979, after a long period of struggle 
against grossly unsympathetic devel-
opment, which in one case would 
have seen the horrifi c demolition of 
Sydney’s historic Rocks area.

The major development industry 
who were responsible for those appall-
ing initiatives is still at work and its 
overall objectives remain unchanged.

Big developers 
to gain advantage

The white paper barely mentions 
the loss of appeal rights for residents, 
but describes in fulsome praise the 
claimed advantages of the system. 
There certainly would be advantages 
in achieving the document’s two 
predominant objectives, i.e. a faster 
rate of housing production, and a 
faster rate for processing development 
applications.

However, if the white paper’s 
recommendations are implemented, 
these objectives would be achieved at 
the expense of other criteria of crucial 
importance for local residents, as well 
as environmental groups.

According to the white paper, 
residents’ loss of the right to appeal 
against individual development 
proposals would be more than com-
pensated by their involvement in the 
preparation of local development 
plans.

However, the current system is 
based on hundreds of thousands of 
individual cases where complying 
proposals had the potential to disad-
vantage the local community despite 
their compliance with then-current 
requirements. The primary reason the 
current system is complex is because 
it is thorough, not because it is unnec-
essarily bureaucratic.

Moreover, the participation of 
residents in the preparation of local 
plans is likely to have a marginal 
impact on the fi nal product at best.

The local plans must be consist-
ent with regional and sub-regional 
plans, which are prepared by the 
state government and councils, The 
white paper states: “Local plans 

should facilitate development that is 
consistent with agreed strategic plan-
ning outcomes and should not contain 
overly complex onerous controls that 
may adversely impact on the fi nancial 
viability of proposed development.”

Local plans are to be prepared 
by residents in conjunction with the 
local council, but also in conjunction 
with local businesses, who may have 
overwhelming infl uence on the coun-
cil, and whose interests are potentially 
at loggerheads with those of residents.

The “participation” of residents 
is likely to be limited to commenting 
on the draft local plan, prepared by 
committees of government appointees. 
The plan’s concepts may be diffi cult 
for residents to understand, and its 
implications may only become clear 
when a development proposal is 
implemented – and when it would be 
too late to object.

And finally, as the ultimate 
decision-maker the government 
can modify or replace a local plan 
altogether, and is only obliged to 
“consider” the community’s wishes. 
As the document notes:

“All plans will be made by 
the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure … following considera-
tion of the plan, and [if] the appropri-
ate level of community participation 
has been taken into account in the 
development of the plan.”

Councils will be involved in the 
preparation of sub-regional plans 
which will specify site zoning, but 
the controls for implementation of 
zoning proposals “will be set out in 
local plans and cannot be overridden 
by councils … . Councils will not be 
able to amend provisions the Minister 
includes in a Local Plan.”

Read 
between the lines

The white paper’s absence of 
detail about several areas of public 
concern about development is a warn-
ing sign that all is not right. It refers 
frequently but vaguely to protection 
of “the environment” or “heritage”. 
It refers a few times specifi cally to 
conservation of natural signifi cance, 
but only refers in one sentence to 
conservation of the built environment 
– and makes no commitment to it.

It frequently refers to the need for 
maximising new housing develop-
ment, but does not explain whether 
this will involve massive new multi 
storey apartment construction. It 
refers only fl eetingly to the need for 
affordable housing.

It is silent on the impact of the 
new planning policies on “energy 

resources, including mining, extrac-
tive industries and electricity 
generation.”

Its recommendations concerning 
the blending of certain types of land 
use zoning have the potential for more 
effi cient processing of development 
applications, but also for clashes over 
residential as opposed to industrial 
and commercial uses.

Overshadowing, a perennial 
source of potentially bitter confl ict 
between developers and residents, is 
not mentioned in the document. The 
extent of overshadowing will appar-
ently be dependent on the “envelope” 
form of new development, which 
will be determined in the local plans, 
rather than being site-specifi c.

Who benefits?
The overwhelming impression 

given by the white paper is that 
the new planning system is aimed 
at facilitating the swift approval of 
new development, if necessary by 
steamrolling over the objections of 
local residents and/or environmental 
organisations.

The document also promises to 
facilitate the involvement of private 
firms in government projects. It 
states “Particular infrastructure … 
will be declared to be Public Priority 
Infrastructure and the private sector 
will now be able to contribute earlier 
in the design and planning process in 
the knowledge that these projects have 
been authorised to be carried out”, and 
that “state signifi cant development 
will be given full effect in the new 
planning system.”

A disturbing aspect of the white 
paper’s proposals is the “simplifi ca-
tion” of referrals that developers must 
make to government agencies, includ-
ing those dealing with fi re and fl ood-
ing protection. The document notes: 
“The ineffi ciencies in the current 
assessment process can contribute to 
uncertainty and delays in the planning 
system, adversely affecting invest-
ment and economic development.”

It claims that “many stakehold-
ers supported the proposal in the 
[previously published] Green Paper 
to abolish concurrence and referral 
requirements”. However, the only 
stakeholder it referred to specifi cally 
was the developer lobby group, the 
Property Council of Australia.

The new planning regulations 
are clearly intended to override the 
objections of residents and community 
and environment groups to major 
development proposals. They must 
be defeated if the people of NSW are 
to defend and improve their lifestyle 
and environment. 

Australia

NSW planning law to 
stamp out residents’ rights

NSW Transport Minister Gladys Berejiklian has announced 
remote-controlled trains will be introduced on the north west rail 
link, connecting Chatswood to Rouse Hill. Future extensions will 
include the Bankstown Line, and the Illawarra Line between the 
city and Hurstville. A second rail crossing under Sydney Harbour 
is also planned. The Minister assures the public that the tech-
nology is safe and driverless trains will ensure a faster and 
more effi cient transit system. However the Rail, Tram and Bus 
Union and the state opposition have criticised the plan, say-
ing it is a cost-cutting measure that will both affect jobs and risk 
public safety. Public fears about driverless trains is something 
that the Minister will have to work hard on. There was a notori-
ous case in the London Tube when a fi ve-year boy fell between 
the train and the platform and sensors indicated it was safe to 
depart. It was only when the driver checked a CCTV monitor 
that he saw a hand reaching up to the platform and stopped the 
train. As the result, London Underground later announced that 
driverless trains would not run on the Tube until at least 2020.

Australian Defence chiefs rejected an offi cial recommenda-
tion to compensate relatives of a young religious minister found 
dead with his fatally wounded toddler nephew after a shoot-out 
between Taliban and Australian Special Forces in Afghanistan. 
The toddler later died. According to the locals in the area the shot 
man was not a Taliban member and on the day of his shooting 
was taking his nephew to see a doctor. The man tried to protect 
the boy under his body and pain-killing medication and antibiotics 
were found scattered around the bodies. A report into the case 
recommended compensating the relatives and was critical of the 
investigation that followed the deaths. However the victims’ fami-
lies were not advised about their right to compensation. They were 
also extremely angry that they had not been told about the report.

Australia has lost 27 bird species since European settle-
ment and another 20 are considered to be at “imminent risk of 
extinction”. The “State of the World’s Birds” report released in 
Canada estimates 1,313 of the world’s 10,000-plus bird spe-
cies are threatened which equates to one in eight of global bird 
species. Land clearing is a major threat to woodland birds in 
Australia as well as invasive introduced species such as rats. It 
is possible to improve the situation by creating favourable con-
ditions for birds, such as protected nesting and feeding sites.

The new planning regulations are clearly 
intended to override the objections of 

residents and community and environment 
groups to major development proposals.
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Enrique Ojito Linares and 
Arelys García Acosta

After making his probably most risky 
fl ight on December 8, 1990, René González 
Sehwerert, the fi rst of the Cuban Five to 
return to his homeland, got infiltrated 
into Florida-based terrorist organisations 
such as Hermanos al Rescate, Movimiento 
Democracia, Partido Unido Nacional 
Democrático y la Fundación Nacional 
Cubano-Americana. In exclusive interview 
with Escambray newspaper and Radio Sancti 
Spiritus, the Cuban anti-terrorist fi ghter 
recalls his life as Cuban State Security agent, 
without putting aside his own personal life.

“If you say it could be tonight, I will fi gure 
out how to go to Havana”, I anxiously said 
when I made the telephone call to request an 
interview with René González Sehwerert. “Call 
us within 10 days,” he answered. Taking into 
consideration his legal condition at the moment, 
it was the appropriate thing to do.

The interview was scheduled to take place 
at the headquarters of the Cuban Institute of 
Friendship with the People (ICAP, in Spanish), 
where he would later on say that returning to 
Cuba without his fellow comrades – Gerardo 
Hernández, Ramón Labañino, Antonio Guerrero 
and Fernando González – was the nightmare of 
his imprisonment.

After having served a 15-year sentence on 
October 7, 2011, Rene was required to complete 
three more years of supervised release. But this 
decision was modifi ed last May 3 by Judge 
Joan Lenard, who accepted his permanent stay 
in Cuba if he renounced his US citizenship. On 
May 9, Gonzalez received the US citizenship 
renouncement certifi cation.

It is a cloudy afternoon. The noises of the 
street can be heard from the large ICAP hall, 
where Rene Gonzalez arrives accompanied by 
his wife Olga Salanueva. She attentively looks 
on at his eyes and watches his hands, which 
he constantly crosses while recalling the few 
years he lived in Chicago, where he was born 
on August 13, 1956.

It is just fragments of memories, he says. 
The family lived near Michigan Lake. He 
remembers the wooden pier on the lake, and 
the trip made to Cuba on board the Guadalupe.

It happened after the mercenary invasion 
to Playa Giron.

“Yes. My parents were members of the Pro 
justo trato a Cuba committee, so they demon-
strated against the invasion. Thus, they faced 
retaliations, and were even victims of aggression 
by right wing-people. After that they decided to 
come to Cuba. We came here in October 1961.

Rene Gonzalez, better known as “Beaver” 
within the State Security bodies – according 
to Brazilian Fernando Morais’s Los últimos 
soldados de la guerra fría (The last soldiers of 
the cold war) – returned to US on December 8, 
1990, after highjacking a plane in San Nicolas 
de Bari, in the present Cuban western province 
of Mayabeque.

Before departing, you left Olga some 
money and the lyrics of a song by Pablito 
Milanes inside a magazine. Was it a coded 
message?

It is a diffi cult thing to leave without 
letting your family know what you’re going 
to do. During all these years, I fulfi lled the 
most diffi cult tasks in Cuba, both of them in 
San Nicolas de Bari: saying no to the Cuban 
Communist Party membership process, and 
highjacking the aircraft. There are things that 

are not assignments, but where feelings are 
involved, leaving the family behind is one of 
them. It is a very hard thing to do. I left Olga 
the money I had saved, and the song inside a 
Bohemia magazine.

How many times did you revise the 
plan to highjack the aircraft that took you 
to Boca Chica, where you arrived almost 
without fuel?

It was not possible for me to check any-
thing. I had to wait for the right moment and 
take advantage of it. And I did so, even when 
I knew the fuel was barely enough to get me 
there. It was probably the most dangerous and 
risky fl ight I’ve ever made.

Upon arrival in Miami, you made a 
statement to the so-called Radio Marti radio 
station saying that after seeing Florida Keys, 
you felt like a real Cristobal Colon. How did 
you manage to play the traitor character, and 
convince public opinion?

I asked myself the question since the very 
moment I was assigned the mission. I don’t 
think anyone could be trained for that. Besides, 
I was all the opposite; I have never been a 
hypocritical person. Then, the key to play such 
a role is the sense of duty, the satisfaction of 
deceiving someone who wants to infl ict harm 
on my people.

I remember when I first met Félix 
Rodríguez, the Cat; it was the same day in which 
Hermanos al Rescate group was created. I had 
been invited by the head of the group called 
CUPA (Cuban Pilots Association) to attend a 
press conference in Miami airport in which the 
group will be launched.

As soon as I arrived in the airport hall, I 
was introduced to Félix Rodríguez. I remem-
bered someone said: “This is the man who 
killed Che”. I don’t know what I really felt. 
I shook hands with him and said: you are the 
one. I got amazed with myself, how could I 
have said that? When I left the place I knew I 
was ready for the task.

Being an intelligence agent might lead to 
an assumption that you had a comfortable 
life. How did you survive during the fi rst 
months from the economic point of view?

I had the help of the many relatives I had 
there. I didn’t have any extra money, but I had 
where to live. I was welcomed by my grand-
mother. I began to work as soon as I arrived 
there, but it was my purpose to get closer to 
aviation people.

Sometime later, I managed to get involved 
in Hermanos al Rescate group. I had to spend 
a lot on licence applications, which is very 
expensive. So, I had to do several different jobs. 
I had a modest life, and moving forward as a 
pilot was always my major goal.

You joined Hermanos al Rescate in 
1991. You fl ew over Havana with Basulto, 
and threw pamphlets. How could you have 
the calm to share the plane cabin with that 
terrorist?

I didn’t go the United States to fi ght people; 
I went there to fi ght against activities against 
Cuba. I went there to warn the country against 
such activities. In such circumstances, one can-
not pay too much attention to personal situations, 
because you get distracted.

You transported journalists from TV 
channels like Univisión who built campaigns 
against Cuba.

In the beginning, Hermanos al Rescate 
was probably one of the best psychological 
war operations ever organised. It used the boat 
people (“balseros”) situation, which was a 

complicated and easy-to-manipulate issue. The 
organisation was founded by Basulto and some 
Bay of Pigs veterans. They had been trained 
by the CIA (Central Intelligence Agency) in 
the 1960s.

At the same time, a sort of euphoria was 
created in Miami around Cuba’s real and unreal 
problems. In such a context, Hermanos al 
Rescate was a very strong tool. Several elements 
got together that allowed them to organise a very 
strong psychological war operation.

As long as the so-called special period got 
worse in Cuba, their hope of an eruption in the 
island rose. What happened around Havana’s 
Malecón in August 1994 was an impulse for 
them. Within this framework, they began to 
organize violent actions.

When the United States and Cuba signed 
the migration agreements in 1994 and 1995, the 
Hermanos al Rescate’s business broke, because 
those who dared to go into the sea would be 
intercepted by the Coast Guard and returned 
to the island. It was then that provocations 
grew bigger, and they tried to create a confl ict 
between Cuba and US.

What concrete missions did you have?
I joined several organisations. Hermanos al 

Rescate was the fi rst I got linked to. It was my 
duty to keep Cuba informed on all that was being 
done concerning the fl eets. Later on, Basulto was 
involved in the acquisition of a Russian fi ghter 
plane (Mig 23), to use in a violent action. He 
also wanted to buy a Czechoslovak military 
training aircraft.

I was also linked to Partido Unido Nacional 
Democrático (PUND), which was responsible 
for the 1992 and 1993 intrusions in the north 
coast of the island, mainly in Varadero and 
Cayo Coco territories. Someone was killed 
by a PUND commando in Caibarien. I was 
involved in the infi ltration activities organised. 
Comando de Liberación Unido was also linked 
to these activities.

I had to fulfi l location tasks as well. Once I 
had to locate certain means owned by a FNCA 
(Fundacion Nacional Cubano-Americana) 
paramilitary group. In the 1990s, I knew about 
Posada Carriles’s location thanks to someone’s 
indiscretion. That was the kind of activities I 
performed.

Why did you cooperate with the Federal 
Bureau of Investigations (FBI) in dismantling 
drug operations?

I dismantled two drug operations. In the 
fi rst place, everyone knows Cuba’s position 
in relation to drugs. But there, drugs play a 
double role, and the money made out of them 
was used to fi nance PUND and the Comando 
de Liberación Unido. Cutting off fi nancial 
sources was like eliminating operations 
against Cuba.

It is diffi cult to assess how many operations 
were not fulfi lled. I remembered that once we 
sent Tony (the Fat One) to prison. He was the 
one who fi nanced PNUND.

Given your intelligence job, how could 
you handle the feeling of being watched?

There are certain intelligence-related 
behaviours that one has to adopt, being always 
alert. A balance must be found between being 
on alert and taking care of yourself, otherwise 
one might be seriously affected.

Amidst that situation, you were deter-
mined to reunite with Olga and Irmita. How 
much did you do for that purpose? It is said 
that you even went to the Capitol.

Several considerations were taken into 
account. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen didn’t have the 

capacity to take Olguita there. It was part of 
the whole scheme. Obviously, it was always 
my priority to reunite with them. We were apart 
for six years, but they could fi nally go there in 
December, 1996.

You went to welcome them in Miami 
airport dressed in a suit, and even carrying 
some fl owers.

The re-encounter had two opposite angles. 
Unfortunately, I had to go there with some 
element who was not very … (Ramón Saúl 
Sánchez, leader of Movimiento Democracia). 
The re-encounter was as if Olguita and I got 
married again. We had been married since 1983. 
So, after six years apart, it was beautiful and 
diffi cult at the same time, due to the adaptation 
Irmita had to go through. But our feeling was 
stronger, and helped us succeed.

Ivette was born from that love. How much 
Gerardo Hernandez, without a child of his 
own, enjoyed Ivette’s birth?

Gerardo was always sensitive about eve-
rything related to family. Before Ivette was 
born, he was waiting for Irmita’s birth. He was 
really attentive with Olguita. We were a family; 
actually, in those circumstances that’s the only 
family you have, the only people you can tell 
everything. Gerardo assumed that role in a very 

René González Sehwerert.

There’s no value in yielding when being lock
convinced of the cause I was fighting for. I 

knowing I was defending human life

Rene Gonzalez: I didn’t Go
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humane way, with an immeasurable capacity to 
love; he was indeed happy with Ivette.

Under what circumstances were you 
arrested on September 12, 1998?

An apprehension in the United States of 
America is a euphemism for assault. They get 
into your house with violence in an attempt to 
paralyse you; that’s the fi rst step to soften you 
up. They (the FBI) started beating down our 
door; in other cases they used a battering ram. 
We lived in a very narrow hall with an iron 
door so it was impossible for them to bring it 
down. When I opened, they entered with guns, 
dropped me on the fl oor while threatening me 
and cuffed me immediately. When Olguita came 
out of the bedroom they threw her against the 
wall. After that, they put me on my feet, asked 
me if I was Rene Gonzalez, and if I belonged to 
Hermanos al Rescate. They got me out of home 
that Saturday and took me to prison.

How would you describe the fi rst days 
in jail?

The fi rst days are terrible. Besides, our 
case was different from the common practice 
in which they take you to an admission area, 
give you clothes, explain how prison works 
and provide you with a telephone call. We were 
given a special treatment; in military terms this 

is known as golpe y estupor (hit and stupor), 
that means you are violently apprehended, then, 
they take you to the FBI to see if you declare 
guilty or not, or if you cooperate. After that, 
they put you in the “hole” so you start think-
ing about what comes next. Those are days in 
which you can’t get to sleep; they didn’t even 
give us a sheet.

At that time, your future is decided. If you 
choose not to chicken out, then you won’t do 
it later. We decided right there we were not 
pulling out.

Those were diffi cult days until Monday. It is 
all well staged: they have you alone with your 
thoughts on Saturday and Sunday, without shav-
ing, without brushing your teeth; on Monday 
they dress you as a clown and take you to Court. 
They walk you down the corridor, and you see 
all the people, full of hatred, watching you 
chained, bearded, with a cadaveric look, and, 
then also, there is the concern for your family, 
all the time in your head.

I was lucky; when I was taken from the 
elevator and they escorted me to the room full of 
people, and I was looking for my family, I sud-
denly heard someone shouting out: “Daddy!!!”, 
so I look and see Irmita giving me a thumbs 
up. From that moment on I breathed again and 

said to myself: this air will fi ll me till this ends, 
and it still lasts.

What do you hold on to for not betray-
ing, as some other members of the Cuban 
network did?

I hold on to the most basic thing ever: 
human dignity; I believe in the value of human 
dignity. The process showed there are some 
people who don’t believe in that. We all proclaim 
it, but in conditions like those, you get to know 
who is really attached to that quality. The Five 
believe in human values. If these exist, I don’t 
see why a person must give in to violence.

There’s no value in yielding when being 
locked up or subjected to cruel treatment. I was 
convinced of the cause I was fi ghting for. I was 
quite aware of what my mission was, knowing I 
was defending human life, and that I was dealt 
with unfairly.

You add all that, and also their behaviour. 
You see them lying to the judge, blackmailing 
witnesses, tricking the Court and mocking 
the main authority’s orders, and then you ask 
yourself: to what extent can they lower them-
selves?, and then you realise you can’t just 
give in to them.

You were incarcerated in Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina and Florida. How did you 
manage to get respected in such a hostile 
environment?

In the case of the US penitentiary system, 
going to trial gives you a lot of respect; almost 
no one goes to trial. People are afraid of the 
process; the system is organised in a way that 
all who goes fi nally loses. Lawyers talk you out 
of going, and encourage you to cooperate with 
the district attorney, and by cooperate they mean 
that you betray someone. When you face trial, 
you stand up against the government.

People respect you very much for that; 
besides, they assume you won’t turn them in. 
Your attitude is also key; if you treat people 
well, they generally pay you back. You need 
to relate to persons with positive and construc-
tive characters, avoid games, debts and getting 
involved with gangs.

Letters help pretty much also. The people 
notice you get many letters from different coun-
tries and they come and ask you for stamps. The 
Cuban stamps were great; they would say: “look, 
this guy is on a stamp”. Even guards asked me 
to sign them on the sly.

Did you have any special cellmate?
I had a lot of cellmates. I remember one 

rapper who was with me (in Marianna, Florida) 
who got so involved with the case that one day 
he got a t-shirt, and painted, along with Rody 
(Rodolfo Rodríguez), the symbol of the Five. He 
even sang a rap on us and things got messy there.

Rody is a unique example: a Cuban with a 
long history since he was a kid, which included 
even violence; however, when he met me he 
began to change his ideas about Cuba, the 
Revolution and Fidel; he ended up being more 
communist than me.

There was also a white supermax prisoner, 
with a past of violence, a dysfunctional child-
hood, who even ended up with the skinheads, 
and assaulting banks. He had been reconsid-
ering when he was lucky to be my cellmate; 
he approached me, refl ected with me and got 
politicised. So, I can say that generally most of 
the inmates respected each other.

Olga became the centre of the family, 
being mother and father at the same time; 
nevertheless, you contributed as well.

I have to be honest; Olguita had the control 
of the home. I don’t like leading people from the 

distance. I trusted Olguita; my role was to do it 
fi ne where I was. It always felt it important to 
let them know I was okay, as it was for me to 
know they were doing well. Olguita knew what 
she had to do, and she did it great, for instance 
when being with the girls, giving them advice. 
They have always been open with me. I’m 
not a grumpy dad. I think I’m a good father, 
a good friend.

What did Rene do to fi ght the depression 
that affects all human beings, especially when 
being locked up?

I coined a phrase that people used to laugh 
about; when I was asked in the morning: “How 
are you?”, I’d say: “I’m always okay”, so people 
approached me and said “I know you are okay”. 
I don’t know how to explain it; you have to 
fi ght the bad feelings. There are some days in 
which the anxiety is bigger, and you need to 
get to know it and cool off a bit.

I devoted myself to physical exercise, 
reading, studying. For me it was crucial not to 
be aware of time; time won’t kill me, I said to 
myself, and it worked: I never got depressed.

When did you most think about your 
parents?

One thinks of the family everyday; I had a 
small mural with family pictures. For example, 
I remember the day of the allegations. When I 
stood in front of the judge and pierced her with 
my eyes to state some facts, I took my belt from 
behind and lifted it, as if saying, here I go. My 
old man immediately came to mind; it was one 
of his gestures, one I inherited. At that age you 
don’t think: mum and dad are doing this. I’m 
already toughened up; but what they taught you, 
that you take with you everyday, every hour, 
and it helps you survive.

Could you sleep the night of October 6 
to 7, 2011, when you came out of Marianna 
prison?

Yes, I could. In jail you can’t have that, 
that they take your sleep away from you. That 
night they bothered me a little; they put me in 
the hole, not because I did something wrong, 
but because we had already arranged that I got 
out earlier to avoid media; they knew there were 
some security considerations. They took me 
from my cell without warning and led me to the 
hole. I couldn’t say goodbye to the people. My 
plans were to get up early, shave, dress nicely; 
anyway, I did sleep.

“Rene Back in Homeland”, read some of 
the most important headlines in Cuba on March 
30, 2012. He was on the island on a family and 
private visit: his brother Roberto, member of 
the Five defence team, was seriously ill. “My 
brother for life”, said Rene in a letter dated 
February which closes with a moving phrase: 
Breathe, brother, breathe!!

The supervised release ordered his return to 
Florida. “Having to go back was tough; I had 
to adapt myself again”, Rene would say later.

As if it was not enough, he lost his father 
on April 1. The pain brings the son again to 
Cuba where he negotiated his renunciation of 
the American citizenship.

By the way, when are you taking Olga 
to the movies? The day you skyjacked you 
promised her that gift for the night.

“It’s true; today we were talking about that; 
but I won’t tell the media (knowing smile). If 
so ...”.

The evening in Havana fi lls with clouds and 
lightning. After turning my recorder off, heavy 
rain covers the Vedado. “It will be diffi cult for 
him to get her to see any fi lm today”, I told 
myself when I was in the street. 

Magazine

ked up or subjected to cruel treatment. I was 
was quite aware of what my mission was, 
e, and that I was dealt with unfairly.

o to US to Fight People
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Pratap Chatterjee

Executives at one of Ireland’s 
biggest banks laughed and joked 
about how they were going to fool 
the Central Bank into bailing them 
out, according to a tape recording 
obtained by the Irish Independent. 
The failure of Anglo Irish Bank 
is eventually expected to cost the 
taxpayer €30 billion.

“If they (Central Bank) saw the 
enormity of it up front, they might 
decide they have a choice. You know 
what I mean?” John Bowe, a senior 
negotiator for the bank is heard telling 
his colleague, Peter Fitzgerald in late 
September 2008. “They might say the 
cost to the taxpayer is too high ... if 
it doesn’t look too big at the outset 
... if it looks big, big enough to be 
important, but not too big that it kind 
of spoils everything, then, then I think 
you have a chance. So I think it can 
creep up.”

Bowe and Fitzgerald agreed to 
ask for €7 billion to start with.

Anglo Irish Bank, a local property 
fi nance bank, was founded in 1964 
and gained a reputation for lending 
quickly for risky projects at a higher 
rate of interest. As one of the younger 
banks, it took a long time to expand, 
but when Ireland joined the euro in 
1999, Anglo did a roaring trade as 
investors fl ocked to the country eager 
to set up offi ces to take advantage of 
the low tax rates.

Dublin was also famous for its 
light touch fi nancial regulation where 
offi cials basically accepted reports 
at face value. As the building frenzy 
intensifi ed, with nobody to check 
the books, Anglo Irish abandoned 
all caution and started to accept one 
mortgaged property as collateral for 
the next.

By 2006, a quarter of Ireland’s 
working population were working in 
the construction industry and lending 
to the sector added up to 28 percent of 
all lending (compared to eight percent 
in the rest of Europe). Ireland was 
building over seven times as many 
houses as the UK and prices had risen 
fi ve fold over 1994.

“Competitiveness didn’t mat-
ter,” Morgan Kelly, an economist 
at University College Dublin told 

Vanity Fair. “From now on we were 
going to get rich building houses for 
each other.”

When Lehman Brothers collapsed 
in September 2008, banks around the 
world simply stopped lending. With 
no speculative money to fi nance the 
building spree, the Irish economy 
went up in smoke.

The new Anglo Irish headquarters 
that was being built was abandoned 
as were hundreds of other projects 
to the tune of 100,000 housing units. 
The Economist described the “ghost” 
estates left behind as “an apocalyp-
tic sight … Rubble and rubbish lie 
everywhere. With wind howling and 
rain lashing, it is easy to imagine that 
you are gazing on the ruins of a failed 
civilisation. And in a way you are.”

The Irish government scrambled 
to assure the public that they would 
guarantee the banks but this made 
people even angrier. “Our Future 
Killed by Wanker Bankers and Stupid 
Politicians” screamed a headline in 
the Irish Daily Star. “Greedy, Rotten, 
Liars” exclaimed another headline in 
the Daily Mirror.

Politicians were reluctant to 
investigate anything at the time. The 
release of these tapes almost fi ve 
years later, however, has sparked 
demands for parliamentary inquiries 
into what really happened during the 
boom years.

“People must be prosecuted for 
their roles in collapsing the Irish 
economy,” Pearse Doherty, Sinn Féin 
fi nance spokesman, told the Financial 
Times.

“What these tapes demonstrate 
very clearly is the need for a com-
prehensive inquiry into the banking 
crisis,” added Michael McGrath, 
fi nance spokesman for Fianna Fáil, 
one of the opposition parties. “The 
government has so far failed to initi-
ate any form of inquiry, but ministers 
have talked many, many times about 
their desire to inquire into the ‘night 
of the bank guarantee’.”

Ironically Fianna Fáil led the 
coalition governments that ran Ireland 
from 1994 to 2011, the time period 
that Anglo Irish Bank boomed expo-
nentially before it went bust.
globalresearch.ca 

Billion euro bail out scam

120,000 workers protesting against government proposals, February this year.

Stop PepsiCo’s 
brutal attack

Counter strike: Thousands of 
Post Offi ce staff walk out

Workers who are members of 
the Indian National Trade Union 
Congress (INTUC) at West Bengal 
warehouses exclusively contracted 
by PepsiCo are fi ghting for fairness 
and justice in the face of mass 
dismissals as a result of exercis-
ing their right to join a union: 
162 workers out of 170 have been 
brutally fi red.

The company was offi cially 
informed about workers joining 
a union after the workers submit-
ted documents for registering their 
union on February 27, 2013. The 
management immediately started 
to threaten the workers with dis-
missal if they insisted on forming 
the union. PepsiCo India manag-
ers hired some local union-busting 
thugs who assaulted the work-
ers and the company dismissed 
50 workers as a fi rst reaction to 
unionisation.

In response to these attacks the 
union reacted by going on a one-
day warning strike from midnight 

of April 29, 2013. Workers along 
with the union leaders made a 
police complaint about coordinated 
threats and assaults by manage-
ment but no action was taken by the 
police no doubt heavily infl uenced 
by PepsiCo management. After 
this incident, management fi red a 
further 112 workers without any 
notice and recruited new workers as 
replacements.

In addition to denying these 
basic rights PepsiCo is also com-
plicit in the use of labour contrac-
tors that are not offi cially licensed 
(something that is mandatory). 
Workers are therefore not paid the 
current minimum wages set since 
January 1 this year and no social 
security payments are made for 
them as required by law.

A public action at the ILP 
cricket match on May 26 criticised 
PepsiCo’s role in the mass termina-
tion of workers and human rights 
abuses at the warehouses contracted 
by PepsiCo. 

Peter Lazenby 

Thousands of staff at Britain’s 
Crown Post Offi ces went on strike 
last week in protest at privatisa-
tion, closures, threats to jobs and 
a damaging pay freeze. 

The 24-hour strike by up to 
4,000 Crown Post Offi ce staff, 
backed by an 88 percent Yes vote, 
is their seventh in three months – 
and the Communication Workers’ 
Union (CWU) says their struggle is 
gaining increasing public backing. 

The union said that during 
strike action the week before more 
than 30 shops in Whitstable in Kent 
closed in support, and across the 
country tens of thousands of people 
have signed petitions against the 
closures.

Britain has 371 Crown Post 
Offi ces, which are directly owned 
and managed by Post Offi ce Ltd. 
They are the larger offi ces, normal-
ly in town and city centres.

CWU describes them as the 
“powerhouse” of the Post Offi ce 
network. The offi ces represent only 
3 percent of the Post Offi ce estate 

but handle 40 percent of its fi nan-
cial services and 20 percent of its 
customers.

The government plans to close 
or privatise 74 of the biggest Crown 
offi ces, threatening hundreds of 
jobs.

In addition staff have suffered 
a two-year pay freeze – while top 
bosses recently shared millions in 
bonuses. CWU deputy general sec-
retary Dave Ward said: “With the 
news that Post Offi ce bosses shared 
£15.4 million in bonuses, their 
plans to close offi ces, cut jobs and 
refuse to agree a pay rise for Crown 
offi ce staff is unbelievable.

“They’re lavishing bonuses at 
the top while slashing jobs, services 
and pay for frontline staff. It’s bla-
tant fat-cat behaviour from a man-
agement which is out of touch with 
its workforce.

“Post Offi ce staff, customers 
and communities are continuing 
to stand up for the local Crown 
post offi ce services they value so 
highly. The support continues to be 
enormous. Bosses cannot keep their 
heads in the sand forever.

“We fi rmly believe this dispute 
can be resolved in a way that pro-
tects services and rewards staff for 
their ongoing dedication and serv-
ice. We call again on the company 
to take this dispute seriously at the 
highest level.

“This [is] the seventh round 
of strike action demonstrating that 
it will not simply disappear. Key 
issues of services, jobs and pay are 
too big to be ignored.”

Mr Ward said the proposed 
closures would cost 1,500 jobs and 
accused Post Offi ce bosses of using 
money intended for investment to 
fund redundancies instead.

The Post Offi ce announced 
half-year profi ts of £61 million last 
September. 

The action comes against a 
background of increasing industrial 
unrest and resistance to the coali-
tion government.

In addition, tens of thousands 
of teachers took strike action in 
north-west England as civil servants 
mounted protests across the country 
in defence of their jobs.
Morning Star 

Universal healthcare

Socialism in practise

Education

Food security

Global social justice

Agricultural sustainability

Join the Cuba BrigadeJoin the Cuba Brigade
Be more than a touristBe more than a tourist

December 29, 2013 – January 20, 2014

www.cubabrigade.org.au



Guardian July 3, 2013  9

Emile Schepers

All last week, major Brazilian cities 
were the sites of massive youth 
protests. Although President Dilma 
Rousseff expressed sympathy with 
some of the grievances, promised 
wide ranging reforms, and reaf-
fi rmed the right of the Brazilian 
people to protest, there were also 
indications of efforts of right-wing 
activists as well as criminal ele-
ments trying to use the protests as 
cover for their agendas.

The demonstrations started on 
June 11 in São Paulo, as protests 
against an increase in bus and train 
fares. There was a heavy handed 
police response. Protests quickly 
spread to Rio de Janeiro and many 
other cities. Protesters began to raise 
many other issues, including the large 
amount of money that is being spent 
on preparations for the FIFA soccer 
World Cup, which will be hosted by 
Brazil next year, corruption, and dis-
satisfaction with the functioning of 
many institutions of Brazilian society, 
including schools and health care.

Although the initial crowds 
of protesters were mostly middle 
income and white, and thus not very 
representative of her own work-
ing class and multi-racial political 
base, President Rousseff of the left 
wing Workers’ Party (Partido dos 
Trabalhadores) expressed sympathy 
with the demonstrators, saying that 
such demonstrations show a healthy 
level of concern and a desire of 
ordinary Brazilian citizens to be 
included in political and societal 

decisions at all levels. The Brazilian 
left, including the two communist 
parties (the Communist Party of 
Brazil or PC do B, and the Brazilian 
Communist Party or PCB, both 
announced support for the movement.

On Friday June 21, there was a 
meeting in São Paulo of 76 impor-
tant left wing and labour groupings, 
including the two communist parties, 
Rousseff’s own Workers’ Party, the 
Central Union of Workers (CUT) 
which is Brazil’s main trade union 
federation, the National Union of 
Students, the Brazilian Socialist 
Party and others. The purpose of the 
meeting was to come to an agree-
ment on a broad agenda for change 
to be included in the demands of 
the demonstrations. The head of the 
Communist Party of Brazil in São 
Paulo State, Orlando Silva, said that 

the left should raise issues of hous-
ing, agrarian reform, and call for 10 
percent of the GDP of the country to 
go for improving education.

Rousseff herself is a fi gure of the 
left, who spent time in prison and was 
tortured during the 1970s for par-
ticipating in a guerrilla movement to 
oust the military dictatorship that had 
overthrown the leftist president, João 
Goulart, in 1964. She was elected in 
2010, succeeding Luiz Inaciio Lula 
da Silva, a former union activist 
from the Workers’ Party. Rousseff’s 
major focus has been on reducing 
extreme poverty in Brazil, through 
various programs such as the Bolsa 
Familiar (Family Purse), which makes 
direct cash transfers to poor families 
in exchange for their cooperation in 
keeping their children in school and 
up to date on immunisations. Under 
Lula and Rousseff, this program 
has pulled more than 36 million of 
Brazil’s 200 million people out of 
extreme poverty, and the president 
announced an expansion of the 
program in February of this year. 
Rousseff has been expected to be 
easily re-elected in 2014.

But there have been diffi culties. 

Growth of the Brazilian economy 
has been slow for the last two years. 
President Lula da Silva’s Workers’ 
Party had, by itself or in combination 
with other left parties, no majority 
in the 513 seat Chamber of Deputies 
or the 81 seat Senate, and so had to 
govern through coalition arrangements 
with shaky partners who did not share 
the ideology of the president. With 
Rousseff’s election came an expan-
sion of the parliamentary left, but 
not enough for the president to get 
progressive legislation passed easily.

The Workers’ Party is also a very 
heterogeneous social-democratic 
formation, which has had its share 
of corruption scandals and political 
splits. Finally, the federal structure of 
the Brazilian government has meant 
that many of the state institutions and 
policies about which the protesters 
are complaining are not controlled 
by the federal government but by 
local politicians from parties not in 
Rousseff’s coalition. An example 
is Rio de Janeiro, whose mayor is 
not in sympathy with the president’s 
program.

As the demonstrations continued, 
with the participation of at least a 

million people nationwide, some 
right wing and even fascist tendencies 
began to show their faces.

Members of left groups who tried 
to display their banners and plac-
ards were attacked in some places. 
Criminal elements had also infi ltrated 
the crowds and some violence and 
looting began to occur, notably an 
attempt to break into the Foreign 
Ministry building in the capital, 
Brasilia.

The fare increases in São Paulo 
and Rio de Janeiro were rescinded. 
President Rousseff spoke to the nation 
proposing a three point program: The 
hiring of more doctors from overseas 
to improve the health care system, 
passage of a bill now in parliament 
which would dedicate all the state’s 
revenues from oil into the school sys-
tem, and a general increase of federal 
government’s actions to problems of 
corruption and ineffi ciency in the 
country’s institutions. However, she 
defended the participation of Brazil in 
the World Cup, saying that the costs 
would be borne by private companies 
and that the Brazilian economy would 
benefi t from the activities.
People’s World 
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Brazil protests: 
some background

Demonstrators protest against the government in Sao Paulo June 14, 2013.

Protesters tell 
Obama: You’re 
not welcome Biggest protest 

in Egypt’s history
Hundreds of people marched to the 
US embassy in South Africa last 
week protesting against President 
Barack Obama’s visit to the coun-
try. The nearly 1,000 communists, 
trade unionists and students had 
a litany of complaints, from US 
policy on Cuba and Palestine to 
Mr Obama’s continued support 
for imperialist wars and failure 
to improve the lot of black people 
in the US.

“I celebrated with my friends 
and comrades when Obama won 
the elections in 2008,” Young 
Communist League national secre-
tary Buti Manamela told the rally. 
“We were all happy and merry. We 
thought that US global domination 
and military might have reached its 
end.

“But no. We had yet again a 
president who was more loyal to 
those who put the Benjamins (dol-
lars) in his election funds than those 
who put the ballot in his name.”

Protesters carried signs reading: 
“No, You Can’t Obama” a reference 
to the misleading “Yes We Can” 
campaign of his fi rst election. Mr 
Obama got a jot of good news as 
a court ruled that he wouldn’t be 
arrested for war crimes.

The North Gautend High Court 
decided that the Muslim Lawyers 

Association request to have him 
arrested wasn’t urgent, so it will be 
heard in an ordinary court in a few 
months’ time.

The association pointed out 
that the allegations of war crimes 
relating to the US drone program 
and Guantanamo Bay prison camp 
remain untested. 

Mr Obama said in Senegal 
that ailing anti-apartheid icon 
Nelson Mandela was a “personal 
hero” whose “legacy will linger 
through the ages.” But protesters 
were shocked at the president’s 
arrogance.

“Mandela valued human life. 
Mandela would condemn drone 
attacks and civilian deaths, Mandela 
cannot be his hero, he cannot be on 
that list,” protester Yousha Tayob 
told Reuters.

Mr Obama’s African trip, 
intended to shore up US interests 
in a region increasingly turning to 
China, was overshadowed by the ill 
health of the former president affec-
tionately known as Madiba.

His ex-wife Winnie Madikizela-
Mandela said the national hero had 
made “a great improvement” in 
recent days. But she said he was 
“clinically” still unwell. 
Morning Star 

As the Guardian goes to press, massive anti-government protests were sweeping across Egypt. Full report next issue.
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In the 1950s, the tabloids and magazines 
like Reader’s Digest regularly regaled their 
readers with lurid tales of the lengths their 
foreign correspondents in Moscow had to 
go to keep their conversations safe from the 
listening devices of the evil KGB. A favourite 
technique was to go into the bathroom and 
turn on the tap while talking.

Spying these days is far more sophisticated, 
but people are still busy “listening in”.

Even as the US authorities try to silence 
whistleblowers by throwing them into the 
hell-holes known as Marine Brigs, still more 
conscience-stricken US citizens are blowing the 
gaff on their government’s record of surveillance 
over and spying on the legal activities of its 
own people.

And now another US whistleblower has 
embarrassed the White House by revealing 
that the US National Security Agency has been 
hacking mobile phone text messages in China. 
It also accessed computers at the Hong Kong 
headquarters of Pacnet, which according to the 
South China Morning Post owns one of the 
most extensive fi bre-optic submarine cables 
in the region.

This should prove a wee bit embarrassing 
for US Pres Barack Obama who only a couple 
of weeks ago was on his high horse trying 
to embarrass China’s President Xi Jinping 
about alleged Chinese cyber attacks on US 
companies.

Then it was Britain’s turn to put the boot 
into the NSA. With the help of whistle blower 
Edward Snowden, the respected British 
bourgeois newspaper The Guardian decided to 

expose the electronic snooping carried out by 
the same National Security Agency under the 
code name, the Prism Program. Prism is mind-
boggling in its scope: with the full cooperation 
of the corporations involved, it can access all 
the data of the giant Internet companies. 

Much of this data comes from seemingly 
innocuous sources. For instance, Microsoft’s 
gaming console X-Box One. Microsoft still 
trumpets the slogan “Your privacy is our 
priority”, but leaked information about Prism 
revealed that X-Box One includes the program 
Kinect 2.0. This little gem measures everything 
about the person using it from motion to heart-
rate and sends that information to Microsoft 
servers every 24 hours. The ostensible reason 
for this is to stop gamers from selling a game 
on to other users after they have fi nished with it.

The more likely reason, however, is that – 
like Facebook – the data collected by Kinect 
2.0 can be very profi tably sold on to product 
marketers and the advertising industry, besides 
giving government snoopers unrivalled access 
to personal data about millions of individuals.

However, imperialist governments don’t just 
spy on their own people. Turkey is one of several 
countries demanding answers from the British 
government over revelations from another 
whistleblower that British security agencies used 
the 2009 G20 summit meeting in London to spy 
on foreign government delegations attending it.

The whistleblower revealed that Turkey’s 
delegates for example had their computers 
monitored and their phones tracked. Turkey 
is demanding answers. South Africa has 
condemned the “abuse of privacy” and a 

senior Russian politician has described it as a 
“scandal”.

The people attending the recent G8 
summit in Northern Ireland also attended 
the G20 summit. I’ll bet there were a lot of 
conversations conducted in bathrooms with 
the taps running!

The standard response to revelations like 
Prism and the G20 whistleblower is to “Deny 
– deny – deny!” But sometimes that just doesn’t 
cut it. And the Prism revelations in particular 
fall into that unfortunate category. So the US 
hotshots brought in a big gun to deal with the 
matter: they called up former Vice President 
Dick Cheney to attempt to justify such illicit 
“data collecting”. Yes, you heard me right: Dick 
Cheney, probably the least trustworthy man in 
the history of Washington after Richard Nixon.

Cheney’s brief is simple: to “reveal” to the 
American people details of dozens of “terror 
plots” supposedly thwarted thanks to illegal 
snooping. Democratic rights, 50 years ago the 
cornerstone of the “American way of life”, are 
now effectively dead and buried on the altar of 
government need.

And while on the subject of the top 
capitalist country, did you see the news report 
about the plight of the city of Detroit? Once 
the automobile capital of the world, its name 
synonymous with the car and truck industry, 
today Detroit is a city sunk deeply in debt, debt 
it cannot pay. In fact, the city has announced 
it is about to default on a US$2.5 billion debt, 
and is asking its secured creditors to accept ten 

cents in the dollar in a bid to avoid the largest 
municipal bankruptcy fi ling in US history.

Detroit is so hard up that the city’s 
Emergency Manager, Kevyn Orr, has announced 
that the city will stop paying any money to its 
unsecured creditors, in a bid to “conserve cash” 
for vital services like police and fi re-fi ghters.

At the same time Orr is warning that he will 
have to cut present and future pension benefi ts 
and health care, and hand control of the city’s 
water and sewerage to private contractors.

And capitalists still like to brag about how 
great their system is!

Meanwhile Russia is moving to create 
its own Mediterranean Fleet to help protect 
independent states in the region from US 
military intervention. It is understood that Russia 
has offered fi nancial assistance to cash-strapped 
Cyprus in return for a military base there, in 
case its base in Syria becomes untenable (if 
NATO and its “rebels” succeed in overthrowing 
President Assad’s government for example).

From 1967 until 1992, the Soviet 5th 
Mediterranean Fleet operated in the region 
with 30–50 ships, but under Gorbachev Russia 
steadily withdrew and gave the US virtually a 
free hand in the area. The new Russian fl eet 
planned for the Med will have about a dozen 
ships and submarines. Mistral helicopter carriers 
that Russia has purchased from France, and 
which will start arriving in 2015, are also 
expected to be deployed there. The Mistrals 
are ideal for long-term command operations at 
sea and one of them may become the command 
ship of the Russian Federation Mediterranean 
fl eet. 

Letters / Culture & Life

Of recycled PMs and 
war criminals

Many people are into recycling 
in a big way. Nothing wrong with 
that, quite the contrary. However 
recycled politicians are another 
matter altogether.

I am not talking about Kevin 
Rudd here – he may have classifi ed 
himself as “unfi nished business”. My 
attention was drawn to a tiny article 
in the Sydney Morning Herald about 
awarding former prime minister John 
Howard an honorary doctorate at the 
University of New South Wales.

“John Howard’s accomplish-
ments as prime minister are many 
and enduring and it is fi tting that we 
confer on him the University’s highest 
honour,” said Professor Fred Hilmer, 
the University’s Vice-Chancellor.

Fancy that!
Many people, myself included, 

consider John Howard’s “accomplish-
ments” worthy of an appearance as a 
war criminal before the International 
Court of Justice for taking Australia 
into illegal war against Iraq. His 
domestic ‘accomplishments’ in smash-
ing and bashing trade unions are 
well-known as well. It is not a very 
wise move by a university to keep on 
promoting somebody who belongs in 
the dust bin of history – some things 
are best not recycled.

Mati English
Sydney

SA Budget uncertainty

Premier Weatherill’s state budg-
et seems almost temporary 
under the spectre of huge cuts 
under a Federal Abbott Liberal 
government.

I have serious concerns that many 
of the positive initiatives announced 
in the budget for reductions in pay-
roll tax, increased funding for social 
housing, funding for the APY lands 
and Road Safety will not survive 
adjustments needed after the federal 
election in September.

There will clearly be a need for a 
mini-budget later in the year after the 
federal election and before the next 
state election in March 2014.

Once the implications of the 
federal election are fully known the 

story for South Australians may be 
very different. We live under a shadow 
of funding uncertainty at the moment 
and that is not good for anyone.

This budget can’t be relied on to 
stick. The Premier will be back again 
with a mini-budget later in the year.

I was appalled that the environ-
ment has again become the punching 
bag in this year’s state budget.

Disproportionate cuts to the 
Department of Environment, Water 
and Natural Resources (DEWNR) 
– with 288 jobs to be slashed – will 
seriously compromise the DEWNR’s 
ability to adequately resource the 
programs that look after the state’s 
environment. With climate change not 
mentioned in the treasurer’s speech 
and the environment only receiving 
a brief reference in relation to EPA 
funding, the environment has been 
the biggest loser.

With Marine Parks the highlight 
of the government’s PR offensive 
over the last year, the failure to 
allocate specifi c funding for buyout 
of displaced effort is disappointing.

Funding commitments to 
Naturelinks, the foundation of the 
state’s landscape scale conservation 
strategy, is also conspicuous by its 
absence. The continual erosion of 
funding for the environment puts our 
clean and green future at risk.

Mark Parnell
Greens MLC
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Vive the 
whistleblowers!

Rob Gowland
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Sunday July 7 –
Saturday July 13

This week’s episode of Grand 
Designs (ABC1 Sunday July 

7 at 7.30pm) is notable for being the 
100th episode of this odd series about 
(usually) ultra posh houses, and for 
being in this instance about a con-
verted water tower. But the building 
is so complex that it is more expensive 
than most purpose-built posh houses. 
The resultant house is an odd, and 
decidedly vertical structure but from 
the top, there are views to die for. 
What some middle class poms will 
do to avoid commuting!

Way back in the 1950s, I 
remember reading a hor-

rifi c account in The Readers’ Digest 
of life in a Russian “gulag”. The 
wretched inmates, dressed in fl imsy 
cotton shirts and trousers, somehow 
endured typical Russian winters with 
no heating in their huts, surviving on 
rations that would have been deemed 
inadequate by a Nazi Death camp 
guard.

This farrago of Cold War propa-
ganda nonsense was presented as 
“true” because it was allegedly an 
actual fi rst-person account by some-
one who had “escaped” and with great 
diffi culty made his way to the West 
and Freedom.

The story was grossly overdone 
(horror was piled on horror) to such 
an extent that only the very dumb and 
the very gullible could possibly fall 
for it. But that was exactly the audi-
ence Readers’ Digest was ailing for, 
so that was not a problem.

It is an instructive pointer to the 
further, desperate, rightward shift by 
imperialist governments, especially 
the US government; that they believe 
now is the right time to revive this 
form of strident hate-fi lled propa-
ganda. They are preparing people for 
more war, especially on the Korean 
Peninsular.

And so, up pops a clone of that 
Readers’ Digest piece, but now it’s an 
eye-witness account of life (and death, 
of course) in a North Korean re-
education camp. The fi lm is Camp 14: 
Total Control Zone (ABC2 Sunday 
July 7 at 8.30pm) and is based on a 
book by Blaine Harden, former East 
Asia and Eastern Europe bureau chief 
for The Washington Post – in other 
words a US intelligence agent.

The book is supposedly the result 
of hours of interviews with the North 
Korean escapee, and is a best-seller 
in the US. But what it really is can 
be gauged by the on-line responses 
it provokes amongst outraged 
Americans: “North Korea has killed, 
tortured, raped, worked and starved 
to death, performed sick experiments 
on a far greater number of people 
than the Nazis did”, and “I would 
most defi nitely support invading the 
country. And I don’t take that decision 
lightly. … If a country and its entire 
leadership is systematically torturing, 
raping, murdering killing infants, 
I don’t much care about anything 
except making it stop.”

What’s really disturbing about 
this piece of outrageous propaganda, 
is that it is running in the ABC’s 
showcase documentary slot, Sunday 
Best. Talk about sucking up to our 
great and powerful ally! 

A far more intelligent program 
is Professor Brian Cox’s lat-

est series, Wonders Of Life (ABC1 
Thursdays at 8.30pm), in which the 
youthful physicist turns his attention 
to the role of physics in natural his-
tory. In some of his earlier documen-
tary series, Professor Cox has had 
a bit of trouble getting down to the 
layman’s level, but judging by this 
week’s episode, he’s more or less got 
on top of that problem now.

The series started a couple of 

weeks ago and this week we have 
episode three, which considers the 
vital question of why there is such 
amazing diversity of species on our 
planet, and how can natural selection 
account for it all?

Cox uses cosmology to explain 
how life arose on Earth and the physi-
cal properties of the carbon atom to 
explain how life was able to develop 
at all. Travelling to the island of 
Madagascar, Cox looks at the differ-
ent ways the lemurs isolated on the 
island evolved in the absence of other 
primates, notably chimps and humans.

One thing is certain: we may 
never meet our cosmic neighbours, 
but we cannot possibly be alone in 
the universe. This series may tax 
the capacity of those of us who are 
not scientifi c but make the effort to 
keep up. The series repays the effort 
very much: it is both fascinating and 
thought-provoking.

Next week, the program travels 

to Australia where Professor Cox 
demonstrates how size determines 
the nature of life.

Your average crime drama 
goes from discovery of the 

body to dénouement in the space of 
one hour. If the crime is complex or 
the drama intense, then we may use 
up an entire double episode on the one 
crime. But only occasionally does a 
whole series get devoted to solving 
one murder.

Such a series is the eight-part 
Broadchurch (ABC1 Fridays at 
9.20pm from July 12), which begins 
with the slow realisation that a child 
is missing, and then develops into 
a fi nely detailed drama about the 
various repercussions that ensue. The 
drama is complicated by the assigning 
of the case to a DI new to the district, 
confl ict (some of it hidden) within the 
dead child’s family, and the effect 
secrets both big and small have on 
the investigation.

The series was written by Chris 
Chibnall, writer of Doctor Who, and 
it is probably no coincidence that DI 
Hardy, the newcomer with a clouded 
past, is played by David Tennant. 
Other actors of note in the series 
are Pauline Quirk as a caravan park 
resident, Olivia Colman as Hardy’s 
resentful DS (she understood she 
was getting the job he’s been given), 
Arthur Darvill as the village vicar, 
and Andrew Buchan as the dead 
child’s father.

I have seen only the fi rst two 
episodes, but so far I’ve found it well 
written, very well acted and most 
importantly, well observed. The scene 
where the child’s mother realises that 
the body on the beach must be her 
son is in such marked contrast to the 
phoney but short-lived hysterics of 
the average US cop show that there 
is no comparison.

This looks like being compelling 
viewing. 
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Another blood bath 
in the name of peace
Felicity Arbuthnot

“Any time bombs are used to 
target innocent civilians it is an 
act of terrorism.”

President Barack Obama, 
April 15, 2013.

Following from the catastrophes 
of Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya, 
President Obama, UK Prime 
Minister Cameron and his Foreign 
Secretary William Hague are 
cheer-leading another bloodbath in 
formerly peaceful, secular, outward 
looking Syria.

Having covertly provided arms 
and equipment to insurgents from 
numerous different countries for over 
two years, they have now moved to 
the overt stage, a move over which 
even arch hawks such as former 
National Security Advisor Zbigniew 
Brzezinski, and former Republican 
Senator Richard Luger, six term 
leader of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, urged caution.

Luger said such action would 
boost extremists, with Brzezinski 
dismissing Obama’s talk of “red lines” 
as thoughtless and risking: “a large-
scale disaster for the United States.”

During Brzezinski’s time as 
National Security Advisor to President 
Jimmy Carter the decision was 
made to fi nance the Mujahideen in 
Afghanistan in response to Soviet 
deployment there. He’s had a bit 
of time to refl ect on blowback and 
perhaps the 2,243 wasted US lives in 
that “graveyard of empires” – so far.

It seems however, the Washington 
and Whitehall regimes remain increas-
ingly disconnected from reality. In 
spite of the plethora of gruesome 
images circulating on the internet of 
grinning terrorists holding up severed 
heads, cannibalising body organs and 
summarily executing, they are to 
provide further arms to insurgency’s 
Hannibal Lecters. This, also regard-
less of the fact that Riad al-Assad, 
founder of the so-called “Free Syrian 
Army” is quoted as saying that sui-
cide bombing is “an integral part of 
revolutionary action, of Free Syrian 
Army action.”

However, Obama and Cameron 
hardly need to arm terrorists. They are 
seemingly doing fi ne, via the US-UK-
NATO last victim: Libya.

It was reported that weapons are 
fl ooding in to Syria from a Libya 
awash with weapons, “with spy chiefs 
saying” that the country has become 
a supermarket “of the world’s illegal 
arms trade.”

“Up to 3,000 surface-to-air mis-
siles (SAMs) have gone missing since 
the confl ict” with more than “one 
million tonnes of weapons belonging 
to Colonel Gaddafi ” looted after his 
terrible death at the hands of NATO’s 
“allies.”

Potentially that is enough SAMs 
to down 3,000 airliners.

The Daily Mail understands that, 

unsecured: “ … there are now more 
weapons in Libya than in the entire 
arsenal of the British Army” according 
to MI6 estimates.

One internet video showed a 
stockpile of SAMs, which can hit an 
aircraft fl ying at 11,000 feet, in the 
hands of the Syrian insurgents. Used 
from airport perimeters anywhere, the 
result could be tragedy.

However, Akhbar Alaan TV 
reports Benghazi has been supply-
ing weapons to the Syrian terrorists 
for “over a year.” With pictures they 
“show the shipments from Libya, via 
Turkey to the Syrian opposition.”

The TV station’s reporter states:
“Their own Libyan revolution 

was supported by NATO … But these 
former Libyan rebels say the world 
is abandoning the Syrian opposition. 
And because of that Benghazi decided 
to act …”

Further:
“All these weapons are donated 

by former rebel units in eastern Libya 
… According to the Libyan organiser 
they also have shipped around 120 
SAM 7 surface to air-missiles to 
Syria.”

Opposition units were, of course, 
aided by US Ambassador to Libya, 
Christopher Stevens, who arrived in a 
cargo ship loaded with arms and was 
murdered with colleagues in Benghazi 
on September 11, 2012.

According to the New York Times, 
Qatari C-17 cargo planes, capable of 
carrying a payload of over 70 tonnes, 
have picked up a weapons shipment at 
least three times this year, which were 
then delivered to the Turkish-Syrian 
border to be handed on to the “rebels”.

British-Libyan arms dealer Abdul 
Basit Haroun – who was a property 
developer in Manchester, UK for 20 
years, until 2011 – has told Reuters 
that weapons are reaching Syria not 
alone by numerous fl ights, but on 
ships, concealed amongst humanitar-
ian aid. Haroun has claimed that the 
authorities know about the shipment: 
“everybody knows.”

Further, Libyan Assembly 
Member Tawfi q Shehabi has said he 
supports the activities of people like 
Haroun, who was a brigade com-
mander in Libya: “After the end of 
the (uprising) he became involved in 
supporting the Syrian revolution … 
he does a good job of supporting the 
Syrian revolution.”

Claims are that permission 
for shipments is sought from and 
sanctioned by, Turkey. The UN has 
criticised Libya for proliferating 
weapons at an “alarming rate” and for 
“enriching the arsenals of a range of 
non-State actors, including terrorist 
groups.”

Reuters interviewed Haroun and 
a reporter was taken to a container of 
weapons being prepared for delivery 
to Syria: “ … stacked with boxes of 
ammunition, rocket launchers and 
various types of light and medium 
weapons.”

Arms are fl own in to “neigh- 

bouring countries on chartered 
fl ights”, several to Jordan as well as 
Turkey: “weapons were then trans-
ferred over the border.”

In Libya, the versatile Mr Haroun 
“helps the government with state 
security, according to interior ministry 
spokesman Majdi al-Ourfi .”

On June 22 the ridiculously 
named, 11 nation “Friends of Syria”, 
meeting in Qatar, agreed to supply 
“all the necessary material” to the 
insurgents. Britain, with the US, is 
of course cheer-leading.

This in spite of warnings from 
such as Charles Lister, analyst at 
HIS – Jane’s Terrorist and Insurgency 
Centre – of the danger that weapons 
“almost invariably end up in the hands 
of” terrorists and extremists, and pos-
sibly even back in Britain.

General Sir Richard Dannatt, the 
former head of the army, said last 
week he was “very much in the camp 
of those who would not wish to be 
involved and intervene in any shape 
or form”, with Major General Julian 
Thompson, who commanded British 
forces in the Falklands War in 1982, 
saying it was: “absolutely ridiculous” 
to contemplate another intervention …
and getting involved with something 
else” whilst still mired in Afghanistan 
after nearly 12 years.

“Our information from Doha says 
that fi ve countries have decided to 
start arming us immediately, and four 
other countries will give us logistical 
and technical support and, at a later 
stage, arm the Free Syrian Army,” a 
spokesman for the opposition fi ghters, 
Loay Al Mikdad, said in an interview 
with Qatar’s Al-Jazeera TV.

Incredibly, with not a glance 
towards legality, the Doha plotters 
“repeated their call for the establish-
ment of a transitional governing body 
to which full executive powers would 
be transferred … Bashar Assad has 
no role in the transitional governing 
body or thereafter.”

However, Syria is a founding 
member of the UN, one of the 50 one 

countries who signed to the Charter 
on June 26, 1945. Member states of 
the United Nations are bound by the 
UN Charter.

Article 2 (4) states:
“All Members shall refrain in 

their international relations from 
the threat or use of force against the 
territorial integrity or political inde-
pendence of any state, or in any other 
manner inconsistent with the Purposes 
of the United Nations.”

Article 2 (1) “The Organisation is 
based on the principle of the sovereign 
equality of all its Members.”

Article 2 (2) “All Members shall 
settle their international disputes by 
peaceful means in such a manner that 
international peace and security, and 
justice, are not endangered.”

Further,  the UN’s 1970 
Declaration on Principles of 
International Law Concerning 
Friendly Relations and Cooperation 
among States directs:

“No state or group of states has 
the right to intervene, directly or 
indirectly, for any reason whatever, 
in the internal or external affairs of 
any other state.

“Consequently, armed interven-
tion and all other forms of interfer-
ence or attempted threats against the 
personality of the state or against 
its political, economic and cultural 
elements are in violation of interna-
tional law.”

Recalling the duty of states to 
refrain in their international relations 
from military, political, economic or 
any other form of coercion aimed 
against the political independence 
or territorial integrity of any state, 
“Considering it essential that all 
states shall refrain in their interna-
tional relations from the threat or 
use of force against the territorial 
integrity or political independence 
of any state, or in any other manner 
inconsistent with the purposes of the 
United Nations.

“In accordance with the purposes 
and principles of the United Nations, 

states have the duty to refrain from 
propaganda for wars of aggression. 
Every State has the duty to refrain 
from organising or encouraging the 
organisation of irregular forces or 
armed bands including mercenaries, 
for incursion into the territory of 
another state.

“Every state has the duty to 
refrain from organising, instigating, 
assisting or participating in acts of 
civil strife or terrorist acts in another 
state or acquiescing in organised 
activities within its territory directed 
towards the commission of such 
acts, when the acts referred to in the 
present paragraph involve a threat or 
use of force.”

Lest we forget 
That Middle East “Peace Envoy” 

Tony Blair, who lied his way in to 
the destruction of Iraq, kissed his 
welcoming host Colonel Gaddafi  
then betrayed worthy of any Judas, 
had also entertained President Assad.

In 2002, when Bashar al Assad 
visited Britain, meeting the Queen, the 
Prince of Wales, and dined with Blair 
at Downing Street, it was considered 
bestowing an honour on the President.

“According to documents, on 
Nov. 14, 2002, a desk offi cer cover-
ing Syria and Lebanon at the Foreign 
and Commonwealth offi ce wrote: 
“You should be aware that President 
Bashar of Syria will visit the UK as 
a guest of government … This will 
include an audience with the queen. 
I have been advised that we need to 
consider whether the queen should 
bestow an honour on him.”

Blair is cheer leading for Syria’s 
destruction.

A spokesperson for Tony Blair 
defended the actions of the govern-
ment under the former PM, stating: 
“Engagement with Syria and Assad 
in 2002 was absolutely right …  Mr. 
Blair has said many times since that 
the situation has changed and Assad 
now has to go.”
globalresearch.ca 
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Children wait to collect water in Aleppo April 2, 2013. Around Syria, water shortages are worsening and supplies are 
sometimes contaminated, putting children at increased risk of diseases. (Photo: Giath Taha)


