
Asylum seeker policies
More people speak out
Peter Mac

The Fijian government has joined the 
United Nations Human Rights Commission 
and many other organisations in vehement 
criticism of the Rudd Government’s decision 
to send all future asylum seekers who arrive 
by boat to Papua New Guinea, and to ban 
them from settlement in Australia.

Increasing numbers of people are coming 
together to protest and speak out as the brutal 
and punitive nature of the policy becomes 
more public.

The policy is causing ructions and potential 
divisions in the region. At the Australian Fiji 
Business Forum in Brisbane at the weekend 
Fiji’s Foreign Minister Ratu Inoke Kubuabola 
was scathing of the government’s plans, calling 
them “high handed and arrogant”. He stated: 
“For an Australian problem you are using a 
Melanesian solution … We demand to have 
our voices heard.”

The government and the federal opposi-
tion have both claimed that their objective is 
to prevent the death of asylum seekers at sea. 
However, the policies and tactics of both will 
infl ict terribly cruel punishments on the asylum 
seekers, and lives will still be lost at sea.

The stated objective of both parties, to 
save lives at sea, could readily be achieved by 
other means. Last week former prime minister 
Malcolm Fraser publicly denounced the policies 
of both parties, called for a Royal Commission 
into the asylum seeker issue. He also recom-
mended that the government should establish 
an agency of the Australian Department of 
Immigration within Indonesia, which would 
invite applications from asylum seekers and 
process them there.

This system was successfully used by the 
Fraser government in the late 1970s to cope 
with the applications of asylum seekers from 
Vietnam. The fact that their applications had 
actually been submitted was suffi cient to deter 
those asylum seekers from boarding leaky boats.

Human rights barrister Julian Burnside has 
also suggested that people who lodged applica-
tions in the transit countries should be given an 
assurance from the government that their cases 
would be given fair consideration.

If for some reason the Indonesian govern-
ment was unwilling to accept the presence of an 
Australian Immigration offi ce, the second part 
of Burnside’s recommendation could also be 
implemented, i.e. to fl y applicants to Australia’s 
mainland detention centres where their applica-
tions would be processed.

The wrong way to go
Neither of the two major parties is willing 

to even open discussions about  alternatives 
to their present vindictive asylum seeker poli-
cies, because both are focused on winning key 
electorates where (they believe) the majority of 
electors are unsympathetic to asylum seekers.

Instead, they have engaged in a series of 
“leap-frog” policy changes in which both have 
portrayed themselves as eager to impose the 
maximum penalty on asylum seekers for the 
unpardonable crime of seeking our help and 
coming here unannounced in leaky boats.

A fortnight ago Prime Minister Kevin Rudd 
announced his “PNG solution”, and launched a 
series of full-page national newspaper advertise-
ments that declared: “If you come here by boat 
without a visa YOU WON’T BE SETTLED IN 
AUSTRALIA”.

Although addressed to asylum seekers, 
the ads were obviously not going to be read 
by them. They were, in fact, a blatant election 
gimmick paid for by Australian taxpayers at 
enormous expense.

Last week, opposition leader Tony Abbott 
initially expressed reluctant admiration for 
the PNG policy, then changed his mind and 
denounced it as inhumane.

In doing so he and other Liberals made a 
number of disparaging references to conditions 
in Papua New Guinea, which led to a sharp 
rebuke from PNG diplomat Charles Lepani. 
The Liberals had already angered the Indonesian 
government by arrogantly proclaiming their 
intention to impose their “turning back the 
boats” policy.

The opposition immigration spokesman 
Scott Morrison has now indicated that 

a Liberal/National coalition government 
would “salvage whatever we can” from the 
Rudd government’s PNG arrangement, i.e. it 
would incorporate the PNG proposal into their 
own policies, along with the highly dangerous 
proposal to force asylum seeker boats back into 
Indonesian waters.

Opportunism blunders 
into reality 

There is no way that the policies of 
Australia’s two major parties will persuade 
asylum seekers to stay in the transit countries. 
At the time of writing, 17 boats have already 
been intercepted and their passengers are en 
route to Manus Island. One boat capsized, with 
the loss of one adult and four children.

Last Friday former PNG Prime Minister 
Sir Michael Somare condemned the PNG 
deal. He commented: “Those people coming 
on boats want to go to Australia, so why send 
them to Papua New Guinea? … It looks as 
though Australia is dumping them into Papua 
New Guinea.”

The Papua New Guinea government has 
signed the UN Refugee Convention, but with 
reservations (i.e. a refusal to commit) concern-
ing the convention’s stipulated standards of 
education and accommodation in the detention 
centres of signatory countries.

For those whose refugee status is confi rmed, 
the outlook is little better than for the detain-
ees. The Papua New Guinea people will not 
appreciate the competition of large numbers of 
newcomers for employment. Accommodation 
is also diffi cult to fi nd, and very expensive, 
because almost all the habitable land is com-
munally owned by local tribes and clans.

If the PNG arrangement is pursued, some 
of the refugees, and possibly the majority, will 
fi nd themselves swelling the ranks of the fringe-
dwellers, the poorest of PNG’s inhabitants.

Continued on page 5
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PRESS FUND 
Last week Jim Morone, visiting professor of political science from 
Brown University in the US, pointed out that approximately half 
of all US bankruptcies are caused because hospital patients can’t 
pay their bills and are taken to court by the hospital authorities. 
In Australia it took a long hard struggle to gain Medicare. We 
shouldn’t take it for granted, because sections of the ruling class 
would love to turn back the clock. Speaking of which, don’t take 
the Guardian for granted! We really need your contributions to the 
Press Fund, which helps us meet our operating costs, so please send 
in something for the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to 
the following for their support this week:
In memory of Comrade Justin Feehan from the members of the 
Semaphore Workers’ Club $500.
M Donaldson $20, Alf Fox $70, Mark Mannion $5, 
“Round Figure” $15,
This week’s total: $610 Progressive total: $5,570

Keep “local” in local govt
It is still unclear whether the local government referendum will 

be held at the time of the next federal elections. Much will depend on 
the timing of the elections as well as whether Prime Minister Kevin 
Rudd wishes to proceed with it then. The proposed amendment to 
the constitution would give Parliament the power “to grant fi nancial 
assistance to any local government body formed by a law of a State, 
on such terms and conditions as the Parliament thinks fi t.”

The referendum was a promise that former Prime Minister Julia 
Gillard made to the Greens and the Independents, Tony Windsor 
and Rob Oakeshott, after the 2010 elections. The federal government 
has argued for the change so as to remove any uncertainty over the 
constitutionality of the Commonwealth making direct payments to 
local government. Its constitutional authority to do so has come into 
question in several recent High Court cases.

Constitutional recognition has the strong support of the 
Australian Local Government Association and the Coalition sup-
ported the referendum bill in Parliament with only two MPs crossing 
the fl oor. Opinion polls suggest that a large majority of the public 
also support constitutional recognition of local government. But the 
outcome of the referendum is by no means assured. Historically, 
for a referendum to succeed, it has required the support of both 
major parties.

There are signs that the Coalition’s support is wavering. 
Opposition leader Tony Abbott has raised objections to the govern-
ment’s decision to provide $10 million for the “Yes” case campaign 
and $500,000 for the “No” case. When the constitution was being 
drafted in the late 1890s, local government was relatively small with 
far fewer responsibilities. Today councils provide a wide range of 
services including footpaths, drainage, aged care, health care, fi re-
fi ghting, libraries, rubbish collection, art galleries and museums. 
It makes good sense for them to be recognised in the Constitution 
and be able to receive direct funding from the Commonwealth.

The Commonwealth does have constitutional power to fund local 
governments indirectly through the states. This depends on state 
government co-operation and can result in delays in the provision 
of funds. It also gives the states more leverage over usage. State 
governments are concerned that the referendum could result in 
the federal government gaining more infl uence over councils by 
attaching conditions to funding, whereas councils are hoping for 
an increase in funding and possible joint projects.

The referendum as proposed is a fairly straightforward ques-
tion. There are other issues related to local government reform 
that need addressing. Councils will still remain subordinate to state 
governments, which are increasingly over-riding local planning de-
cisions and imposing inappropriate and unwanted developments. 
Corporatisation and contracting to the private, for-profi t sector has 
resulted in local job losses, increased corruption, less accountability 
and higher costs for residents.

Forced amalgamations, such as in Victoria under the Kennett 
government, in South Australia and other states have strengthened 
the hand of developers. There has also been an increasing tendency 
for real decisions to be made by staff or specialist panels with the 
people’s representatives, the elected councillors, being moved increas-
ingly into general policy making and overall planning.

Local government is the area closest to the people and it is far 
easier for smaller parties, community groups and independents to 
be elected to them. The rising cost of election campaigns in larger 
electorates is strengthening the hand of major parties and oth-
ers with corporate backing. The tendency towards super-councils 
erodes this close relationship with communities and the likelihood 
of the council serving their interests. It removes the “local” from 
local government. Local council amalgamations are fundamentally 
anti-democratic.

The referendum alone will not guarantee additional funding 
for cash-strapped councils nor will it guarantee the future of local 
government – in the true meaning of local. That battle has still to 
be won if local communities are to retain control of their future 
development and services.
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Obituary

Justin Feehan

Comrade Justin Feehan passed 
away in Adelaide on July 6 aged 
44 years following a brave battle 
with a rare form of melanoma. He 
was a long-time member of the 
Communist Party of Australia and 
the Semaphore Workers’ Club. He 
was an organiser of great note for 
the CFMEU and was made a life 
member of his union. Later in life 
he was a seafarer but no matter 
where he worked or travelled, 
he was an internationalist and a 
courageous advocate and fi ghter 
for the cause of the working class.

Justin started work in the late 
1980s as a formwork labourer. During 
his time on the notorious REMM 
Meyer site, he was a prominent young 
BLF delegate. He dodged an applica-
tion for allegedly violating section 
45(d) of the Trade Practices Act and 
stood up to reactionary workers who 
attacked a protest against the fi rst 
Iraq War.

Justin was instrumental in break-
ing down the divisions between trades 
and non-trades workers on the REMM 
site. This built trust between the two 
main building unions on the site and 

was the start of the unifi cation proc-
ess. This was achieved at the rank 
and fi le level by pioneers like Justin 
Feehan.

Justin did a two-year organising 
stint with the CFMEU in Sydney 
and was central to a recruiting drive 
among scaffolders. A campaign for 
improved pay and conditions among 
the newly organised workers led to a 
three week strike that was crowned 
by a 30 percent pay increase.

Justin formed many close friend-
ships with BLF stalwarts like Green 
Bans legend Jack Mundey, current 
CFMEU NSW secretary Brian Parker, 
former CFMEU offi cial and current 
MUA WA offi cial Doug Heath, and 
former CFMEU offi cials Dave Hellyer 
and the late John Lennox. He threw 
himself into the work in solidarity 
with the waterside workers locked 
out during the 1998 Patrick dispute.

Justin returned to Adelaide and 
found work on building sites. He was 
as active as ever as an organiser. He 
rose to the position of Vice President 
of the CFMEU in SA and served on 
the union’s national executive.

He was targeted by the Cole 

Royal Commission and hounded to 
the end by the Australian Building 
and Construction Commission. Court 
hearings and hefty fi nes followed. 
Finally, he was banned from enter-
ing building sites across the country.

“Justin’s contribution to the 
union was terrifi c,” CFMEU National 
Secretary Dave Noonan said. “He 
was respected by members and 
decent employers. He was the organ-
iser grubby bosses loved to hate. It’s 
sometimes forgotten that Ark Tribe 
got charged because the ABCC was 
seeking evidence to get Justin.”

Forced out of the building indus-
try, Justin then went to sea. He earned 
the respect of all he sailed with during 
his short time as a seafarer. During 
this time, he wrote a poem about his 
experiences. With the permission of 
his family, this is going to be set to 
music and recorded by the band The 
Travelling Agitators. 

Around 400 mourners attended 
Justin’s funeral in the Adelaide Hills 
recently. He is survived by 15-year-
old daughter Caitlan Che Feehan, 
parents Jeff and Kay and sisters Sarah 
and Angela and their families. 

The Dutchman’s Gold

From Gladstone town the course is set
With payload dirt, the “Heron’s” kept
Alongside the dredge we throw the ropes,
The next pay packet our only hopes!
We happy crew, we band of men
We sailed her for the Netherlands

Of wild dark seas we do not fear
As we miss our kin and yearn for beer
Heading for the dumping ground
Beam side on we pitch around
As vessel and crew lurch and roll
Moving more mud and the Dutchman’s goal
We happy crew, we happy men
We sail her for the Netherlands

Australian mud is “Dutchies” gold
To deepen ports for projects bold;
So foreign companies can take the wealth
What’s for our kids, the environment’s health?
While overseas shareholders grow ever fat
Once it’s gone you can’t get it back!
So we do our job and take their coin
As we sail out past the River Boyne;
We’re union crew, proud Australian men
And we’ll take the “Heron” out yet again!

Justin Feehan

Photo: CFMEU Hard Hat Express
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ChilOut is fi rmly opposed to the 
government’s recent announce-
ment that any asylum seeker 
arriving by boat will be detained 
on Manus Island, PNG. And that 
even those deemed to be refugees 
will never be granted protection 
in Australia, resettlement is to be 
in PNG.

Many will have seen the shock-
ing Dateline program last week in 
which a former senior manager from 
the facility quit in disgust over the 
treatment of asylum seekers and said, 
among many other shocking things 
that it was “impossible to make the 
place safer”. The main grounds for 
our opposition are:
• Detaining people, including 

children indefi nitely is in 
contravention of international law

• Detention conditions on Manus 
Island are not suitable for 
children.

The government has admitted 
this by the fact that all children 
and vulnerable people have been 
removed from detention on the island. 
Acknowledging that there is not room 
to detain many people in the present 
Manus facility, Minister Burke has 
suggested that a tent city will be 
erected. Dateline exposed some very 
harsh truths about Manus Island 
detention. The government wants to 
move more people there, potentially 
children, almost immediately.

Anyone detained on Manus Island 
needs to take malarial medication. 
Children under 7 years of age and 
pregnant women cannot safely take 
such medication. Will they be exposed 
to potentially fatal health risks? Will 
they be detained elsewhere until the 
youngest child turns 7?

PNG is not equipped to resettle 
refugees. Settlement services, health 
care, education and housing are all in 
short or non-existent supply. 

Either Australia absolves itself of 
all care and responsibility for these 
vulnerable people – a completely 
abhorrent idea, or Australia spends 
billions to maintain adequate stand-
ards of care for these people both in 
detention and into their resettlement 
period – an enormous tax payer cost 
with no benefi t to the Australian 
community.

This policy will not save lives at 
sea, it only comes into effect once the 
boat journey is undertaken.

Australia has a duty in our region 
to show leadership on these issues. 
We are a relatively wealthy, devel-
oped nation. If we set the standard 
of pushing asylum issues onto devel-
oping nations what does this say to 
Malaysia and Indonesia who need to 
drastically improve their treatment of 
refugees and asylum seekers in order 
to decrease the likelihood of people 
undertaking dangerous boat journeys 
in search of safety.

What can you do?
Meet with your local MP and 

candidates, let them know you support 
humane policy and disagree with the 
PNG approach

ChilOut is coordinating a national 
roundtable of child experts to discuss 
the treatment of refugee and asylum 
seeker children in Australia. Seeking 
protection is a matter for asylum 
policy, how a child is treated in that 
process is a child welfare issue. We 
are bringing together paediatricians, 
welfare experts, out of home care 
specialists, child mental health profes-
sionals, family experts – most from 
outside the refugee/asylum sector.

It is intended that members will 
have access to Parliamentarians, to 
families and children in detention and 
will be able to give practical advice 
focused on the best interests of the 
child, regardless of disagreement or 
otherwise with overall asylum policy.

1700+ children 
detained

Amid the PNG debacle many 
seem to have forgotten about the 
thousands of people still trapped 
within Australia’s detention network. 
ChilOut is in contact with Minister 
Burke’s offi ce presenting our ideas 
for the treatment and protection of 
children currently detained from 
Christmas Island to Pontville and all 
across Australia. The people of Hobart 
and so many ChilOut supporters have 
expressed a desire to welcome unac-
companied children and families seek-
ing asylum into their homes. We are 
urging the government to work with 
child protection experts to see how 
this can happen. A cost benefi t to the 
taxpayer, a potential life and health 
saver to children currently locked in 
detention and a huge benefi t to our 
communities.

There have been many voices 
outside the usual ones calling for 
change. It seems there is a growing 
movement of people who don’t agree 
with locking up children. Let’s har-
ness this support, work to protect the 
1,700 currently locked up and ensure 
the rights of those yet to seek our 
protection are not abused. 

Since ChilOut’s last newsletter 
a boy in Pontville has been on a 
hunger strike, another just arrived to 
Pontville – his fourth detention facil-
ity in seven months, more expectant 
mothers in detention have miscarried 
babies – the system is broken and 
people are suffering.

Glimpses of reality, 
Nauru and Manus

Whilst there are no children 
currently detained on Nauru and 
ChilOut’s remit is contained to issues 
affecting children and families caught 
up in Australia’s detention network, 
we are incredibly concerned to see 
the latest unrest on Nauru. Detaining 
people indefinitely, giving them 
no information about their future, 
providing them with sub-standard 
accommodation, services and activi-
ties/opportunities for engagement, 

is bound to lead to harm. We know 
that the same will face children and 
families exposed to such detention 
conditions.

Prior to the recent PNG announce-
ment, Nauru is where the Coalition 
suggests sending children and families 
(as opposed to Manus). SBS’ Dateline 
exposed the realities of detention on 

Manus Island; the coalition is tell-
ing the government to send people 
(including children) there today. The 
government plans to send more tents 
and get people there as soon as pos-
sible. This approach is unsafe, not 
practical and addresses a political 
situation not a complex humanitarian 
issue. 

Australia

PNG policy is 
not a humanitarian one

Manus Island, PNG.
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Almost 5,000 nurses and midwives 
met at Sydney Olympic Park and 
17 regional webcast venues ton 
July 24 in a defi ant strike protest 
at the NSW government’s refusal 
to negotiate improvements to the 
successful nursing hours/ratios 
system.

Many more nurses and midwives 
also struck in remote towns, with 
local rallies and activities in support 
of the NSW Nurses and Midwives’ 
Association (NSWNMA) claim. 
Almost 3,000 members rallied at 
Sydney Olympic Park and the meeting 
was streamed live to 2,000 members 
at regional webcast venues. 

Over 180 NSWNMA Branches 
voted to take the strike action. Callers 
to radio stations across NSW are 
supporting nurses’ last resort strike 
to highlight the need for improved 
patient safety through nurse to patient 
ratios.

The Special General Meeting 
of Members decided to escalate the 
community and workplace actions. 
The fi rst step includes reaching a goal 
of 100,000 signatures on the current 
Ratios Put Patient Safety First petition 
by mid-September.

The unions says NSWNMA 
membership surveys have consist-
ently shaown  that improving the 
ratios system to put patients fi rst is 
their number one priority. A pay rise 
capped by the government and made 
without any proper negotiation will 
not deter members from advocating 
for patients and their profession. 

Nurses and midwives have spoken 
for safe patient care and will not stop. 

This Special General Meeting 
resolves that: Public health system 

nurses and midwives will escalate 
their community and workplace 
campaign to convince the NSW 
government that the nursing hours/
ratios system should be extended to 
more clinical areas, and improved to 
guarantee the same minimum nursing 
levels in all hospitals in NSW. 

Our campaign will continue 
with activities including: continued 
pressure on our MPs; building local 
community, professional and public 
sector advocacy coalitions; bed clo-
sures and service restrictions where 
needed to ensure safe patient care; 
and standing together to uphold the 
correct implementation and mainte-
nance of ratios in wards/units where 
they currently exist.

The NSW government can prove 
its support for patients by giving 
NSWNMA an acceptable offer to 
improve and extend the Award-based 
nursing hours/ratios system. Anything 
less is a sign that the government is 
out of touch with the people of NSW 
who rely on a safe level of care in 
their Public Health System.

We commit to continuing to 
advocate for our profession and our 
patients through our community and 
workplace campaign.

We will do this until we have 
extended the system to more nursing 
specialties like paediatrics, emergency 
departments, community, critical 
care and additional areas of mental 
health care.

We will do this until we have 
improved the ratios system to fi x 
problems with patient specials and 
the ‘midnight census’ calculation...

We will do this until we have 
extended the ratios system so that 

patients have the same level of nurs-
ing care no matter what their hospital 
size or postcode ...

Each of us here today commit to 
continuing our involvement in activi-
ties and building community support. 
Our next step will include working 
with our Branches to collect 100,000 
petition signatures for presentation 
for an action on 17 September. 

Nurses and midwives vow to 
continue ratios campaign

Henri Alleg: His horizon – 
Peace, Socialism, 
and Fraternity
Henri Alleg denounced, without 
exception: imperialist wars, tor-
ture, and the logic of apartheid.

How to put words to the sad-
ness that seizes our hearts? Henri 
Alleg departed as he had arrived, 
with discretion. He never recov-
ered from the departure of his dear 
Gilberte, his wife, his comrade in 
battle, who died in April 2011.

Nevertheless, despite his cha-
grin, he continued to give testi-
mony, to organise politically. Never 
tiring. On the occasion of the 50th 
anniversary of Algerian independ-
ence, Henri Alleg made sure he 
responded to all requests to appear, 
to participate. But during his public 
appearances he rarely spoke of the 
past. A militant journalist, attentive 
to movements world-wide, he spoke 
of the present.

He always denounced imperial-
ist wars and those lawless zones 
such as Guantánamo or the secret 
prisons of the CIA, put in place by 
the US administration in order to 
practice torture with impunity. He 
spoke of the colonial domination 
exercised by the state of Israel over 
the Palestinian people. He spoke of 
Iraq, of Afghanistan. He spoke of 
the neo-colonialism that asphyxi-
ates Africa. A militant Communist, 
an internationalist, he had for 

horizon – peace, Socialism, and fra-
ternity between men and between 
peoples.

When he evoked the war in 
Algeria, it was never in order to 
evoke his own experience of tor-
ture – on this, he had said all in his 
book The Question. Henri Alleg 
passed into the hands of torturers 
of the French Army, just as had 
thousands of Algerian patriots. 
It is for them, for those shadows 
reduced to silence, that, throughout 
his life, he continued his battle for 
the truth. He knew better than any-
one else the open wounds that we 
have inherited, we, the children and 
grand-children of Algerians who 
underwent torture with the gégène*.

Right to the end, never giving 
up, he fought the revisionism that 
the French far right is always ready 
to exalt as the “positive aspects” of 
colonisation. For him, colonialism 
was always a synonym of apartheid, 
of exploitation, of theft. In his eyes, 
the racism rife in France is a deadly 
heritage of colonisation. He had 
an awakened consciousness of the 
fractures that the confl icts of mem-
ory concerning the war in Algeria 
continue to leave as an imprint on 
French society. His life, his strug-
gles, at the crossroads of many 
worlds, were the very antithesis of 

chauvinism, of colonialism, of log-
ics of exclusion.

Communist to the end, Henri 
Alleg did not live in the nostalgia 
of previous socialist experiences; 
he simply remained faithful to the 
idea of a world freed from capital-
ism, liberated from a system that 
engenders nothing but devastation. 
“Myself also, I made the point. But 
I believe that disillusion should not 
shake our conviction that we can 
change the world …” he confi ded 
to us in 2010.

“We should make our own fi nal 
analysis of historical experience, 
never rallying peaceably behind the 
discourse of those who have always 
combated us. We see it today: the 
capitalist system destroys those 
who take their system to be inevita-
ble. We must continue this combat 
for another society. There is no 
other battle worth its salt.” These 
battles remain. Like the memory of 
his smiling face and his sly regard.
* The gégène is military slang, 
diminutive for “generator”, 
referring to the portable dynamo 
designed to provide power for 
telephones in non-electrified 
regions. It was used for torture, 
applying an electric current to 
various parts of the body.
L'Humanité 

New survey 

exposes the state 

of Victorian TAFEs
A new survey shows that Victorian 
TAFE institutes are claiming 
government money for face-to-face 
teaching time that students do not 
receive, through a practice called 
“shaving”, to cope with severe 
budget cuts.

TAFE institutes are shaving 
hours off the delivery of courses, 
allocating less direct contact time 
for teachers to cover course con-
tent with students.

Nearly 65% of Victorian 
TAFE teachers say they have 
had hours shaved off their course 
delivery, on average by 25%.

The Australian Education 
Union’s annual State of our 
TAFE survey of 500 TAFE 
teachers found that over 90% of 
teachers strongly agree or agree 
that the quality of education 
their TAFE is delivering is being 
affected by a lack of funding.

The survey also showed 
that over 82% of teachers don’t 
believe that the needs of students 
are always taken into account 
when courses are designed – a 
22% rise on last year’s results.

In addition, 58% of teach-
ers believe that the quality of 
education students receive today 
is worse than 12 months ago – a 
10% rise on last year’s results.

AEU Victoria president 
Meredith Peace said the results 
were indicative of the pressure 
Victorian TAFE institutes were 
under as a result of the 2012 
state budget decision to cut $300 
million per year from the public 
TAFE system.

“The strength of Victoria’s 

economy is dependent on the 
skills of our workforce and 
TAFE provides the necessary 
skills and training to hundreds 
of thousands of Victorians each 
year,” Peace says.

“But as a direct result of the 
state government’s cuts, student 
fees have increased, courses have 
closed and over 2,000 staff have 
lost their jobs over the past 12 
months.”

Peace says that the latest 
quarterly report on Vocational 
Education and Training in 
Victoria shows that current gov-
ernment TAFE policies are prov-
ing “a total failure for our state”.

“Enrolments are down 
between 7% and 9% across the 
state. That’s 21,000 government-
funded places in the fi rst quarter 
of this year.

“Too many students are being 
driven away from the education 
and training system because of 
higher fees. The state govern-
ment must reinstate funding to 
the public TAFE system without 
further delay,” Peace says.

Other survey results found 
that 92% of teachers believe 
reduced contact time will make it 
more diffi cult for students to suc-
cessfully complete their studies.

Over 63% of teachers had 
noticed a drop in enrolments at 
their institute this year, 72% of 
teachers said that they had con-
sidered leaving their job and over 
51% of teachers said class sizes 
have increased over the past 12 
months. 
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Last week the Australian Council 
of Trade Unions (ACTU) was in 
discussions with the government 
and Business Council of Australia 
(BCA) around Prime Minister 
Kevin Rudd’s proposed new 
productivity package. All three 
parties have called for higher 
productivity with a return to the 
approach adopted by the Hawke/
Keating government in the 1980s, 
under the Prices and Incomes 
Accord between the ACTU and 
government.

Prime Minister Kevin Rudd had 
outlined the package to the National 
Press Club on July 11, in a speech 
titled: “The Australian Economy in 
Transition: Building a New National 
Competitiveness Agenda.” The main 
thrust of this agenda is a package of 
reforms to boost productivity and 
international competitiveness to be 
delivered by a co-operative trade 
union movement.

Under the 1980s’ Accord the 
trade union movement agreed to 
co-operate with employers, restrain 
wages and make no extra claims on 
employers. In return the government 
promised certain reforms, including 
Medibank, tax indexation, a (tooth-
less) Price Surveillance Authority 
and the regular indexation of wages 
in line with price rises.

The theory was: wage restraint 
would result in higher profi ts, leading 
to new investments followed by the 
creation of more jobs. In practice, 
real wages fell and profi ts rose, while 
much of the new investment went into 
job-replacing technology or offshore.

Full wage indexation did not last 
and trade unions began the process 
of trading off working conditions in 
return for wage rises – the aim being 
to fund wage rises out of productiv-
ity increases. In fact employers often 
increased profi ts, following reductions 
in manning levels, longer working 
hours, loss of paid breaks and new 
enterprise “fl exibility” measures.

While the unions co-operated, 
the employers never let up in their 
pursuit of maximising profi ts and 
drawing every extra drop of blood 
out of workers.

While the trade unions were pur-
suing “class peace”, Labor was able 
to push through a number of highly 
regressive (for workers) reforms 
– the OECD and IMF’s structural 
adjustment program of privatisation, 
fi nancial deregulation, trade liber-
alisation (winding back tariffs) and 
competition policy.

The trade union movement sacri-
fi ced its independence, its right to pur-
sue its own demands in the interests 
of workers. In fact, it quietly dropped 
its opposition to privatisation, pursuit 
of a 35-hour week and a number of 
other policy positions.

“That these changes [economic 
– Ed] took place in Australia in 
the 1980s without damaging social 
cohesion must be attributed to the 
partnership of a Labor government 
and working Australians,” ACTU 
president Ged Kearney noted, in 
a speech to a symposium on “The 
relevance of the Accord for unions 
today” at Macquarie University on 
May 31.

“It is impossible to envisage the 
same social stability during such a 
period of signifi cant economic restruc-
turing under a Liberal Government,” 
Kearney said.

“The difference was the Accord, 
and the important role that unions 
played in mitigating the impact 
of reforms by demanding a social 
trade-off for both wage restraint and 
continued cooperation with massive 
restructuring of the trade and fi nancial 
system.”

Role of Accord
She is correct. The Accord was 

the vehicle by which the ALP deliv-
ered a compliant trade union move-
ment during a period of signifi cant 
changes that would have previously 
been strongly resisted by organised 
labour.

Kearney also referred to the 
sacrifi ces that workers made. “We 
frequently hear business leaders and 
their cheerleaders in the media calling 
for a return to the Accord, but where is 
their willingness to compromise in the 
same way that the labour movement 
did in the 1980s?

“When are they ever prepared 
to put aside their self-interest for the 
national interest? The moment any 
reform is fl oated – whether it be a 
resource rent levy or a price on car-
bon – they are quick off the mark to 
oppose it if it poses even the slightest 
threat to their bloated profi ts.”

Of course, the answer to that 
question is never. And they never will. 
After all they are capitalists!

Ged notes: “There were unin-
tended consequences from that period 
that we are grappling with today: the 
growth of precarious work, skyrocket-
ing executive salaries, the spread of 
sham business practices grew and 
insuffi cient attention paid to inequal-
ity, especially at the top end.”

She also acknowledges that, 

“Wage restraint from 1983 to 1990 
meant unions held back from doing 
their core work of bargaining with 
employers for better wages and condi-
tions, and some forgot how to organ-
ise and are still paying the price.”

Suppression of 
class consciousness

That is correct. But there were 
other serious outcomes, in particular, 
the dumbing down of class conscious-
ness and the acceptance of the idea 
that gains could be won through 
sitting around a table with employ-
ers or in a court, without struggle. 
The Accord promoted the idea that 
workers and companies have common 
economic interests, that boosting prof-
its somehow helps workers. Whereas 
every extra dollar in profi ts is a dollar 
less in wages and vice versa. The eco-
nomic interests of labour and capital 
are diametrically opposed.

A new generation of trade union 
officials grew up having never 
blown the whistle on a job instead 
believing the way forward was co-
operation with the boss. As Kearney 
correctly points out, “some forgot 
how to organise and are still paying 
the price.”

Despite recognising some of the 
negative outcomes of the Accord years 
of co-operation and wage restraint, 
Kearney still calls for a return to the 
Accord ideology. “We need tripartite 

dialogue and agreement in all major 
sectors of the economy with unions 
and employers talking to each other 
and working through the issues, with 
government at the table as necessary.

“The business community – and 
the Coalition – must get over the 
attitude of looking at every signifi cant 
national reform proposal through 
the fi lter of their own self-interest. It 
needs to constructively engage rather 
than blocking at every step.”

She fails to acknowledge that 
employers will never give up their 
interests, never stop waging the class 
struggle. Trade unions can co-operate 
with employers and make as many 
sacrifi ces as they wish, but employers 
will never, for one moment, recipro-
cate if it hurts their profi ts.

In fact, the experience during the 
Accord years was that when workers 
made sacrifi ces employers demanded 
more blood.

New transition period
Rudd, in presenting his new 

Productivity Package to the National 
Press Club, refers to an Australia in 
transition. Big economic and social 
changes lie ahead.

To understand the nature of 
these changes – the new demands of 
big business – look no further than 
Greece, Spain or Portugal and the 
austerity programs there.

There is a new drive by transna-
tional capital for a massive take-back 

of past gains by the working class in 
industrialised countries and making 
their businesses more internationally 
competitive. This includes disman-
tling the welfare state, corporate tax 
cuts, slashing wages, casualising 
workforces, winding back the public 
sector, deregulating labour markets, 
and extending the powers and reach 
of monopoly capital.

The aim of Rudd’s call for a 
return to class collaboration by the 
trade union move ment is to offer 
employers something that the Liberals 
cannot: a compliant, co-operative 
union movement during another peri-
od of radical economic change which 
is not in the interests of workers.

The same policies delivered by 
the Liberals would be met with strong 
resistance by the labour movement, 
a point made by Kearney in relation 
to the 1980s. Workers, through their 
trade unions, are being called upon 
to make further sacrifi ces through a 
revamped Accord process.

If we are to halt the neo-liberal 
agenda of big business and defend 
past gains and make future gains for 
working people, we need a strong, 
united, militant trade union move-
ment with broad community support. 
Trade union independence is vital, 
with unions free to determine their 
own policies, through their own 
democratic structures, in the inter-
ests of their members and the wider 
community. 

Rudd plays class 
collaboration card

“Unions held back from doing their core work of bargaining with employers for better wages and conditions, 
and some forgot how to organise and are still paying the price.” (Photo: Josephine Donnolley)

Conitnued from page 1

The need to speak out
Instead of giving the asylum 

seekers an opportunity to contrib-
ute to our national development, 
we’ve incarcerated them in a net-
work of soul-destroying prisons, 
where the inmates have no idea of 
the length of their sentences, and 
in many cases no idea if they’ll 
ever be released.

The emerging “PNG solution” 

and “turning back the boats” poli-
cies are part of the battle between 
the two biggest parties for key 
marginal seats. Both parties have 
assumed that an anti-asylum 
seeker bias predominates in those 
locations. Neither has sought to 
counteract that impression, and 
both have ignored the more com-
passionate views of members of 
those electorates.

The Liberals have also sought 
to capitalise on the historic 

Australian fear of invasion from 
the north, by describing the cur-
rent asylum seeker situation as a 
national emergency requiring a 
military solution. To achieve this 
they propose to appoint a “three-
star” general to coordinate 15 gov-
ernment agencies in a campaign 
known as “Operation Sovereign 
Borders” intended to force asylum 
seeker boats to return to the transit 
countries they left.

The Rudd government’s 

advertisements dramatically dem-
onstrate its failure to educate the 
public about the necessity to abide 
by the UN Refugee Convention, 
and to behave in a decent and 
humane way towards those who 
seek our help. 

The Rudd government and the 
Liberal/National coalition have 
both joined the “shock jock” radio 
presenters and other right-wing 
media commentators in a concert-
ed attack on the asylum seekers.

In contrast, the Guardian takes 
a stand in favour of these desper-
ate and displaced people. Our edi-
torial policy aims to shed light on 
the true reasons for the adoption 
of the cruel, reactionary policies 
of the Labor and Liberal parties.

The current asylum seeker 
situation is not a national emer-
gency, but the response to it by 
the Rudd government and federal 
opposition constitutes a national 
disgrace. 

Asylum seeker policies: 
More people speak out
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RT: Mr Patiño, thank you for joining us 
here on RT. 

Ricardo Patiño: Thank you, Eva, thank 
you for inviting me. I would like to greet all 
the people who are listening to us all over the 
world. Listening, not eavesdropping. 

RT: I would like to start with the most 
recent events. The presidents of Venezuela, 
Bolivia and Nicaragua have offi cially stated 
that they are willing to grant political asylum to 
former CIA employee Edward Snowden, who 
revealed top secret information on the US espio-
nage program. The three countries are members 
of ALBA, so this step was perceived as a kind 
of collective asylum offer by the whole region. 
What is Ecuador’s stance on the neighbouring 
countries offering asylum to Snowden? As of 
now, is Latin America the stronghold of justice 
and solidarity?

RP: While going through democratisation, 
developing in social, economic and political 
spheres, Latin American countries also secured 
their position in the international arena and now 
express their own opinions. The 1954 Caracas 
Convention on Diplomatic Asylum states that 
Latin America is concerned about human rights 
issues. We considered Julian Assange’s request 
for asylum last year, and similarly, we have con-
sidered Snowden’s. We welcome other countries’ 
willingness to grant asylum to Snowden. After 
what happened to President Evo Morales there’s 
no doubt that Snowden is being persecuted on 
a global level.

RT: Mr Patiño, you said that the Ecuadorian 
authorities have considered Snowden’s request 
for asylum. Are you still considering it? That 
is, is Ecuador still considering the possibility 
of granting asylum to Edward Snowden or is 
it enough that other Latin American countries 
have offered it?

RP: In my opinion, the more countries offer 
asylum, the better. Naturally, Ecuador is still 
considering this possibility, but it’d be better 
if 10, 20, 100 states offered asylum instead of 
just three. More countries should realise what 
he did, what he uncovered and consider granting 
Snowden asylum.

RT: How signifi cant is the information 
about the US mass espionage that Mr Snowden 
revealed for Ecuador? Ecuador has a long history 
of its own when it comes to the CIA and whistle-
blowers. For example, in his book former CIA 
agent Philip Agee revealed the US involvement 
in a coup in Ecuador. Did this new information 
come as a surprise for the Ecuadorian people 
or were they ready for it?

RP: It was more than just a surprise – we 
were outraged. We knew the US was doing it, 
but now it’s been unequivocally proven. It just 
indicates that the American intelligence agen-
cies responsible for ensuring “security” have 
refi ned their tactics. In the past they planted 
bugs to fi nd out what our presidents thought. 
They keep doing that, by the way.

Recently, about three weeks ago, we found 
a hidden microphone in our embassy in London. 
But the technology has gone way beyond that. 
Now they know what people all over the world 
say, and getting close to their targets to plant 
bugs isn’t as important. They control commu-
nications on the global level, and many tran-
snational corporations, unfortunately, are their 
partners in crime, which allows them to violate 
international laws and agreements.

RT: Minister, you just mentioned the 
recently-discovered microphone in Ecuador’s 
embassy in London. It was determined that the 
microphone belonged to a private British surveil-
lance company. Do you believe they were spying 
on you according to Washington’s instructions? 

How are you planning to fi ght such outrageous 
violation of your country’s sovereignty?

RP: This situation certainly is outrageous. 
We asked for UK’s cooperation in this inves-
tigation to determine who exactly was spying, 
and where this information was transmitted to. 
According to our preliminary investigation, 
we suspect that the surveillance company CK 
was receiving the data. But we need the UK’s 
technical assistance to confi rm this information. 
Also a criminal case should be started.

It is unacceptable to spy on a country’s 
diplomatic mission staying in another country 
upon the latter’s invitation. We don’t have such 
technical capacities as developed countries do. 
But we are convinced that in this case, the UK 
will show the proper tolerance, unlike in the 
case of Assange, and will help Ecuador in its 
efforts to fi nd those responsible for espionage in 
our embassy. It’s hard to tell now when the bug 
was planted; it’s much easier technically to fi nd 
out who was receiving the data, which we will 
hopefully do with UK’s help and permission.

RT: Let’s go back to the information leaked 
by Edward Snowden. International media have 
reported the recent mass espionage by the US 
in Brazil. What does Ecuador think about it? 
Do you think the US could’ve performed the 
same kind of espionage in Ecuador as well? If 
so, how would it impact your relations with 
Washington?

RP: Sadly, the more information we get 
the more we are frustrated. Other than Brazil, 
espionage has been reported in a number of 
countries, including Ecuador. I just learned 
about it several minutes ago. There’s evidence 
that the US has been spying on our countries. 
The entire world has been affected by the US 
espionage, whether it’s alleged enemies or 
friends and neighbours of this country. At a 
certain point, someone mistakenly referred to 
Latin America as the US’ backyard. So we’d 
like to ask the international community if they 
think the US has lost its so-called back yard 
and decided to establish it elsewhere. In Latin 
America, this kind of era is coming to an end, 
and we will never be anyone’s backyard the way 
it was during the military dictatorship times.

This is now a proper sovereign developing 
region, and its people are growing stronger. 
Our way is the way of ideology, so it looks 
like other regions are now becoming the US’ 
backyards. Some countries had been subject to 
espionage and sovereignty violation, but didn’t 
demand a response from those who breached 
the international conventions. Instead, they 
took such severe measures as in dealing with 
President Morales when his life itself was 
jeopardised. So one should be careful saying 
where the backyard really is right now. Latin 
America, including Ecuador, has a higher level 
of sovereignty and independence.

RT: Let’s talk about the recent plane-
grounding incident when the presidential jet of 
Evo Morales was forced to land en route from 
Moscow to Bolivia. Some European countries 
abruptly blocked their airspace to him, and 
that made President Correa call an emergency 
summit of the UNASUR in Cochabamba. The 
summit came up with a statement that unani-
mously condemned the illegal action undertaken 
against President Morales.

So have the Non-Aligned Movement and 
The Group of 77, which represent a large part 
of the international community. They expressed 
their anger over the incident and openly sup-
ported Bolivia and Latin America. But what 
specifi c measures can be taken to rebuke these 
European countries that committed such an 
offensive act against Bolivia? Are any sanc-
tions possible?

RP: When we talk about the Latin American 
response to the incident, please bear in mind 
the differences that we have. You can’t say 
all the governments think alike. Yes, there is 
a certain common ground. However, when a 
tough response is required, the governments 
take diverging positions. But it is true that the 
incident caused a strong response. Remember 
that the Organisation of American States is 
meeting today and we hope it speaks no less 
strongly and convincingly than the countries that 
have already voiced their opinion on the subject.

The OAS Secretary General has already 
given a clear and timely comment in his praise-
worthy statement. What we should do is turn 
those countries accountable for their behaviour 

and make them apologise. We must make the 
situation clear.

It’s not like Mr Morales was told they 
wouldn’t allow him to leave Russia – although 
that would have been a true debacle.

The incident took place during the fl ight, 
when he had already had the permission to 
cross France’s airspace. And that’s when they 
told him, “Mr President, you cannot enter our 
airspace.” They endangered his life, because he 
wanted the plane to go back and request permis-
sion to fl y over some other country, but they 
told him he couldn’t do that either. That’s why 
the presidential jet had to make an emergency 
landing. That was too much! 

President Correa made it clear that this 
incident cannot be ignored. Had that happened 
to a European or US leader fl ying over a Latin 
American country, it could have started a war. 
They would have immediately sent bomber 
planes and troops to that country to “save” 
their president.

So we decided we should act accordingly. 
What we wanted was to get those governments 
to apologise and assure us that would never 
happen again. You can’t go on discriminating 
against countries, believing that international 
law is applicable to some and not applicable to 
others. You can’t divide countries into fi rst-class 
and second-class. That’s unacceptable! This is a 
violation of every international agreement and 
every human right – just like this pervasive 
international espionage. Not only does wire-
tapping our phone calls and reading our letters 
go against ethics, but it also blatantly infringes 
upon Article 12 of the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights, which enshrines the right to 
privacy, the right to be protected against being 
spied on.

Now, the Declaration certainly has a differ-
ent wording, but I gave you the general idea. It’s 
high time we started to respect all the countries 
in the world instead of putting some of them 
above all others.

RT: Now that you mentioned sovereignty, 
international law and its violations, let’s move 
on to Julian Assange, who has been locked up in 
the Ecuadorean Embassy in London ever since 
you granted him asylum. However, he hasn’t 
been able to travel to Ecuador, since the British 
government refuses to recognise the asylum or 
to grant him safe passage.

You have met both with Assange and the 
British government offi cials. Have you been able 
to work out a solution, or do you see a solution 
in the future? We can see Ecuador’s sovereignty 
and the rights of Julian Assange breached. So 
what is there to expect in the coming months?

RP: We need to make a few things clear. 
First, Ecuador never ceases to offer alternative 
ways out of this problem. We have even put 
forward a legal cause – though there was little 
need for that. It would’ve been enough to say 
that Assange asked us for asylum, and after 
looking into the situation, we decided to comply 
with his request. But we decided to go further. 
We took the moral high ground vis-a-vis the 
British government.

By the way, when the Olympic Games 

Julian Assange and Ricardo Patiño at the Ecuadorean Emb

Latin America no longer “US’ b
Latin America is no longer the “US’ backyard” and the US shouldn’t be “lecturing less 
developed countries” on “rights and freedoms,” while breaching international law with 
massive surveillance campaign itself, Ecuadorian Foreign Minister Ricardo Patiño told 
Russia Today (RT ).

Patiño also said the incident involving Bolivian President Morales, whose plane was 
forced to make an emergency landing in Austria, cannot be ignored and that if such 
an incident had happened to an American or European leader flying over a Latin 
American country it could have sparked a war. 

The Ecuadorian foreign minister spoke to Eva Golinger on RT Spanish.

For more information visit: www.unaavictoria.org.au or contact the 
UNAA Victoria offi ce on: (03) 9670 7878 or awards@unaavictoria.org.au
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started in London, we decided to postpone our 
ultimate decision so as not to upset political 
stability in the UK. We exercised a lot of caution 
and respect towards the UK. And it is regrettable 
that the UK has given us no response so far.

We listed every legally-sound reason 
that allows us to grant asylum as a sovereign 
country. And with Britain insisting on arresting 
Assange and extraditing him to Sweden under 
European law, we had to draft a detailed docu-
ment explaining how and why the UK has every 
right to grant Assange safe passage – or rather, 
why it actually HAS to do that.

As the British have acknowledged, this has 
to do with confl icting laws. On the one hand, 
there is an international agreement that allows 
Ecuador to grant asylum to Assange. On the 
other hand, there are European laws that alleg-
edly bind the UK to extradite him to Sweden. 
But there is a certain hierarchy of laws. In this 
hierarchy, international humanitarian law is 
what matters most. So it is more important to 
abide by international humanitarian law than to 
meticulously follow all the criminal proceedings 
to arrest and extradite Assange. And there are 
of course human rights to be respected. 

So we had to explain this hierarchy in the 
document I handed over to the British Foreign 
Secretary William Hague on June 17, if I 
remember the date correctly. The document was 
supposed to convince him that he is obliged to 
grant safe passage to Assange under international 
law. We asked him, so what is the UK waiting 
for? Would you like Assange to grow old and 
die in our embassy? Or would you like to see 
him fall ill and receive no medical help? He 
has already been warned that once he leaves 
the embassy, he will be arrested straight away 
– even if he is seriously ill. Is this what you 
are waiting for?

I keep asking myself: how do the British 
and the rest of the world see this situation? 
It is actually rather grave. We can see here a 
breach of international law by the same people 
who have long sought to lecture us on rights 
and freedoms, who demand legal security from 
relatively less developed countries, claiming 
they need it for investment. But we want legal 
security in everything. It’s not only money that 
needs legal security, but so do people, too. This 
is the truth we want to get across to the West.

It is unfair to ask legal security for money 
only. What you fi rst need to take care of is legal 
security for people and human rights.

RT: Considering that Julian Assange hasn’t 
managed to get to Ecuador this past year, do 
you think it’s possible for Edward Snowden to 
arrive in one of the Latin American countries 
that offered him asylum?

RP: I think it’s possible. Let’s not forget 
the numerous political events, toughest situ-
ation that the world faced. Take, for example, 
the last century – in particular, the events in 
Latin America. So many blood-soaked dictator-
ships and many cases of political persecution 
besides. What many European countries did in 
these cases, and what Latin American countries 
did, was protect the persecuted people. No one 
asked them if they had a passport or a visa or 

guaranteed safe passage. Those were obviously 
cases of political persecution, so we took these 
people under our protection, transported them to 
other countries. I’m talking about all the coun-
tries in the world – well, maybe not all, but most 
of the countries that claim to be democratic and 
committed to protecting human rights.

We took these people under our protection. 
For example, many Chileans, Argentineans 
and Uruguayans came to Ecuador and asked 
for asylum. They left their home countries in 
any way they could to save their lives. Most 
European countries also protected them. They 
didn’t ask the persecuted to show their birth 
certifi cates or passports or visas. No. These 
people were running from political persecution. 
So I’m asking myself, isn’t it the same with 
Snowden? And then this incident with President 
Evo Morales’s plane. If anyone had any doubts 
about Snowden being politically persecuted, it’s 
become crystal clear now.

RT: And the last question. Let me ask you 
about an event that had a major impact on all 
Latin American countries – Hugo Chávez’s 
death. It’s been four months since he passed 
away. He was a leader known worldwide, 
but he was a particularly important fi gure for 
Latin America. He was one of the fathers of 
the Latin America as we see it now – united, 
proud, sovereign and capable of overcoming 
the challenges superpowers place in its way. 
What did Hugo Chávez mean for Ecuador and 
how does his legacy manifest now?

RP: Comandante Hugo Chávez was a 
unique person whose legacy lives on in Latin 
America. He was the herald of this second 
turning point on the way to independent Latin 
America. He fought for it on his own in diffi cult 
circumstances, at international meetings, where 
he defended Latin America’s independence, 
sovereignty and the right to development. The 
solidarity with Latin American nations that he 
expressed is praiseworthy.

We cherish Comandante Chávez’s memory 
from the bottom of our hearts, blessed be his 
soul. His legacy is of vital importance. It’s not 
only his legacy that he gave us, but his friend-
ship and his care. We remember him with love 
in our hearts, and we feel the same love towards 
his people.

We would like to express our support to 
Nicolas Maduro and the Venezuelan govern-
ment that will continue Hugo Chávez’s political 
course on their own, without his prominent per-
sonality or the importance it had for Venezuela 
and Latin America in general, but with more 
determination, because Latin America has high 
expectations of them as well. Latin America will 
keep developing thanks to Hugo Chávez’s legacy 
and Venezuela’s new government.

RT: Latin America, without a doubt, cher-
ishes the memory of Hugo Chávez. Thank you, 
Ricardo Patiño, Foreign Minister of Ecuador, 
for coming to our program.

RP: Thank you very much for this opportu-
nity to connect with so many people at once and 
do it freely and legally, as opposed to other ways 
some countries employ. Thank you very much.
RT 
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At the famous Damnoen Saduak fl oating 
market in Thailand, where women ply their 
fresh fl owers, sweets and meats from canoes, 
many tourists pile back into their buses 
clutching a “bat box” keepsake – a framed 
box containing dead bats and insects.

“We’re doing the locals a favour by 
helping them get rid of the bats,” says one 
Australian. “Just think of all the diseases they 
spread – rabies, malaria, cholera, TB …”

A cursory check on eBay reveals a steady 
trade in bat boxes from Asia. It’s just one 
of many threats – ranging from habitat loss, 
pollution and pesticides – that are sending 
bat species into decline worldwide. Clearly, 
bats are misunderstood; clearly, bats are in 
trouble.

Slow reproducers, most bats give birth to 
one single offspring every year. This leaves 
them exceptionally vulnerable to extinc-
tion. Rob Mies, Executive Director of the 
Organisation for Bat Conservation, estimates 
that about half of our 1,200 bat species may 
be lost over the next 100 years.

Bats’ sinister cultural baggage means it 
is often forgotten that some 500 agricultural 

plants, including bananas, avocados and man-
gos, rely on them for pollination and seed 
distribution.

Bat byproducts are also a major money 
spinner. Droppings or guano, a major source 
of nutrients for fi sh, salamanders and frogs, 
makes excellent fertilizer that is sold com-
mercially and used by subsistence farmers 
across the developing world.

Insect-eating bats control pests and 
reduce the need for harmful chemicals; the 
bats in Khao Chong Pran cave in Thailand 
gobble up close to 20 tonnes of insects every 
night. Unbeknown to the “souvenir” buy-
ers at Damnoen Saduak, far from spreading 
malaria, many bats eat the mosquitoes that 
could otherwise infect humans.

But tourism is a double-edged sword. If 
handled correctly, it can conserve bat popu-
lations while also benefi ting local people. 
The Congress Avenue Bridge in downtown 
Austin, Texas, home to a 1.5 million-strong 
Mexican free-tailed bat colony, is a prime 
example. It attracts 100,000 visitors every 
year – and earns US$10 million in revenue. 
It’s time to revise bats’ reputation as evil 
demons of the night – before it’s too late.
New Internationalist 

Bats: 
not just pests
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Ramzy Baroud

The political peddlers, think-tank 
experts and media professionals 
are all back in full force. They want 
us to believe that US Secretary of 
State John Kerry has done what 
others have failed to do. On his 
sixth trip to the Middle East dur-
ing his post, and following intense 
shuttle diplomacy likened to that of 
Henry Kissinger, Kerry managed 
to create a modest common space 
between the Israeli government 
and the Palestinian Authority, thus 
securing their agreement to resume 
the so-called peace process.

The media is focusing a great 
deal on how the “breakthrough” 
happened, not on why or whether or 
not it was really a “breakthrough” in 
the fi rst place. It is typical in these 
“breaking news” dramas that the 
media inundates itself with excessive 
superfl uous details, while paying little 
heed to the underlying logic behind 
the entire story.

For now, we know this: Kerry 
announced from Amman on July 19 
that Palestinian and Israeli negotiators 
had put the groundwork in place to 
resume frozen peace talks. They have 
been frozen since 2010 because Israel 
refuses to stop illegal settlement con-
struction in occupied Palestinian land.

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu wants to continue slicing 
up the West Bank, fully control and 
isolate occupied East Jerusalem, build 
illegal settlements, erect walls and cut 
down trees, while wining and dining 
in some fancy Washington retreat, 
talking about peace and such.

But why would Kerry even bother 
poking a stick in Netanyahu’s beehive 
in the fi rst place?

One must consider the very 
tumultuous events that are currently 
shattering the Middle East region – a 
military coup in Egypt, a civil war 
in Syria, a return to major violence 
in Iraq, instability in Lebanon, and 

a sectarian divide that has turned a 
wide chasm into a bottomless abyss.

Isn’t it better for the US to place 
its diplomatic energies elsewhere? 
Abbas and Netanyahu are struggling 
with their own problems, so why are 
they playing along in a game that will 
surely fail?

The answer is not simple and 
cannot be readily expressed through 
catch phrases and sound bites, 
although, some commentators are 
doing just that.

Speaking on Israeli public radio, 
Chico Menashe said the return to 
negotiations is like “a half-baked cake 
Kerry removed from the stove. Kerry 
convinced the Israelis and Palestinians 
it was edible, and both sides agreed 
to eat it.”

Natan Sachs, a fellow at the 
Saban Centre for Middle East Policy 
at the Brookings Institute, was quoted 
in the Jerusalem Post saying, both 
parties “basically agreed to disagree, 
and to talk about that.”

And so the commentary teeters 
between cautious optimism, high 
hopes, cynicism and creative meta-
phors. In the fi nal analysis, few truly 
understand this latest jump start of the 
“peace process”, the political risks it 
entails, and why the show is likely to 
go on for a while longer.

Predictably, it will come to an 
abrupt ending followed by a pro-
tracted blame game. Knowing how 
mainstream western media operates, 
Palestinians will likely be the party 
responsible for the failure of the talks 
that are yet to start.

But here are some interesting 
points that must be considered, 
fi rstly concerning the Americans. The 
Middle East region is in a constant 
fl ux, between revolutions, counter 
revolutions and war. Neither the US, 
nor its traditional allies are able to 
sway the outcomes in their favour.

Neither money, nor arms, nor any 
political grand scheme is achieving 
much.

Since the US withdrawal from 
Iraq in 2010, the US has suffered 
many blows. Its status as the uncon-
tested superpower is in shambles, and 
its allies have been caught in the wake 
of the so-called Arab Spring.

Despite attempts at meddling, 
enticing some parties with money, 
and inciting violence against others, 
there are no tangible outcomes that 
promise to take the region back to an 
era of “political stability”, as in the 
same old status quo, that of political 
stagnation under US stewardship.

To repair its image, the US has 
to get reengaged in the Middle East. 
President Barack Obama’s adminis-
tration, besieged by a dysfunctional 
Congress at home, is barely relevant 
in the Middle East anymore, with 
Russia, France, Britain, Turkey, and 
even China making headway.

Resuming the “peace process” 
is necessary to give the US a chance 
to claim leadership in a leaderless 
region.

Second, concerning the Israelis, 
Netanyahu’s right wing-dominated 
coalition government might have 
looked as the ideal scenario for a 
right-wing politician who based his 
career on his love affair with armed 
settlers and his unmitigated detesta-
tion of the United Nations and inter-
national law, which he never thinks 
should apply to Israel.

However, being fi rmly positioned 
in the right-wing circle has proven to 
be a public relations disaster.

Even his ever-supportive and mal-
leable European allies are now turning 
against him. Europe can no longer be 
seen as an unconditional Israeli backer 
while pacifying its own populations, 
the majority of whom don’t tolerate 
Israel’s occupation, sieges and violent 
behaviour.

If Netanyahu has his domestic 
audiences to appease, EU countries do 
too. The writing on the wall became 
even clearer on July 16, when the 
Israeli newspaper Haaretz reported on 

the publication of an EU directive that 
paves the road for complete boycott 
of Israel’s illegal Jewish settlements 
in the West Bank and East Jerusalem.

The directive, which will become 
effective January 1, 2014, is binding. 
It forbids any EU funding or coop-
erating with any entity that operates 
in “the territories occupied by Israel 
since 1967 (which) comprise the 
Golan Heights, the Gaza Strip and the 
West Bank, including East Jerusalem.”

Although grossly belated, the 
EU move is truly unprecedented and 
deserving of the “earthquake” depic-
tion made by a senior Israeli offi cial.

The EU directive was described 
by Economy Minister Naftali Bennett 
with palpable hysteria as an “eco-
nomic terror attack.”

Israel is in desperate need to 
remold its scruffy image which has 
resulted from too many bombs, dam-
ming evidence of war crimes, and 
arrogant speeches made by numerous 
politicians. Any “peace process” at 
this time would indeed do Israel’s 
image some good, although it will 
make no lasting difference.

Lastly, the Palestinian Authority, 
an entity that was created with Israeli 
consent, and funded by US-led donor 
countries, cannot operate outside the 
US political sphere.

According to a reading of the 
just published annual report by the 
Palestinian Monetary Authority, the 
West Bank economic indicators for 
2012 were terrible, and prospects for 
the next two years are even worse.

The PA has no political vision, 
and even if it did, it is too over-
whelmed by economic dependency 
to act as a self-respecting political 
entity. The PA has to play the game, 
fully knowing that the game has been 
rigged from the very start.

All three parties know this very 
well, but they are willing to return to 
the negotiations table. Any table will 
do while they pause for photos, smile 
and shake hands over and over.

By doing so, a media circus made 
of experts will resume, are ready with 
metaphors, clichés and sound bites, 
as long as they are crammed into 30 
seconds or less.
Information Clearing House 

Offi cials to resume “peace” 
process that never was

Alberta oil leak into week ten
Blake Deppe

Nine weeks ago, oil near a tar 
sands extraction site in Cold 
Lake, Alberta, Canada, began to 
leak and ooze from the ground. 
It is currently wending its way 
through a nearby swampy forest, 
blackening vegetation and killing 
wildlife. It shows no signs of stop-
ping. Even worse, scientists have 
no idea where it’s coming from or 
what to do about it.

Twenty-six thousand barrels of 

watery oil have already been removed 
from the area, but the efforts seem 
to be fruitless given the fact that as 
of now, the gushing crude cannot be 
stopped, and the actual source of the 
leak is unknown. The leak began, 
however, after Canadian Natural 
Resources Ltd began extracting oil 
from beneath the ground by injecting 
ultra-hot, high-pressure steam into it, 
which allows crude to be pumped to 
the surface. It’s called “cyclic steam 
stimulation (CSS)” in the industry, 
but concerned environmentalists will 

undoubtedly think of fracking, another 
practice that tampers with the earth, in 
that case to extract natural gas.

CSS was introduced by Shell, the 
big oil corporation with a fi lthy legacy 
of criminal action and environmental 
destruction, and has only been in 
heavy use in recent years, particularly 
in California and Venezuela. Along 
with train explosions, drilling rig 
blowouts, and leaking pipelines, all of 
which have occurred this year, CSS is 
another operation that can be added 
to the list of bad ideas.

“Everybody is freaking out about 
this,” said a scientist who had been 
to the spill site. “We don’t understand 
what happened. Nobody really under-
stands how to stop it from leaking, 
or if they do, they haven’t put the 
measures into place.”

Bob Curran, a spokesman for 
Alberta Energy Regulator, a gov-
ernment agency that oversees oil 
operation sites, said what experts 
do know is that the leak is basically 
the result of “cracks in the ground,” 
with “bitumen emulsion seeping out 
of those cracks.” But they have so 
far been unable to pin down those 
cracks. “The challenges are basically 
fi guring out what happened and then 
how to stop it.”

Nikki Booth, spokesperson from 
Alberta Environment and Sustainable 
Resources Development, said, “We do 
know some animals [in the affected 
area] have already died, including 
waterfowl; beavers; tadpoles and 
frogs; and shrews.”

Alberta Energy Regulator has 
since ordered Canadian Natural 
Resources to cease all operations until 
the leak is stopped.

The seemingly innumerable 
cases-in-point as to why oil and 
gas extraction are highly dangerous 

merely add fuel (so to speak) to the 
fi re in terms of the Keystone XL 
project, which has infuriated envi-
ronmental activists. President Obama 
said that that pipeline, which would 
transport crude from Alberta to the 
US, would be subjected to a study on 
whether it would increase greenhouse 
gas emissions, before being approved.

Chris Severson-Baker, manag-
ing director of clean energy advo-
cacy group the Pembina Institute, 
remarked, “At this point, what can 
actually be done to prevent the leak 
from continuing to occur? I don’t 
think there’s anything. They don’t 
even know whether this emulsion has 
impacted groundwater.”

“This is a new kind of oil spill,” 
agreed Greenpeace energy analyst 
Keith Stewart. “And there is no ‘off’ 
button’. You can’t cap it like a con-
ventional oil well and you can’t turn 
off a valve like on a pipeline.” With 
CSS, he added, “you’re pressuring the 
oil bed so hard that it’s no wonder that 
it blows out. This means the oil will 
continue to leak until that pressure is 
relieved, which means the bitumen 
could be seeping from the ground 
for months.”
People’s World 

Sydney: Solidarity night with Iranian workers’ movement
The Iranian workers are struggling with pickets & strikes under the dictatorial, anti-worker & despotic, 
religious regime continuously. Those who suffer the worst experiences under the Islamic regime at work or 
in custody are struggling & resisting vigorously.

* Freedom fi ghters & revolutionaries,

* Defending equality, justice & freedom are necessary & humanitarian acts.

Come & join us in the solidarity night with the struggle of the Iranian workers & show your support.

The program includes: Speeches of labour activists & the leaders of working class; Poems & music with 
the support of the Toprak music group

Entrance fee including dinner $15 (Free entrance & dinner for children)

7 pm August 3 – 70 Yarrara Rd, Pennant Hills
Contact number: 0413 489 420   Solidarity Committee with Iranian Workers Movement- Australia
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Pepe Escobar

The Islamic State of Iraq and the 
Levant – the offi cial denomination 
of Al-Qaeda in Iraq – does not even 
pretend to be not responsible for 
the relentless bombing, political 
assassination and mostly sectar-
ian horror unleashed across Iraq 
during Ramadan.

But this is exactly what they’re 
doing, with relish; throwing arrays 
of crude bombs made with fertiliser 
enhanced with ball bearings, manipu-
lating a small army of foreign suicide 
bombers. Most of these, by the way, 
crossed the desert from Syria.

July has been a deadly month; 
over 600 Iraqis killed up to July 25. 
May was even worse; at least 963 
civilians killed and more than 2,000 
injured. And now comes the coup 
de grâce; the already notorious Abu 
Ghraib jailbreak.

Abu Ghraib is charged with 
symbolism – indelibly linked with 
the American occupier. When the Abu 
Ghraib scandal erupted in 2004 I was 
on the road in the US. This is what I 
wrote at the time; in Texas especially, 
everybody saw the routine humiliation 
of Iraqi prisoners as the new normal. 

Fast forward to 2013. The al-
Maliki government insists anti-ter-
rorist forces are on top of everything 
going on in Baghdad. Not really. My 
matchless source in Baghdad, Asseel 
Kamal, explains how the commander 
of the 17th Army Division, General 
Abdul Naser al-Ghanam, apparently 
did not resign; he fl ed, before advis-
ing al-Maliki that all hell would break 
loose. The government was stunned 
by the veritable horde that staged the 

double attack – on Abu Ghraib, west 
of Baghdad, and Taji prison in the 
north of the city.

The siege of Abu Ghraib started 
with nine bombs thrown at the 
entrance, and dozens of mortars, fol-
lowed by a battle against the guards; 
a group of suicide bombers attacked 
the walls while another group of car 
bombers attacked the main entrance. 
And then the critical gambit, when 
a series of car bombs exploded all 
along the main road up to the bridge 
that links the prison to the highway 
leading to Baghdad, cutting all its 
connections with the capital. 

The numbers game is still a mess; 
everything from 500 to 1,000 and 
even 1,400 escapees. Same for the 
offi cial numbers of dead prisoners 
(65), dead guards (28), injured pris-
oners (124) and injured guards (43). 
Kamal quotes prisoners’ families 
saying prisoners who did not man-
age to escape were brutally “inter-
rogated”. And helicopters bombed 
them mercilessly. 

According to Hakim al Zamili, 
a member of Parliament who’s part 
of the Committee for Defence and 
Security, this operation had been 
prepared for at least two weeks – and 
plenty of guards were onto it. Kamal 
reveals that at least 15 men dressed in 
military garb got inside and “released” 
– as in escorted to freedom – selected 
Al-Qaeda princelings ; and left the 
rest to fend for themselves. Better yet: 
this selected group – which includes 
a bunch of Jihad International foreign 
fi ghters captured by the US military 
in 2006 and 2007 – has fl ed to, where 
else, Syria.

Al-Maliki’s government has closed 

Iraq’s borders with Syria – to no avail; 
it’s desert on both sides, it’s powerful 
Sunni tribal Sheikhs on both sides, it’s 
“family” on both sides. This proves 
once again that the Islamic State of 
Iraq and the Levant – with its tactical 
alliance with jihadis of the Jabhat al-
Nusra kind – is already establishing the 
embryo of a beyond-borders Islamic 
Emirate. They even have secured ter-
ritory in northern Syria.

Most of the commanders on the 
ground in Syria are Iraqis – and have 
battleground experience of fi ght-
ing the Americans. Their long-term 
wishful thinking strategy is that once 
Bashar al-Assad’s government falls, 
the next will be al-Maliki’s.

These jihadis see that fi ghting a 
secular, apostate, “infi del” govern-
ment in Syria – supported by Iran 

and Hezbollah – is the equivalent 
of fi ghting an “apostate” govern-
ment in Iraq enjoying close relations 
with Iran. This – a ghastly sectarian 
war – was always the plan since the 
bombing of Samarra’s golden shrine 
in 2006.

As much as Syrian civilians are 
caught in the crossfi re of the proxy 
war involving Western powers and 
Gulf petro-monarchies against the 
support of Iran (and Russia) to 
Damascus, Iraqi civilians are now 
caught in the resurgent civil war. 
Civilians in Baghdad do fear what 
these escapees might unleash. 

It is always crucial to go back 
to the basics. With the invasion and 
occupation of Iraq, the clueless Bush 
gang handed out a base to Al-Qaeda 
on a plate. 

Yet when the Abu Ghraib scandal 
broke in 2004, the prisoners were not 
Al-Qaeda, but the Sunni resistance. 
When the Petraeus surge started in 
2007, the plan was to buy the lead-
ers of the Sunni resistance to fi ght 
Al-Qaeda. The Sunni sheikhs took the 
money and decided to wait. Al-Qaeda 
dissolved and regrouped.

Now, with Syria as the new 
magnet of global jihad – once again 
a direct consequence of a US power 
play, via Barack “Assad must go” 
Obama – Al-Qaeda is resurgent on 
both fronts. Washington has already 
destroyed the social fabric of Iraq. 
Now it’s helping to destroy Syria’s. 
If Abu Ghraib was the new normal in 
2004, the jailbreak cannot but be the 
new new normal of 2013.
Information Clearing House 
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Al-Qaeda unleashed 
against Syria and Iraq

The siege of Abu Ghraib started with nine bombs thrown at the entrance, and dozens of mortars, 
followed by a battle against the guards.

Communists may emerge as 
main opposition to “Abenomics”
Teresa Albano

International headlines have 
trumpeted Prime Minister Abe 
Shinzo’s decisive win in Japan’s 
upper house election July 21. 
But the election results indicate 
the potential defeat of the rul-
ing Liberal Democratic Party’s 
economic and constitutional 
agenda. Called “Abenomics” by 
the Japanese Communist Party, 
Abe’s plan seeks to make Japan 
“the most business friendly country 
in the world” by repealing worker 
protections and corporate regula-
tions, while reducing corporate 
taxes and increasing taxes for the 
general public.

In addition, Abe plans to “prime 
the pump” with nuclear power and 

a renewed push to build up Japan’s 
military forces. While the agenda 
still holds majority support, the 
ground is shifting and public oppo-
sition is gaining momentum.

The Japanese Communist Party, 
by gaining fi ve more seats in the 
upper house in the July 21 vote, is 
positioned to become the head of 
the opposition to Abe. The number 
one opposition party, Democratic 
Party of Japan, lost 27 seats, contin-
uing its downward slide in the polls.

Media outlets remarked on the 
JCP’s “impressive gains.” The party 
now holds 11 seats in the Upper 
House, nearly doubling its presence 
from the pre-election six. It won 
Upper House seats in three areas it 
hasn’t held in more than a decade: 
Tokyo, Osaka and Kyoto. In June, 

the JCP won 17 seats in the Tokyo 
Metropolitan Assembly, catapult-
ing the party to the number three 
position. The JCP’s newspaper 
Akahata editorialised, “More and 
more people have expressed their 
anxieties and complaints regarding 
the anti-people policies carried out 
at both national and local levels” by 
Abe and the LDP Tokyo governor. 
The editorial cited an opinion poll 
released just after the June elec-
tion that showed a 7 point jump 
in opposition to the “Abenomics” 
policy since the May survey. While 
the survey showed 55 percent of 
respondents supporting Abe’s eco-
nomic policy, the editorial said, it 
would be diffi cult for the LDP to 
maintain its high approval ratings.

Abe’s prescription for Japan’s 

economy comes out of the neo-
liberal, free trade handbook: undo 
corporate regulations to make it 
easier to fi re workers, join the 
Trans-Pacifi c Partnership free-
trade agreement and restart nuclear 
reactors idled after the Fukushima 
nuclear disaster. Abenomics stimu-
lus includes exporting nuclear 
technology, along with increased 
military spending.

The package carries political 
risk. Japan’s Communists argue it 
will be increasingly diffi cult for 
Abe and the LDP to hold onto their 
popularity as full-time workers lose 
their jobs to temporary workers 
hired at lower wages, and free trade 
decimates Japanese farmers and 
smaller businesses.

Abe’s proposed constitutional 
changes are poised to reopen dev-
astating wounds of World War 
II, especially the nuclear fallout 
from US atomic bombs dropped 
on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, and 
Japan’s permanent renunciation 
of war, enshrined in its post-war 
Constitution.

Abe is seeking to change 
a technical provision of the 
Constitution, Article 96, which 
would make it easier for him to 
amend Article 9. Article 9 says the 
“Japanese people forever renounce 
war as a sovereign right of the 
nation and the threat or use of force 

as means of settling international 
disputes.” This provision has helped 
shape Japan’s post-war identity.

In an interview with constitu-
tional scholar Watanabe Osamu, 
Akahata writes, “The true aim” of 
Abe “continues to be the revision 
of the war-renouncing Article 9 of 
the Constitution.” Due to Article 9’s 
popularity, “the fi rst Abe Cabinet 
faced mounting public criticism 
and could not accomplish its aim 
to revise Article 9.” That is why 
Abe now seeks to fi rst weaken 
the requirements for rewriting the 
Supreme Law, the article states.

“Contrary to the prime minis-
ter’s expectations of easy victory, 
however, the proposal to revise 
Article 96 has aroused severe pub-
lic criticism. It is urgent to strength-
en public opposition and create a 
national consensus in order to block 
the revision of both Article 9 and 
Article 96.”

Part of the JCP’s attraction to 
voters, especially younger voters, 
is its social media and online cam-
paigning, but the other is presenting 
a pro-people agenda. JCP leader 
Kazuo Shii said the Communists 
aren’t just saying “no” to anything 
proposed by the LDP. “In any issue 
that has come up, we’ve always 
presented alternatives,” he said in a 
pre-election interview.
People’s World 

Vic Williams was one of the best working class and communist poets of Australian literature. 
His writing came from a lifetime of struggle and experiences, in particular in industry and on the 
Fremantle waterfront.

Katharine Susannah Prichard wrote: “He fuses a passionate and sensuous vision of the earth 
he knows and loves with thought, direct and forceful, about everyday life and work of men and 
women. There is, I think, a high rare quality in Victor Williams’ poetry.”

Three Golden Giants and other poems contains some of his most popular poems. The lines: I do 
not live with a divided heart. One love, one aim, once class my loyalty … from “The Undivided 
Heart” are illustrative of the direct and forceful approach. In all there are 21 poems in the booklet, 
including “Delegate”; “Speak for Us, Pablo Neruda”; “Along the Waterfront”; and “My Baby Cries”.
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During each year of the last several years 
of the 1970s and of the early years of the 
1980s up to 30,000 refugees arrived by 
boat to Australia. There was relatively little 
public fuss about this as at the time there 
was bipartisan political support between 
Fraser and Whitlam. However three decades 
later hysteria has gripped, generated by the 
Howard years and all of a sudden we have 
both the major political parties in bipartisan 
support of punitive measures to “stem the 
tide of boat people.”

In the late 1970s and early 1980s moral 
leadership was demonstrated by the then govern-
ment in assisting Cambodian and Vietnamese 
refugees. My sister-in-law, just a baby, came 
from Vietnam on one of those boats, which 
nearly sank.

Children who arrived from these countries 
without the English language and without pos-
sessions came to my school. I became friends 
with some of them. One of them, a landmine 
victim, profoundly dragged his right leg.

In this period, the Fraser government min-
ister Andrew Peacock led the way, telling the 
Prime Minister’s Cabinet he would resign if 
people fl eeing Pol Pot’s Khmer Rouge killing 
fi elds were not assisted.

It was not all perfect then either with forms 
of off-shore processing, or rather regional col-
laboration – at Galang camp in Indonesia and at 
Hei Ling Chau camp in Hong Kong. These were 
places with horrifi c conditions where people 
died. However, there were UNHCR personnel 
at the camps to assist with resettlement. Many 

were resettled in Australia because Australia 
processed claims faster than other countries 
such as Canada and the United States.

Galang Island refugee camp opened in 1979 
and was closed in 1996 after all the refugees 
were resettled. It had two camps – one for 
newly arrived refugees and another one for 
those approved, who received English classes 
and cultural information about the country of 
their resettlement.

Babies were born in Galang and people died 
there. Alongside the UNHCR, Doctors Without 
Borders and Save the Children maintained a 
near daily presence.

Hong Kong’s little rocky island of Hei Ling 
Chau maintained a closed camp with razor wire. 
Many of the refugees broke down, many died. 
However, Hong Kong refused to push boats 
of refugees back out to sea, as on occasion the 
Thais did.

There are patterns of global movements of 
refugees which explain boat arrivals – nothing 
else does. People risk their lives to get to other 
countries in order to fl ee persecution and other 
dangers. Half the asylum seekers to Australia 
in the last 15 years have been Hazaras fl eeing 
the Taliban. 

Foreign Affairs Minister Bob Carr has done 
a great disservice to the national consciousness, 
as bad as anything former Prime Minister John 
Howard did. Minister Carr described Iranian 
refugees fl eeing to Australia as economic 
migrants. He has no evidence of this; however he 
is working to harden the attitudes of Australians 
against these people.

More than 90 percent of all asylum seekers 
who have come to Australia have been approved 
as bona fi de refugees.

The diabolical myth-making is disgraceful. 
The ability to discover the truth is outstripped by 
the capacity to manifest deceit. Take the argu-
ment that there are queues – it is as if someone 
should stand in a Woolworth’s checkout line 
instead of running for their life. And the argu-
ment that everyone is destroying their passports 
– most of them can never secure such docu-
ments. Both sides of government are responsible 
for misleading the national consciousness.

Our government needs to demonstrate moral 
leadership. For a country like Australia, reset-
tling 30,000 or 40,000 people a year is not an 
issue, and it never has been. It is only a trickle 
of humanity. Dismantling detention centres and 
instead assisting people into community living 
and onto refugee visas should take less than 30 
days from their arrival. By ridding Australia of 

the blight of detention centres nearly four billion 
dollars will be saved each year, which could be 
divested instead to regional collaborations or to 
so much else.

I have interviewed more than one hundred 
former immigration detainees and the effect of 
prolonged detention is brutal, and for many of 
them the mental and physical meltdowns from 
this prolonged incarceration and obvious mal-
treatments have left them with clinical disorders 
and multiple traumas and disabled them from 
the prospect of the normal community living 
most of the rest of us enjoy.

The Australia we should know and be proud 
of is the one that resettles as many asylum 
seekers as it can and wisely spends its billions 
of dollars on working for humanity and not 
against it. The number of asylum seekers com-
ing to Australia is small, and they run only in 
parallel to global refugee patterns, they run in 
accordance to nothing else – there are no other 
so-called push- and pull-factors. The dog-whistle 
politics needs to cease. 
* Gerry Georgatos is a human rights 
advocate and PhD researcher in Australian 
Custodial Systems. 
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To ensure democracy

If we want to be serious about 
ending the various divides and to 
wipe out their inherent unfortunate 
impacts then we have to move in 
various affi rmative actions in order 
to ensure democracy. Only in this 
striving for equality will we reduce 
the gender divide, racist divides, 
and class divides.

The supposition of the will of 
the people is not the equivalent 
of the constitution of democracy. 
Governments and referendums that 
depend on a majority vote, whether 
fi rst past the post or preferential, have 
failed to induce democracy but divi-
sion, and furthermore have failed to 
understand the will of the people as 
a whole-of-the-people.

To ensure democracy we require 
the representation of all of the people 
in government. Democracy requires 
an informed citizenry, and the eroding 
of monopoly politics. This is achieved 
by affi rmative actions which ensure 
proportional representation.

For instance a truly equal 
Australia would allocate 75 of its 
150 House of Representative seats 
to women and 75 to men. Similarly 
with the Senate and once again with 
all State jurisdictions. This too must 

be the case at all layers of government 
- councils must affi rm half their seats 
to women, half to men.

Similarly, proportional repre-
sentation should ensure mandatory 
representation of Aboriginal peoples 
in the Senate and the House of 
Representatives, and similarly in State 
and Territory jurisdictions.

The will of the people is dimin-
ished when all the people are not 
represented. We remain a long way 
from democracy.

Gerry Georgatos
WA

Report from Palestine
Really pleased to report Palestinian 
teacher and activist Sireen 
Khudiri, 25 was released from 
occupation prison on July 15 after 
two months of imprisonment. A 
court decision was made to release 
her on payment of 7,000 shekels 
(A$$2,483) serving as bail. She is 
now home with her family.

Thanks so much to all those who 
wrote letters and signed petitions to 
protest Sireen’s imprisonment, pro-
moted awareness of her situation or 
posted or wrote messages of support. 
These efforts may have had an impact 
in helping free Sireen from prison.

However, the court has ordered 
that she must not leave her house and 
must not use the internet. Sireen also 

has to go back to court on September 
16.

Sireen was arrested on May 15, 
as she returned to her home town 
of Tubas from university. She was 
arrested for her internet activism, 
because she wrote articles critical of 
Israeli actions in the occupied West 
Bank. Israel accused Sireen of creat-
ing a Facebook page that threatens 
the security of Israel and the region.

After her release Sireen said that 
conditions for female political prison-
ers are very bad in Hasharon Prison, 
with medical neglect and mistreatment 
common. And she called on those who 
work for the prisoners’ cause to focus 
campaigning on this situation. Sireen 
also urged support for Tahrir Mansour 
at her court hearing on August 28.

Sireen’s family have sent a mes-
sage to all Sireen’s friends who acted 
with humanity and solidarity to free 
Sireen. They said: “Thankful for your 
support against apartheid occupation, 
today (Sireen) feel sorry because 
she can’t thank by herself each one 
who supported her. As you know it’s 
forbidden for her to use internet. She 
sends her love for all of you. We wish 
freedom for all prisoners.”

Thank you very much for your 
support. 

For more information – visit 
Facebook page, Sireen Khudiri 
Sawafteh campaign.

Steven Katsineris
Vic
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Galang Refugee Camp, on Galang island, Batam, Indonesia.
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DO YOU HAVE SOMETHING TO SAY?
Write a letter to the Editor

Melbourne Public forum – Assange live video link
7:00pm Thursday August 8

Fitzroy Townhall, 201 Napier Street, Fitzroy
Truth telling: criminalised by our government and suppressed by our media
Speakers: Julian Assange; WikiLeaks Party Candidate (TBA); Bill Deller, (3CR)

Contact: 03 9419 8377 or www.3cr.org.au
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Baden Powell established 
the Boy Scouts as a way to 

provide the British Empire with new 
generations of healthy, fi t and capable 
Empire loyalists. The Girl Guides 
were established to do the same thing 
for girls. Both organisations taught 
the children in their ranks to venerate 
“God, King and country”.

As national liberation struggles 
busted the British Empire apart after 
WW2, the Scouts and the Guides 
clung stubbornly to Cold War 
principles and even McCarthyist 
tactics. The consequence was 
inevitable decline. But many of 
the expressed principles of the two 
movements were desirable and sound: 
helpfulness, generosity, self-reliance, 
protecting the weak, etc, so the 
movements survived and are still with 
us, albeit in slightly modifi ed form.

To see what the Guides get up 
to today, watch Compass: Whatever 
Happened To The Girl Guides? 
(ABC1 Sunday August 4 at 6.30pm).

Easily the most important fi lm 
of the week is Mea Maxima 

Culpa: Silence In The House Of God 
(ABC2 Sunday August 4 at 8.30pm). 
Made by Alex Gibney (Enron: The 
Smartest Guys In The Room), it is 
a feature-length examination of the 
struggle by a handful of priests and 
lay Catholics to expose and stop the 
predatory activities of paedophile 
priests abusing children in their care.

Gibney shows that despite claims 

to the contrary, the hierarchy of the 
Catholic Church knew – in detail – 
about these activities but chose to 
protect the good name of the Church 
by covering up the offences, by any 
means that came to hand, and by 
moving offending priests to other 
locations but still in positions of trust 
with children, where they continued 
to molest at will.

Gibney shows how Cardinal 
Ratzinger, from his offi ce at the 
Vatican, had all reports of priestly 
abuse of children sent to him 
personally for two decades. When, 
eventually, The New York Times 
fi nally broke the story on its front 
page, Ratzinger, now Pope Benedict, 
shed hypocritical tears of shock at 
hearing of such dreadful offences. 
Not a hint that he had known all about 
them for the previous 20 years!

The film shows clearly how 
impotent the lower orders of the 
Catholic Church are to expose 
criminal behaviour if the higher 
orders want it swept under the carpet. 
Although its initial focus is on Boston, 
the fi lm goes to Ireland where almost 
identical abuse has also caused 
scandal and seriously impacted on 
church attendance.

Most appalling is the callousness 
of the Church authorities, to whom 
the plight of the abused victims is as 
nothing when set against the possible 
damage to the “good name” of the 
Church. Humanity – or the equivalent 
concept as taught by Jesus – is 
nowhere in evidence, only the fervent 
desire to protect the power, infl uence, 
prestige and wealth of the Church.

It is a very well made and 
outspoken exposé that deserves to 
be seen.

NITV has produced a little 
series (of only two episodes) 

called Characters Of Broome (NITV 
Wednesday August 7 at 8.30pm). In 
case you have not encountered it yet, 
NITV is a division of SBS (Channel 
34 Free To Air).

The fi rst episode is an interview 
with Donnelly McKenzie, Aboriginal 
pearl shell sorter and prominent 
Broome sportsman. It is very simply 
but effectively fi lmed.

“Of the moment” pop culture 
is so empty-headed and 

superfi cial that it sorely tempts topical 
comedians. But to expose it one needs 
to do more than simply replicate it. 
Put the boot in, or at least the rapier.

Nick Kroll has some clever ideas, 
but I found Kroll Show (ABC2 
Thursdays at 8.30pm from August 
8), his collection of pop-culture 
sketches, largely unfunny.

Screenwriter Michael Hirst 
seems to work to a formula: 

choose a couple of characteristics to 
defi ne your period than work them 
to death. The Tudors was non-stop 
lust and defl owering of virgins, yet 
Henry VIII actually did many other 
important things.

For his new drama series Vikings 
(SBS ONE Thursday August 8 at 
8.35pm) he has apparently decided 
that the times were cruel and savage, 
and that is pretty well it. There are 
token nods to the role of their pagan 
religion, and to the historical forces 
that compelled the Vikings to augment 
their farming and fi shing with raiding 

neighbouring tribes for slaves and 
plunder. Think Game Of Thrones 
on water.

Filmed in Ireland, the series stars 
Australian actor and former Calvin 
Klein model Travis Fimmel.

According to SBS’ public-
ity, Him & Her (SBS2 

Thursdays from August 8 at 
9.05pm) “reveals the hilarious and 
often shocking truth of what really 
goes on behind the bedroom doors 
of today’s 20-somethings”. If that is 
the case, they are to be truly pitied, 
for their situation is not hilarious, it’s 
just sad, their so-called friends should 
be unceremoniously dumped ASAP, 
and they should stop being doormats 
their obnoxious mates can walk all 
over all the time.

British blokes’ involvement 
with Thailand’s ladyboys 

(girls who were born male but live as 
women) continues to fascinate British 
TV producers. Series 2 of Ladyboys 
(ABC2 Fridays from August 9 at 
9.30pm) shows that the attraction can 
be sincere, although the son of the 

middle-aged Brit at the heart of the 
episode – while acknowledging that 
his dad and his dad’s ladyboy partner 
are clearly in love – still thinks his 
dad must be gay.

As a tourist phenomenon, 
ladyboys bring a lot of loot into 
Thailand’s coffers, which might help 
to explain why there are so many of 
them in the country. That and the fact 
that for kids from poor villages there 
are few other alternatives to working 
as a bar girl, prostitution and (if you 
are very lucky) catching a comfortably 
off foreigner to support you and your 
family.

Russell Howard’s Good News 
is a very funny take on the 

events of the week, and his stand-
up special Right Here, Right Now 
(ABC2 Saturday August 10 at 
9.30pm) is also very funny. Filmed 
live at London’s Apollo Theatre, 
Howard’s wit ranges widely – and 
wildly – over everything from 
take-away food to his taste in TV 
shows. 
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The “unnatural death” 
of Dr David Kelly
Dr David Halpin

A bearded man of avuncular appear-
ance had started early in replying to 
e-mails on the July 17, 2003. He was 
in the offi ce of his pretty cottage, 
with the scent of roses telling of an 
English summer. The little village 
of Southmoor was stirring. He was 
to send over 80 via one of fi ve hard 
drives and mostly in reply. Some 
would be encrypted because he was 
writing to friends and colleagues who 
like him shared secrets in the fi eld of 
“WMDs”. And some would be human 
and ordinary as from a father of three 
daughters. He had delighted in seeing 
a new born foal and arranged to take 
his daughter Rachel down the village 
that Thursday evening to see young 
life together.

Many of the e-mails in his inbox 
were from friends expressing sympa-
thy for his having been put through 
the mangle of the state machine; his 
responses were hopeful. In one he 
spoke of arrangements having been 
made for his return to Iraq in eight 
days; he was looking forward to that. 
This man from the Welsh Valleys 
graduated with his DSc in microbi-
ology from Linacre College, Oxford 
in 1971. He joined the Civil Service 
in 1984 and was acting head of the 
Porton Down Defence Microbiology 
Division for 10 years. These functions 
on Salisbury Plain widened.

He was much valued as an inter-
rogator and sought after round the 
world for his deep knowledge and 
sharp intelligence.

He was a member of the 
UNSCOM team fi nding and disabling 
germ and chemical weapons in Iraq. 
He would have seen the irony that 
almost all of these had been supplied 
to Iraq by western nations, including 
an anthrax strain that was originally 
cultured from a cow in Oxfordshire 
before WW2. He visited 37 times 
between 1991 and 1998, when the 
team was pulled out before the bomb-
ing campaign of Operation Desert Fox. 
He must have known that UNSCOM 
was also a cover for spying; the coor-
dinates of defence systems and much 
else were being recorded for the later 
destruction of Babylon.

He had the highest level of secu-
rity clearance from the SIS of the 
US and the UK but he was not on 
the payroll of MI6, it is said. He was 
attached to the Proliferation and Arms 
Control Secretariat of the Ministry 
of Defence whilst the Foreign and 
Commonwealth Offi ce paid him. His 
base remained the Defence Science 
and Technology Laboratory at Porton 
Down. He translated “intelligence” 
into the language of science and was 
required to explain scientifi c matters 
within his ambit for the media when 
asked.

US, UK and UN hypocrisies 
fl ourished in the sun. UNSCOM 
begat UNMOVIC and UNMOVIC 
begat IRG. How was it this sober 
scientist was involved with this sham? 
Saddam’s Iraq had been supported in 
its war with Iran and April Glaspie 
the US Ambassador to Iraq had later 
passed him the green light to invade 

Kuwait. The litany of black lies was 
long and blood soaked. The “turkey 
shoot” as Iraqi soldiers and civilians 
streamed back from Kuwait under 
white fl ags ended with live burial 
for hundreds by US army bulldozers. 
In Baghdad, the charred remains of 
over 400 women and children in the 
Amiriya bomb shelter were testament 
to Allied and UN evil. And were not 
the two laser guided bombs WMDs?

The context in which Dr Kelly 
did his duty for the UN and the UK 
has been outlined. The intelligence 
for targeting, bridgeheads etc was in 
place. The paramount war criminal 
and psychopath, Anthony Blair, 
conspired with Bush in April 2002 at 
Crawford over blood oozing steaks to 
tear into Iraq. The black propaganda 
machine changed gear. A succession 
of signatories of The Project for 
the New American Century began 
appearing nightly, courtesy of the 
State Broadcaster, the BBC. We could 
soon tell Wolfowitz from Bolton, and 
Perle from Bolton.

Mangold tried to scare the pants 
off vulnerable members of the UK 
public in September 2002 with sarin 
in the Tokyo tube and with all the 
focus on the rogue regime. The Sun
carried the headline “Brits 45 minutes 
from doom” to its six million readers. 
The prescription of Oded Yinon from 
the Israeli Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
was being followed to the letter. “Iraq, 
rich in oil on the one hand and inter-
nally torn on the other, is guaranteed 
as a candidate for Israel’s targets. Its 
dissolution is even more important 
for us than that of Syria.”

And so it was, that against major-
ity opinion in the UK and the truth, a 
massive invasion and bombardment 
started March 22, 2003. It had been 
planned since 1988. A sceptical 
British public became more certain 
that the hell had been conjured up 
and brought to earth. On May 29 
the author heard Andrew Gilligan at 
6.20am on the premier propaganda 
program, the BBC’s Today say that a 
source had told him the “September” 
dossier had been enhanced.  (There 
was probably no mention of the “Iraq 
Dossier” of February 23 which within 
three days was shown by Rangwala 
to be fake throughout.)

The hunt started slowly, but soon 
the government hounds were in full 
cry. Hoon and Campbell were out in 
front. Journalists were encouraged to 
call the Ministry of Defence and to 
state the name of a suspect. Given that 
experts in the fi eld were few, David 
Kelly’s identity as a possible source 
soon emerged. This act of treachery 
was wrong on two counts. Firstly the 
confi dentiality of the names of public 
servants in charges of this sort is usu-
ally maintained. Secondly, anybody 
with his “security” attachments should 
have had his identity concealed both 
for his sake and for the operational 
integrity of the establishments. The 
furore fl owing from the outing was 

fi erce. The quarry felt the heat of 
slavering hounds about his neck.

He was called, improperly 
given his post, before the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the House 
of Commons on July 15, two days 
before he “walked”. The BBC fi lm 
of an anxious man wheeling quickly 
into the elaborate building with his 
minders was played numerous times 
and perhaps to reinforce a picture of 
a man at the end of his tether. Later, 
at the Hutton Inquiry, it was reported 
this committee had concluded he 
was not Gilligan’s source. He was 
interrogated by the Intelligence and 
Security Committee the next day. 
The transcript conveys a picture of a 
composed and honest man. There is 
evidence of self-delusion however:

Howarth: How did you arrive 
at your fi gure of 30% probability? 
It appears to have a kind of exacti-
tude, or is it meant to be merely 
illustrative?

Kelly: It’s illustrative, as an 
estimate.

Howarth: Illustrating a lot, a 
little?

Kelly: Its verging to a little 
rather than to a lot.

Mates Two to one against!
Laughter ... 
Dr Kelly had defi ned earlier in 

the hearing that he believed there 
was a 30% chance of ANY weapon 
containing biological or chemical 
agents. He does not appear to have 
revised his assessment when no such 
weapons were used by the Iraqi forces 
even though they were faced with 
total defeat.

Reference was made at this hear-
ing to a letter from Hoon, the Minister 
of War. “ ... in that normally it was 
Secretaries of State and heads of sec-
tions that came to give evidence and 
that it should not be taken as a prec-
edent for calling in any junior offi cial 
within that department.”  Efforts were 
made to demean Dr Kelly but the 
evidence suggests he remained robust 
even though he was not used to such 

treatment in his very senior position.
David Kelly completed his 

correspondence on July 17, which 
included a report to the FCO, and 
changed from track suit into jeans 
and a shirt ready for a customary 
walk. He was described later by his 
wife Janice as being exhausted and 
shrunken within himself. She suffered 
from arthritis and had gone upstairs 
to rest on the bed.

She heard him take a telephone 
call at about 3pm (from Wing 
Commander Clarke at the Ministry of 
Defence) and he then left for a walk. 
The Wing Commander “phoned again 
at 3.20pm but he was away by then 
so Mrs Kelly answered”. The Wing 
Commander phoned every 15 minutes 
because Dr Kelly always had his cell 
phone with him and was always easy 
to contact. An “electronic” voice said 
“the number you have rung is not 
reacting”, which is the normal one 
that one would expect if the telephone 
itself had been switched off. The 
number when dialled before 6pm by 
James Harrison of the same offi ce 
rang but there was no answer.

When he did not return the family 
were alerted. According to reports 
in the UK Guardian and Scotsman
a lay search party was formed later 
that day, but no member was called 
to the inquiry. A Mrs Susan Melling 
was quoted. In these reports, a farmer 
Weaver (sic) – in fact Weaving, hailed 
Dr Kelly who was reported to be 
dressed in jeans and a shirt. Weaving 
might have been the last person to see 
Dr Kelly alive. The importance of that 
in an inquiry into an unnatural death is 
obvious but he was not called either.

The family informed the police 
at 23.40 hours that he was missing, 
about nine hours after he had left the 
house and this in spite of the mael-
strom swirling around the man and 
the very secret nature of his morbid 
work. The roses freshened in the night 
air and down the road the foal was 
nuzzling the mare.
globalresearch.ca 
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