
Bob Briton *

Last week colleges run by companies associated 
with Japanese multinational GEOS suddenly 
closed their doors. The eight language schools in 
Melbourne, Sydney, Adelaide, Brisbane and Perth 
have gone into voluntary receivership leaving 390 
staff without jobs and the future of about 3,000 
students up in the air. Australia’s reputation as 
a host country for international students will, 
no doubt, take a further battering. Government 
assurances, especially to Indian authorities, that 
this sector of education would be straightened out 
are looking a bit sick. More than that, the Rudd 
government’s assertion that students’ interests are 
best served in a competitive “education market” 
has failed another test.

More than 2,000 international students affected 
by the collapse will now have to be placed in other 
colleges. Industry group English Australia takes 
charge of this and the refunding of fees for tuition not 
delivered to students. Any other monies paid to the 
colleges, for accommodation or other services, have 
been lost. Some of the students had been transferred 
from the Meridian colleges in Sydney and Melbourne 
which shut up shop last November leaving 3,000 
students in education limbo.

 “A lot of these students are very sick and tired of 
being shafted from one private college provider to the 
next,” president of the National Union of Students, 
Carla Drakeford, said. “International students are 
not getting the support they need. They often don’t 
know what they’re getting into when they arrive at 
private colleges.”

Some students were nearing completion of their 
courses. Marcio Alves from Brazil spent $4,000 for 
a course he was expecting to fi nish in fi ve weeks. “I 
think I lost money here. In Brazil I worked for one 
year to save for this course,” he told The Age.

GEOS is said to have got into diffi culty as a 
result of the global economic crisis. The Victorian 
Registration and Qualifi cations Authority recently 
scrutinised the company’s Melbourne college after 
it was suspected of diverting funds to support other 
operations in Australia and overseas.

Clearly the Australian government has an 
obligation to the students to step in and run these 
colleges and plan for a long overdue government 
takeover of this troubled sector of education provision.

The latest collapse and the major disruption to 
international and other students raise some important 
questions for the future of education generally in 
Australia. For some time TAFE has been subjected 
to the blowtorch of forced increases in fees and 
competition from all manner of private operators. 
Foreign private university operators are now running 
campuses in Australia. Education is now presented as 
simply a fi ercely competitive international “market” 
in which Australia is considered a strong competitor. 
Aside from the students obliged to pay the often 
exorbitant fees, it is profi ts and smiles all around. 
But what happens when economic times get rocky? 
We have been getting a foretaste.

Governments in countries like Australia are still 
holding to the ultimate neo-liberal objective of the 
full privatisation of all once government provided 
services with citizens “self-provisioning” for the 
lot. One interim objective is to make it a matter of 
indifference for “consumers” or “clients” whether 
the provider of a service is government or private. 
In the fi eld of education for school age children, 
public education is handicapped by a massive funding 
advantage given to private, even elite, schools.

“It’s time to move beyond the outdated divisions 
between … public and private provision”, Rudd told 
a National Press Club audience in 2008. Teachers and 
communities pointing out the disadvantage caused 
to the public schools with increased class sizes and 
so on are labelled “dishonest”. 

As the consequences of the Rudd/Gillard 
“education revolution” start to rack up, more and 
more people will be seeing through the invitation 
to “move beyond outdated visions” and will start 
to demand commitment to public education. They 
will resist the entry of here-today-gone-tomorrow 
colleges and schools.
* Bob Briton is the Communist Party of 
Australia’s candidate for the seat of Lee in 
the South Australian state elections to be 
held on March 20. 
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Jobs to save the planet
Queensland Premier Anna Bligh welcomed the opening of possibly 

the largest coal mining venture in the world last week. In NSW, the 
government is pushing ahead with new coal mines. Yet the major 
contributor to climate change is the combustion of fossil fuels, including 
coal, which results in the emission of vast amounts of carbon dioxide.

The big mining corporations that profi t from coal, the coal-fi red 
energy generation companies, the aluminium smelters and other major 
polluters have no interest pursuing alternative, renewable energy 
sources. They prefer emission trading schemes (ETS) under which they 
can purchase the “right” to go on polluting. They are quite comfortable 
with the Rudd Labor government’s ETS under which they could buy the 
“right” to pollute.

For the fi rst 10 years or more the government will subsidise their 
permits to pollute. They will be able to purchase credits for greenhouse 
gas emissions in developing countries and sell their free government 
permits at a profi t. Their profi ts are safe, their shareholders’ “interests” 
protected, with little pressure to make serious reductions in emissions. 
(See page 3.)

They try to justify their “business as usual” and opening of new 
mines as providing employment. Anna Bligh promoted the new 
Queensland mines as job creators, omitting to mention the billions of 
dollars in corporate profi ts they would generate, let alone their impact 
on the environment.

The questions of addressing climate change, jobs, and corporate 
profi ts are interconnected. Unless environmental damage and climate 
change are brought under control, global catastrophe will result from 
a collapse of the planet’s ecosystem. Millions of lives and jobs will be 
lost. Australia is not immune to the impacts of global warming. We are 
already experiencing changes in weather patterns, extremes of droughts 
and fl ooding, and bush fi re conditions of an unprecedented nature. 
Strong action on climate change that meets the fi ndings of science is 
imperative.

Decisive action will inevitably involve plant closures and the loss of 
jobs. The question is how it is done. Workers’ rights must be protected; 
workers should not be disadvantaged as a result of environmental pro-
tection measures. The Political Resolution adopted by the Communist 
Party of Australia at its 11th Congress in 2009 emphasized this point: 
“Workers whose jobs are at risk from measures to protect the envi-
ronment must be offered employment in environmentally friendly 
occupations and new green industries without loss of wages or any con-
ditions and with full involvement of workers and their unions… It is 
necessary to promote jobs growth in the sustainable energy sector and 
to ensure that job creation is equitable and targets geographic areas 
and economic sectors disadvantaged by the transition to a sustainable 
energy future.” Climate change should not result in the destruction of 
rural and regional communities, but enhance opportunities there.

The CPA resolution also stated that it is “crucial that the working 
class becomes involved in the struggle to save the planet from envi-
ronmental catastrophe. Workers must be confi dent that protecting the 
environment is in their interests and the interest of their children and 
future generations.”

The global environmental crisis has its origins in the heedless 
drive of capitalism for profi ts regardless of the social or environmen-
tal costs. The response of federal and state governments to the climate 
crisis is directed at safeguarding corporate profi ts. This was evident 
in Copenhagen where the Rudd government set out to kill the Kyoto 
Protocol and now with its token fi ve percent target in emission reduc-
tions by 2020 – a target that could be reached through buying emission 
reduction credits from developing countries and “business as usual” in 
Australia.

“Job creation and good employment opportunities are central to 
sustainable development because workers and workplaces are at the 
centre of production and consumption in society and have a key place in 
transforming production at all levels,” the CPA Resolution said.

The way of achieving this is through a planned economy with the 
government exercising its responsibilities to govern in the interests of 
the people and planet. This requires polices where the government:
•  controls and plans development taking into account that environmen-

tal factors are the basis for a sustainable future;
•  halts further privatisation and takes over electricity generation, distri-

bution and supply infrastructure;
•  develops a national energy plan, with legislated timetables and tar-

gets, for transition to an ecologically sustainable energy system.
A planned economy which has eliminated the private profi t mo-

tive has the maximum potential for solving environmental problems. 
Ultimately, this will be achieved at the highest level under socialism, but 
action must be taken now in the face of the environmental disaster we 
are all now threatened with.

PRESS FUND 
In a recent report on moves by the Chinese Premier to reduce the 
rate of bank loans in China, the ABC’s finance reporter Allan Koller 
compared the performance of the Chinese and US presidents. With 
regard to Chinese President Hu Jintao, Koller said with apparent 
admiration: “The Chinese President does control things in that 
country, he doesn’t just make announcements!” The Guardian 
intends to bring you in-depth coverage of financial matters, both 
here and overseas, but in order to do so we really need your financial 
support, by way of contributions to the Press Fund. However, the 
Fund has got off to a rather bad start for the year with only three 
contributors so far, so please send in something for the next issue if 
you possibly can. We extend our thanks to this week’s contributors, 
as follows:
“Round Figure” $10, Mark Window $10. 
This week’s total: $20 Progressive total: $30.

Letter to Obama 
on the Cuban Five
The Hon. Barack Obama
President of the United States of America
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue,
Washington DC
Sir,

I am writing to you on behalf of the Victorian Branch 
of the Australia-Cuba Friendship Society to express our 
outrage at your government’s inclusion of Cuba in its 
recent list of sponsors of international terrorism, dashing 
our hopes that your election would herald a shift in US 
foreign policy and a move away from pandering to the 
extremist Cuban-American vote.

Three months ago, the UN General Assembly voted 
against your blockade for the 18th time, with only three 
countries in support – the US, Israel and Palau - and two 
abstentions. US pressure on Palau, with a population of 
20,000 and 9,195 miles from Cuba which is completely 
dependent on US funding through the Compact of Free 
Association, only serves to highlight your political 
isolation. Each year the majority of UN member states 
has supported Cuba against the blockade and each year 
the vote has increased in Cuba’s favour, clearly indicating 
that public opinion is growing worldwide for an end to 
your genocidal policy.

Instead of spending billions on invading armies, the 
latest weaponry and torture prisons, it seems Cuba is being 
punished for providing free health care and education 
for its citizens. Instead of lining the pockets of the rich 
and powerful and giving refuge to terrorists like Orlando 
Bosch and Luis Posada Carriles who have confessed to 
bombing Havana hotels and blowing up a Cuban airliner 
killing 73 people, Cuba sends humanitarian missions to 
68 countries and has become a world leader in cancer 
research and treatment. Cuba is the only nation in Latin 
America which does not receive assistance from the 
IMF or World Bank and yet last year managed to train 
1,800 doctors from 47 developing countries under a free 
scholarship scheme.

To highlight the hypocrisy, fi ve Cubans are currently 
rotting in your jails after being given long sentences 
when they were actually in the US to infi ltrate Miami 
terrorist groups to try and prevent terrorist acts against 
their own country. Between 1990 and 2000 there were 
108 such attacks both inside Cuba and abroad targeting 
Cuban diplomats and in 1997 there were ten bombings 
in Havana alone, all at international tourist destinations. 
Despite the FBI being given specifi c information about 
these Miami terrorist groups and clamping down on their 
criminal activities, the FBI arrested the fi ve Cubans, put 
them into solitary confi nement and subjected them to a 
politically-motivated trial.

Today, in Haiti, we are witnessing a human 
catastrophe, a crisis beyond our worst nightmares and 
where international aid seems to be failing. Yet, in the 
centre of the Haitian capital, hundreds of fully equipped 
Cuban health professionals set up two fi eld hospitals to 
treat earthquake victims, augmented by a contingent of 
doctors from the Henry Reeve Medical Brigade which 
specialises in giving assistance after natural disasters 
and serious epidemics. It was fi rst established to help the 
United States after Hurricane Katrina devastated New 
Orleans and the Gulf Coast in 2005, an offer rejected by 
your predecessor, George W Bush. Despite your savage 
blockade, Cuba allowed the US to use Cuban airspace for 
medical evacuation fl ights in order to cut 90 minutes from 
the trip between Guantanamo Bay and Haiti.

And this is the country you have included as a sponsor 
of international terrorism.  

As a matter of urgency, Cuba should be removed from 
that list and the fi ve Cubans released from your prisons 
and returned to their families.

Joan Coxsedge
President, 

Australia-Cuba Friendship Society, Melbourne
ACFS

PO Box 1051



3The Guardian
February 10 2010 Australia

Anna Pha

Parliament has resumed and the 
Rudd Labor government is making 
a third attempt to get its “pay to 
pollute” emissions trading scheme 
(ETS) through the Senate. The 
Liberals have countered with a 
simplistic and equally inadequate 
“pay to reduce pollution” scheme. 
Both schemes are based on 
corporate welfare for the biggest 
polluters and rely on the “markets” 
to reduce emissions. The Australian 
Greens, the only voice of reason or 
commitment on climate change in 
Parliament, have put forward an 
interim compromise.

Liberal’s con job
The Liberal Party policy is a 

cynical and dangerous attempt to 
deceive the electorate that an Abbott 
government would take measures to 
halt global warming. The Christian 
fundamentalist Tony Abbott does not 
believe in climate change, let along 
accept that global warming is caused 
by human activity. To him climate 
change is “crap”.

The corporate polluters’ policy 
he released last week, opportunisti-
cally portrayed as “action” on climate 
change, centres on the establishment 
of an emissions reduction plan and 
sequestering of carbon in the soil. A 
few million dollars are also thrown 
at tree planting and solar conversion 
of homes.

The fund would have a $300 mil-
lion allocation for 2011-2012, rising to 
$1 billion over three years to reward 
businesses that reduce emissions to 
below “business as usual” levels.

The fund is a rehash of an old 
Howard proposal. There would be 
no caps on pollution, not a single 
concrete measure, let alone targets or 
requirements to reduce emissions. It 
is a question of leave it to the market 
gods – or “business as usual” for the 
big corporate polluters.

As for sequestering carbon in 
the soil – enriching soil with organic 
matter – this is still unproven on the 
scale proposed.

Abbott’s “simpler and cheaper” 
scheme would be a joke if the 
situation were not so serious. It is a 
dangerous electoral stunt. The big pol-
luters support it; they know it means 
business as usual with the bonus of 
corporate welfare if they actually 
reduce emissions.

Labor’s pay to pollute
Labor’s ETS (emissions trading 

scheme), the centrepiece of its Carbon 
Pollution Reduction Scheme (CPRS), 
is a far more expensive and complex 

exercise, which also fails to meet 
the requirements of science. It is a 
cap-and-trade scheme, which relies 
on market forces and subsidises the 
biggest polluters to enable them to 
not only continue on a “business as 
usual” basis, but even make profi ts 
out of permit trading!

In theory, an ETS involves a cap 
on greenhouse gas or carbon emis-
sions and the sale of permits to pollute 
within that cap. The price of the per-
mits is gradually raised and the cap on 
emissions is to be reduced over time. 
It creates an incentive for polluters to 
reduce emissions. Businesses that do 
not act face the possibility of being 
unable to compete with alternative 
energy sources and other more energy 
effi cient methods of production.

Permits can be traded, with more 
efficient companies selling their 
excess permits to other companies 
and making a profi t out of them. The 
government does not determine plant 
closures or new investments, let alone 
plan future development. It is left to 
market mechanisms.

Such schemes have operated in 
Europe for some time with very poor 
results. The fi nance sector has latched 
onto them as a new source of profi t 
gouging. The permits become com-
modities to be traded – gambled with 
– on futures and other markets. They 
create the potential for a future crash.

The Rudd government’s ETS is 
seriously fl awed. It in effect pays the 
largest polluters to go on polluting by 
buying their permits for them. For 
example, the Coal Sector Adjustment 
Scheme “provides free permits to the 
most emission intensive mines” to the 
value of $1.3 billion.

Under the Electricity Sector 
Adjustment Scheme, electricity 
generators will be receive $4 billion 
worth of permits over the next fi ve 
years – in effect a payment for coal 
fi red and other generators not to shut 
down. They will be subsidised to keep 
polluting for the next ten years.

Highly emission intensive 
activities related to trade will receive 
assistance at the rate of a 94.5 percent 
permit subsidy by the government, 
decreasing at an annual rate of 1.3 
percent per annum. There are huge 
subsidies to assist the heaviest pollut-
ers with abatement measures.

“The CPRS is structured so that 
most of the revenue it raises will be 
recycled back to Australia’s largest 
polluters rather than used to fi nance 
the massive increase in investment in 
renewable energy needed if Australia 
is to cut its emissions and maintain its 
living standards,” Kenneth Davidson 
pointed out in his column in The Age 
(31-08-10).

“Worse, even as the cap on emis-
sions is lowered, the big polluters will 
be able to meet their lower targets 
by buying dodgy emission permit 
offsets from Papua New Guinea 
and Indonesia so that, according to 
Treasury forecasts, actual emissions 
by Australia’s biggest polluters will be 
above 1990 levels until after 2035.”

In fact, using these offsets, they 
could more than meet their targets 
in theory, and make a killing sell-
ing excess government-funded, free 
permits at a huge profi t. The CPRS 
places no limits on pollution credits 
– the carbon offsets – that can be 
purchased overseas.

The Australian government is 
relying heavily on international 
trade in credits to achieve its pathetic 
and disgraceful target of fi ve per-
cent below 2000 levels by 2020. 
Developing countries, desperate 
for money, will carry the burden of 
Australia technically meeting its tar-
gets while still increasing emissions.

Where polluters do pay for their 
permits, prices will rise. The govern-
ment is offering a package to consum-
ers to address price rises, funded by 
taxpayers.

The proposal for ongoing reduc-
tions in the cap on emissions – around 
one percent per annum – is far too 
slow as is the rise in the price of 
permits.

Both Liberal and Labor policies 
will result in a substantial hike in 
the cost of living – a high price to 
pay for policies that will not deliver 
the results required to arrest global 
warming.

Greens carbon tax
The Australian Greens have 

proposed a carbon tax of around $22 
a tonne which would rise annually.

“We Greens are putting for-
ward another possible proposal; to 

break the political deadlock and get 
Australia moving ahead to a clean 
future,” said Greens leader Senator 
Bob Brown. The tax would be within 
the framework of the CPRS and buy 
time to reach agreement on longer 
term solutions.

“The interim scheme is a building 
block for future action that’s got real 
teeth,” Senator Brown said.

It is a proposal based on the 
realities of the political forces in 
Parliament, would raise money 
immediately and would not be open 
to the sort of rorting that the ETS 
would produce.

The Greens argue that it would 
provide the government with income 
to support household, commercial, 
industrial and transport emission 
reductions. It is a better proposition 
than the ETS, but still leaves it very 
much to the markets to determine 
emission reductions and development.

The hypocrisy of Australian gov-
ernments is illustrated by the signing 
off of a new contract between Richard 
Palmer’s Resourcehouse and China 
Power International on a $69 billion 

deal last week. Four underground 
and two open cut coal mines and a 
new coal port in Queensland will 
be opened. Premier Anna Bligh is 
ecstatic – 7,000 jobs in its construc-
tion and hundreds of millions of 
dollars in royalties.

The main obstacle to progress 
on reducing emissions is the private 
ownership and profi t-driven motive 
of coal mining, energy production 
and other carbon intensive industries.

Any serious policy to address 
emission reductions must be planned 
and directed by government. It can-
not be left to the private sector and 
whims of markets where profi ts come 
before global warming and the future 
of the planet.

Workers whose jobs are at risk 
from measures to protect the environ-
ment must be offered employment in 
environmentally friendly occupations 
and new green industries without loss 
of wages or any conditions and with 
full involvement of workers and their 
unions. This requires planning, cen-
tralised coordination and funding – a 
task beyond the private sector. 

Liberal or Labor
Profits win over environment

Darren Coyne

Aboriginal people affected by 
nuclear testing in Australia in the 
1950s and 1960s may be able to sue 
the United Kingdom government. 
Australian Legal Rights Movement 
(ALRM) Chief Executive Neil 
Gillespie said a ruling by English 
courts in June 2009 had opened 
the way for military personnel and 
their families to pursue personal 
injury actions against the British 
government. That litigation is 
ongoing.

“ALRM has legal advice 
that civilians in Australia and 
their families who were similarly 
affected by the tests (including 
Aboriginal people) may be able 
to seek compensation from the 
UK government,” Mr Gillespie 
said. ALRM would welcome 
contact from people who may be 
interested in pursuing a claim for 
compensation.”

Mt Gillespie said there were 
a number of options available to 
potential claimants to cover legal 
costs.

The announcement of possible 
legal action follows the handing 
back in December last year of 

the fi nal section of the former 
Maralinga nuclear testing site in 
remote South Australia. Other areas 
were handed back in 1984, and then 
more in the 1990s.

50-year struggle
The offi cial return of the 3,100 

square kilometres “Section 400”, 
about 300 kilometres north-west 
of Ceduna, marked the end of a 
50-year struggle for the Maralinga-
Tjarutja people.

They were moved from the 
area during the early 1950s so 
the British government could 
test atomic bombs there, heavily 
contaminating it with radioactive 
substances and a range of hazardous 
chemicals.

And while the area was 
restricted, many Aboriginal people 
came into contact with radioactive 
materials.

In 1994, the Australian 
government reached a 
compensation settlement with 
Maralinga Tjarutja people, which 
resulted in the payment of $13.5 
million in settlement of all claims 
in relation to the nuclear testing.
The Koori Mail 

Nuclear test victims 
may be able to sue

Pete’s Corner
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Chinese crew on board the Hong 
Kong flagged Tien Hau in the 
South Australian regional port of 
Wallaroo, have been fi shing for 
dinner, while the International 
Transport Workers Federation 
(ITF) calls for their US$42,000 
($47,000) owing in back pay to be 
paid in full.

But the Hong Kong shipping line 
Fenwick Shipping has refused to meet 
with the ITF and there is now concern 
the ship will attempt to leave port 
under cover of dark without paying 
wages owing.

“The 14 year old vessel is a fl oat-
ing sweatshop,” said Matt Purcell, ITF 
assistant coordinator in Australia. “It 
has not been paying the Chinese crew 
on board in compliance with the ITF 
national agreement, the crew’s ameni-
ties are in a disgraceful state and food 
stocks are so low in the galley the 
crew have been fi shing at the berth 
to supplement their diet.

“The fact that this crew is resort-
ing to fi shing off the side of the ship 
is an indictment of the way seafarers 
are abused on many foreign ves-
sels. It provides strong argument 
for changes being considered by the 

government to reform licensing and 
permit arrangements of overseas ves-
sels trading on the Australian coast. 
It also underlines the importance of 
revitalising the Australian fl eet so that 
we don’t have to rely on substandard 
shipping.”

The Tien Hau is loading wheat 
from the Australian Barley Board 
bound for PNG.

Matt Purcell said the 22 Chinese 
crew are owed three months back pay 
and all wages owing must be paid up 
before the ship sails.

“ITF affi liates are deciding appro-
priate action if this is not the case.

“Many of these foreign vessels – 
particularly the ‘Flag of Convenience’ 
ships – attempt to slip under the 
radar and treat their crews in a way 
Australians would never accept,” 
Purcell said.

Meanwhile the Singapore fl agged 
MT Ocean Winter discharging fuel 
in the Port of Adelaide is also in 
dispute with the ITF after an inspec-
tion uncovered that the 28 Chinese, 
Indonesian and South Korean crew 
told the ITF they had not been paid 
for three months. The crew is owed 
over $60,000 and the ship shouldn’t 

be going anywhere until they are 
paid.

And only last week crew on 
board the Hong Kong fl agged vessel 
Mount Owen loading gypsum in the 
Port of Thevenard, South Australia, 
threatened strike action unless their 
US$37,000 leave payments are made 
before the ship returns to China.

Earlier, as part of an ITF blitz of 
“Flag of Convenience” vessels, the 
ITF team boarded the Panamanian-
fl agged Kumano Lilly bulk carrier at 
the Port of Adelaide, and obtained 
agreement from the Burmese and 
Filipino crew to see rock bottom 
wages doubled.

The Kumano Lilly crew were 
being paid wages below the 
International Labour Organisations 
rate of around $US930 a month with 
one cadet receiving just $US300 a 
month. 

Chinese crew owed 
$47,000 in back pay

It is important to revitalise Australian fleet so as not to rely on 
substandard shipping.

Federal government 
misleading on funding
The Education Minister Julia 
Gillard is trying to cover the fl aws 
in the My School website by mis-
representing the union’s position 
on school funding, the Australian 
Education Union (AEU) says.

AEU federal president Angelo 
Gavrielatos said the union had 
welcomed the $11 million in new 
funding for 110 schools announced 
last week.

“The amount of funding 
announced, while welcome, is 
inadequate given Julia Gillard and 
Kevin Rudd have said themselves that 
you need to spend $500,000 a year to 
make a difference in an average sized 
school,” Mr Gavrielatos said.

“What we questioned is why this 

$11 million could only be allocated 
after the My School website went 
live. There is a wealth of data on 
school performance and student 
background collected by state and 
territory governments.”

He said that already much of the 
$2 billion promised by the federal 
government is being distributed on 
the basis of that data.

“The only difference the My 
School website has made is to 
introduce an index which produces 
like school comparisons which are 
clearly misleading and wrong. Elite 
private schools with selective entry 
policies are being compared with local 
public schools – some with school 
populations of as few as one student.”

Mr Gavrielatos said public 
schools in western Sydney are 
being compared with schools of 
the air in outback areas or those 
on remote islands. He asked, how 
can such fl awed comparisons help 
in determining which schools need 
more money?

“The federal government even 
admitted that the index used to create 
the comparisons was being reviewed 
following numerous complaints from 
schools.

“The federal government would 
be better off fi xing the My School 
mess it has

created rather than trying to 
mislead people over the union’s 
position on funding.” 

A public meeting against the 
privatisation of Auburn Hospital 

was held on Monday February 1 
in the Sydney suburb of Auburn. 

The meeting was organised 
by the local community group 
Auburn Battler. Speakers were 

Colin Drane, AMWU official and 
convenor of anti-privatisation 

community action group Power 
to the People, Jenny Haines, a 
professional nurse and former 

secretary NSW Nurses Association 
and Dr Con Costa of the Doctors 
Reform Society. The meeting was 
chaired by a local health worker.

Support Star City 
casino workers
Star City workers have been fi ght-
ing to win a fair wage offer from 
the casino for more than eight 
months and need your support. 

The Sydney casino has put its 
offer to a staff vote three times 
and workers have roundly rejected 
it every time. Housekeeper Jackie 
Johnson says:

“A lot of staff are utterly frus-
trated and insulted that [the casino] 
hasn’t increased the offer even after 

staff voted it down three times. We 
are just waiting for a decent offer 
that does not attack our working 
conditions.”

Last Thursday workers launched 
an email campaign to gain support 
from you in their campaign for a 
fair pay rise that does not attack their 
conditions.
The Liquor, Hospitality and 
Miscellaneous Union (LHMU) 
(www.lhmu.org.au) 

AMWU seeks assurance 
on Cadbury jobs
The Australian Manufacturing 
Workers’ Union (AMWU) is work-
ing to ensure the jobs of almost 
2,000 Cadbury workers remain 
in Australia after the company 
accepted a takeover bid from US 
food giant, Kraft.

AMWU Tasmanian secretary, 
Anne Urquhart, said that the union 
was seeking meetings with man-
agement about the future of its 
operations in Tasmania and regional 
Victoria.

“Cadbury is a very profi table 
business as it stands and we are 
waiting to hold discussions with 
Kraft to ensure Cadbury has a clear 
future in Australia.”

Ms Urqhart said that workers 
are anxiously awaiting news on the 
security of their jobs.

“The situation at the moment 
is that workers have not been told 

what their future will be. The only 
thing that is certain is that the 
former CEO and board members 
personally will gain enormously 
from the takeover, while workers 
have had no guarantees.”

The union is also concerned by 
the pattern of management in takeo-
ver situations to look at short-term 
options such as selling off parts of 
the business to pay down debt.

“We do not believe such a 
move would be in the long-term 
interest of the company, the work-
ers or consumers who enjoy their 
products. Rationalisation to achieve 
short-term share price spikes at 
the expense of long-term planning 
and investment has been a hall-
mark of the disasters of the fi nan-
cial crisis and ruined many good 
businesses.” 

Young Indian worker 
sacked on honeymoon
Mani Saravanan came to Australia 
on a controversial 457 visa to 
work as a fabricator for Haldilka 
Nominees Pty Ltd trading as 
Ironbark Fabrications in Moree, 
north west NSW. Mani was a hard 
worker with a spotless record; he 
saved all his annual leave so he 
could go to India to get married.

Last year, Mani approached the 
company many times to apply for 
annual leave so he could travel to 
India to get married. The company 
continually refused to provide Mani 

with an annual leave form.
Mani was refused on many 

occasions the opportunity to meet 
with the manager of the company to 
discuss his request. Eventually he 
applied for leave and left for India 
to get married. While on his honey-
moon, Mani received a termination 
letter by the company via email.

Not only was Mani’s employ-
ment terminated but the com-
pany has denied him his annual 
leave entitlements, despite being 
required to do so under Australian 

Workplace Laws, and he was not 
reimbursed his $700 that he had 
given his employer to pay for his 
permanent resident application.

Mani came to this country with 
a dream to work hard and for an 
opportunity to provide a better life 
for his future family.

The Construction Forestry 
Mining Energy Union is demanding 
action from the federal govern-
ment to put an end to this type of 
exploitation of vulnerable guest 
workers. 

cpasa.blogspot.com
Official blog of the CPA South Australia
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At the Bali climate change confer-
ence in 2007, Prime Minister Kevin 
Rudd was received with a standing 
ovation. The climate change denier, 
John Howard, had gone, Australia 
signed the Kyoto Protocol and 
promised strong action on climate 
change. Rudd’s reception then 
was in sharp contrast to that at 
the Copenhagen climate change 
conference in December 2009. 
Any illusions about the new Labor 
government’s policy were quickly 
swept aside when Rudd and 
Climate Change Minister Penny 
Wong showed their true colours as 
lackeys for the US administration 
and big business.

The chief negotiator for China 
and the G77 group of 132 developing 
countries, Lumumba Di-Aping, made 
the pertinent point that the Australian 
government had not matched its 
actions with its rhetoric.

“The message Kevin Rudd is 
giving to his people, his citizens, is a 
fabrication, it’s fi ction,” he said, not 
mincing words.

“It does not relate to the facts 
because his actions are climate change 
scepticism in action.

“All that Australia has done so far 
is simply not good enough.”

Mr Di-Aping continued, 
“Australia is committed to killing 
Kyoto,” and accused Rudd of trying 
to gain a strategic economic advan-
tage with the United States and the 
European Union.

His strong language – no spin 
doctoring here – refl ects the frustra-
tion and desperation of developing 
country governments as their genuine 
attempts to negotiate emission reduc-
tions were constantly thwarted and 
undermined by the US, Australia and 
other developed countries.

He was right on all counts, and 
he was not the only representative of 
a developing country to see through 
Rudd and Wong. They were criticised 
by representatives of several other 
countries. In one working group, the 
Indian Minister refused to co-chair a 
session with Wong. No other devel-
oping country was willing to come 
forward and co-chair with Australia.

The government told the 
Australian public that the KP expires 
at the end of 2012. Not true, it has no 
expiry date.

When asked by a journalist during 
the Copenhagen conference whether 
he wanted the KP to continue to exist, 
Rudd responded: “…. We understand 
the importance of continuing Kyoto 
targets into the future. But the real-
ity is the Kyoto Protocol itself is not 
enough. We know we need contribu-
tions from more than just the Kyoto 
parties. For example, we need a full 
contribution from the US, we need 
contributions from major developing 
economies.” (11-12-09)

Under the Bali Action Plan which 
was adopted in Bali in 2007, the 
US is legally obliged (it agreed) to 
make comparable emission reduc-
tion pledges to those made by other 
developed countries under the KP. 
The US is already roped in. As for 
the developing countries, they are 
parties to the KP; they are making 
contributions to climate change.

When asked by Kerry O’Brien 
(ABC 7.30 Report, 18-12-09) about 
the government’s attempts to side-
line or replace the Kyoto Protocol, 
Wong said: “Kyoto had a lot that 
was good in it, but Kyoto alone, the 

Kyoto Protocol alone, is not going 
to get the outcome the world needs. 
It doesn’t cover suffi cient of the 
world’s emitters. It doesn’t cover the 
United States, it doesn’t cover China. 
We have to have agreements that go 
beyond the Kyoto Protocol.”

The KP does cover China. It cov-
ers the major developing countries. 
The only major emitter or developed 
country it does not cover is the US. 
With over 190 countries covered by 
the KP, the government should ask 
the US to join it.

These lies were no slip of the 
tongue: they were repeated a number 
of times. For example, three days 
later Wong told another journalist:  
“The Kyoto Protocol doesn’t apply 
to developing economies.”

Rudd and Wong made no men-
tion of the secret Danish Copenhagen 
Accord text before it was “para-
chuted” (as a Chinese representative 
described it) out of thin air onto the 
fl oor of the conference as it was 
nearing its conclusion. That was 
the “political agreement” they were 
after, that was their real agenda at 
Copenhagen – the secret text whose 
existence was denied by the Danish 
chair of proceedings, even after it had 
been leaked by the British Guardian 
newspaper.

Claims about the 
Copenhagen Accord

“This is about a political agree-
ment and political commitment,” said 
Wong referring to the Copenhagen 
Accord. “This is the fi rst time that 
both rich and poor nations have 
agreed to action on climate change.”

Wong said that it “has been the 
subject of a decision at the conference 
of the parties. It has been noted by the 
conference of the parties…” That is 
true but misleading. It was put to the 
conference for adoption. It was the 
“subject of a decision”. The decision 
was to “take note” of the document. 
There was no decision to adopt it. It 
is not a document under the United 
Nations Framework Convention on 
Climate Change or the KP.

When asked by the media if there 
was any practical difference or any 
implication at all from the Accord 
being “noted” and not “adopted”, 
Wong again spun a tale: “Noting 
obviously references the fact that here 
is this agreement that the majority of 
the world supports. And that’s a good 
thing. And now we have to get on with 
giving effect to that Accord.”

It means nothing of the sort. There 
is no legal or moral basis to proceed 
with it as an outcome of Copenhagen.

“It is the fi rst global agreement 
on climate change action between 
rich countries and poor countries,” 
Rudd told a press conference before 
it had been put to the conference for 
adoption.

Then after the conference had 
failed to adopt the CA he said, “There 
is a signifi cant agreement on climate 
change... Globally agreeing for the 
fi rst time that both rich and poor 
countries will act to bring down their 
greenhouse gas emissions.”

“It’s not perfect, but the alterna-
tive is complete collapse, and total 
climate change inaction.”

So much for the KP and the UN 
Framework Convention on Climate 
Change (UNFCCC), the two key 
international legally binding treaties 
on climate change to which Australia 
is legally bound.

The CA is an extremely weak 

document that undermines years of 
work by over 190 countries embodied 
in the KP and UNFCCC; tears up the 
basic principle of “common but differ-
entiated responsibilities” (see centre 
page of last week’s Guardian) and 
shifts much of the burden of climate 
change onto developing countries. 
Most seriously, it falls far short of 
what is required by science to save 
the human species.

“Complete collapse” was not the 
only alternative. The other option was 
for the developed countries to support, 
not sabotage the KP and negotiate in 
good faith. A genuine commitment 
to addressing climate change by the 
US, Australia and other developed 
countries could have resulted in a 
strong outcome at Copenhagen. As 
Lumumba Di-Aping pointed out, 
Rudd’s “actions are climate change 
scepticism in action”.

Thus Rudd, speaking about the 
next climate change conference in 
Mexico at the end of the year: “… 
there is much work to be done in tak-
ing this Copenhagen Accord through 
to its conclusion in a fi nal treaty 
arrangement.” He arrogantly made 
this statement before the Copenhagen 
Accord had been presented to a ple-
nary session of the conference for 
adoption.

The US, with the Australian gov-
ernment in tow, and its other major 
polluting Western allies, are pressing 
ahead with the CA and their plans 
for a new treaty. The only forces 
now capable of stopping them are 
the developing countries (a number 
of whom have been bought off) and 
the mass mobilisation and building 
of people’s movements to reveal the 
lies of Western governments and force 
them to return to the Kyoto Protocol. 
The political struggle on the ground 
in Western nations is critical for the 
survival of the human species which 
moved higher up the endangered spe-
cies list after Copenhagen. 

Australia

Rudd government on Copenhagen:
Lies, omissions and deception

Rudd and Wong.

The annual returns released by the Australian Electoral 
Commission showed donations to political parties diminished due 
to the fi nancial crisis. Nevertheless, the four major banks seemed 
to be grateful for all the assistance they had received from the 
Rudd government and showed their appreciation by contributing 
to the major parties.  Political donations cause a lot of bad feel-
ings in the electorate and from time to time promises are made to 
clean up the act. Nothing of any signifi cance has been achieved 
yet in this regard. Political parties received a total of $93.7 million 
last year compared with $216.5 million raised the previous year.

Despite the serious fi nancial crisis in the US economy, the 
US is proceeding with its aid to foreign countries. Just before 
Christmas President Obama, the Nobel Peace Prize win-
ner, signed into law one of the USA’s biggest aid pledges of 
the year. No, it was not for one the many struggling countries 
where little children die in thousands for lack of food or clean 
water. It was a 10-year deal for US$2.77 billion to go to Israel 
in 2010 and a total of US$30 billion over the next 10 years to 
be mainly spent on US military hardware. Israel is bound by the 
agreement to use 75 percent of the aid to buy military devices 
made in the USA thus keeping the US military factories work-
ing. For many years Israel has been the largest recipient of US 
aid followed by Egypt. Pakistan saw a big increase in its aid 
with an additional US$1.5 billion a year for the next fi ve years. 
Pakistan has received US$9 billion in military aid since 2001. It is 
believed that 70 percent of that money was diverted elsewhere.

CAPITALIST HOG OF THE YEAR: is NSW Premier Kristina 
Keneally. One of the most heart-breaking stories last year was 
the decision in NSW to close down a residential school for chil-
dren with severe learning diffi culties. The Dalwood Assessment 
Centre and Palm Avenue boarding school at Seaforth was closed 
and the 15 specialised staff made redundant. The school was the 
only one in the country that provided residential intensive indi-
vidualised programs created by a dedicated team of teachers, 
psychologists and speech pathologists. It was unique not only for 
NSW but for the whole country. The school was successful and 
very popular with parents and children. When NSW got a new 
premier last year, Kristina Keneally, she promised to keep the 
school open. It was not to be and the frustrated parents still do not 
know how or if their children will be educated. Alternatives were 
supposed to be found for the children but nothing has been done 
yet. So for lack of funding and commitment a school with dedicat-
ed staff and appreciative students and parents was closed down.
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Capitalism’s failures and 
the struggle forward

In this terrible time of global economic 
crisis it is most timely that we seek ways to 
expand and broaden our slogan “workers 
and oppressed peoples of the world unite.” 
While our slogan has been around for many 
generations, today it has more meaning than 
ever. Today global economic integration has 
reached new incredible levels. Today global 
fi nance capital roams the world pillaging 
and profi teering on a scale unimaginable 
in Marx’s day.

First let me say a few words about how 
the crisis is affecting working people in the 
United States. Just this month the percentage 
of workers in our country who are long-term 
unemployed has reached levels not seen since 
the Great Depression of the 1930s. In the begin-
ning stages of this crisis we were losing 700,000 
jobs or more a month.

Today, when some mainstream economists 
are declaring the recession over, when obscene 
banking profi ts are on the rise again, when the 
stock market is rising again, when fi nance capital 
is returning to its unregulated predatory ways 
with a vengeance, we are still losing around 
200,000 jobs a month.

Among young people in the US the unem-
ployed fi gures are staggering. In the age group 
of 16 to 24 only about 45 percent have jobs. 
And that number is much worse for African 
American, Latino and other racially and nation-
ally oppressed youth. Racism in the US takes 
an even more terrible toll in this kind of an eco-
nomic crisis. In the communities of the racially 
and nationally oppressed the crisis strikes with 
a particular violence and vengeance.

At the same time, experts who follow the 
housing markets, say that 2010 will see a whole 
new rash of home foreclosures with workers and 
their families being evicted and thrown into the 
streets. Forty million people are without health 
care and every month that number rises because 
in the US many people get their health care 
through their employer.

In what is supposed to be the richest country 
in the world, because so much of the world’s 
fi nance capital is centred there, hundreds of 
thousands of children go to school hungry 
every day. In many hard hit working class 
communities, the schools and medical clinics 
are crumbling and closing. The streets and 
bridges, the sewage and water systems, the basic 
infrastructures are neglected and decaying. And 
vital public services at all levels of government 
are being cut back and stopped.

The list of capitalism’s failures in this crisis 
is very long. And of course we know that the 
crisis hits many in the developing world much 
harder than it hits the developed countries.

There are always two sides to the class 
struggle. Two major events are now turning the 
tide of working class struggle in a more militant 
and fi ghting direction in my country. The fi rst is 
the rise of the movement that defeated the ultra-
right Republican Party in the 2008 election and 
elected Barack Obama. That same movement 
also defeated many ultra-right members of the 
US Congress.

I know that internationally there are some 
mixed feelings about the role of president Barack 

Obama. Let me be clear, he is not a communist, 
he is not a socialist, and on some issues he is 
quite a moderate liberal. At the same time, 
after eight years of George Bush, the worst 
warmongering president and administration 
in US history, the election of Barack Obama 
opens a whole new terrain of struggle for the 
working class in the US and in the world. And 
after 30 years of vicious neoliberal attack on 
the US labour movement, on the working class 
and on the people’s movements in the US, the 
election of Barack Obama opens the door for 
a whole new fi ght for economic justice, peace 
and equality.

Barack Obama, as I said, is no revolu-
tionary – it’s true. But he doesn’t have to be 
a revolutionary to do some pretty important 
things to support labour and the working class. 
I won’t go into a whole domestic list but it is 
signifi cant for those of us who work for a liv-
ing in the US. He did inspire a movement and 
mobilise a broad coalition of democratic forces 
to defeat McCain and the ultra right. And, more 
importantly for our meeting here – he has taken 
some steps to curb some of the worst features 
of the international policies that he inherited 
from the previous administration.

As on the domestic scene, in international 
affairs it will be the mobilisation of the peo-
ple’s forces and labour that will be decisive in 
shifting US policy even more – the left and the 
people’s forces had very little effect on the Bush 
administration – we can help move the Obama 
administration in a better direction.

The movement that elected Obama was, 
and continues to be, a broad coalition of social 
forces including even some sectors of capital. 
But at its heart is what we like to call the core 
social forces, the working class and its organised 
sector the labour movement, the racially and 
nationally oppressed, women, youth, and the 
gay rights movement.

The other major event that is helping to turn 
the tide was the September 2009 convention of 
the AFL-CIO, the largest labour federation in 
our country. I believe history will record that 
convention as a major turning point for our 
working class. This convention was the culmi-
nation of changes and developments that began 
in the mid-1990s. The AFL-CIO convention 
in 1995 was a major break with some of the 
worst features of class collaboration and the 
Cold War that began with the anti-Communist 
witchhunts of the early 1950s. In the mid ‘90s 
the labour movement began to develop a more 
class struggle approach.

After the ‘95 convention US labour began 
to develop its own independent political appa-
ratus. It became more militant in the economic 
struggle. It increasingly began to see the global 
nature of capitalism. Further it even began to 
understand that the labour movement had to be 
more than just the defender of its own members, 
it had to become the voice and movement of 
the whole working class.

The 2009 Convention of the AFL-CIO, 
which I attended, deepened these trends and 
was remarkable in many ways. It elected a new 
leadership, more militant and more rooted in 
the fi ghting, industrial union traditions of my 

country. Richard Trumka the new president 
comes out of the militant traditions of the mine 
workers union. On the day after his election at 
the convention he went straight to Wall Street 
and blasted the banking and insurance industries 
for causing the economic crisis both at home 
and abroad. He called for strong new regula-
tory steps to curb their reckless speculation 
and for breaking up those banks deemed “too 
big to fail.”

The federation has vigorously pursued a 
“break up the big banks” policy and mobilised 
its member unions to fi ght for sharp new limits 
on fi nance capital. In another fi rst for our labour 
movement the convention also elected two 
women, one African-American, to the other 
two top leadership positions of the AFL-CIO.

There are way too many examples of 
labour’s new policies for me to list now but 
I would like to mention one that I think is 
important to our international movement and 
illustrates a new direction and new possibilities 
for international labour solidarity. I have with 
me a letter, well publicised in the labour press 
in the US from Richard Trumka to US Secretary 
of State Hillary Clinton. In it he says that the 
AFL-CIO believes the coup government in 
Honduras to be totally illegitimate.

The letter says the coup’s repression of 
the trade unions and democratic movements 
in Honduras make it impossible for there to be 
free and fair elections [last November]. And the 
letter strongly calls on the US State Department 
to stop all aid to Honduras until the coup is 
overturned and President Zelaya is returned to 
power. The letter also says that the position of 
the AFL-CIO was taken in consultation with 
the Honduran labour unions. 

This is but one dramatic example of the new 
thinking in US labour on international questions. 
US labour also strongly opposes the wars and 
occupations in Iraq and Afghanistan. (And I 
should mention here that labour has unprec-
edented access to President Obama and can be 
a signifi cant voice in helping to move him.) 
The convention also passed a resolution calling 
for an end to travel and monetary restrictions 
against Cuba and for better relations.

These are examples of US labour breaking 
with the US State Department and US imperi-
alism on international issues for the fi rst time 

since the cold war began after World War II. We 
think this opens a whole new world of possibility 
for rebuilding and strengthening world labour 
and working class solidarity. And we think that 
Communist and Workers parties have a critical 
role to play in helping to take advantage of the 
new possibilities. It is really time for labour, on 
all sides of the old cold war political divide to 
reconsider and rethink labour unity.

Comrades, in our opinion the global eco-
nomic crisis continues unabated. According to 
the World Bank and the International Monetary 
Fund the world’s nations produce somewhere in 
the neighbourhood of US$65 trillion in goods 
and services each year. At the same time, accord-
ing to the International Bank of Settlements, 
over US$515 trillion is speculated in derivatives, 
credit default swaps and similar forms of exotic 
fi nance schemes. Think of it – such incredible 
imbalance. It’s staggering – think of the stolen 
surplus value represented in this deadest of all 
parasitic fi nance capital. Think of the problems 
of the world’s people that could be solved with 
that kind of money.

We think it is also important to look at the 
splits in capital in this period. In the US there is 
growing evidence of splits between manufactur-
ing capital and banking capital. This is not just 
splits between big and small business and may 
open up serious lines of attack for regulating and 
reigning in some of the most predatory practices 
of speculative fi nance capital around the world.

We have much to discuss and think about. 
But I would like to end with a paraphrase of 
something Fredrick Engels once said, “an 
ounce of actions is worth a pound of theory,” 
something to that effect. We are most interested 
in how our parties can play a concrete role in 
helping to bring about real organised struggle 
along the lines of “workers of the world unite.” 
This needs to begin with what we can do to help 
unite and broaden the global labour movement. 
Marx and Engels did not say, “Workers of the 
World – unite to share information.” It was clear 
that they meant workers of the world unite for 
struggle. How can we make that a reality in 
today’s real world? What are our fi rst concrete 
steps? We hope our meeting and deliberations 
can move us closer to making it happen.
Political Affairs 

Editor’s note: The following are excerpted remarks of Scott Marshall, 
Vice Chair, Communist Party USA to the 11th International meeting of 
communist and workers’ parties held in New Delhi, India, November 
19, 2009. The meeting was hosted by the Communist Party of India and 
the Communist Party of India (Marxist).

CPI (M) general secretary Prakash Karat with party leader Sitaram Yechury and Portuguese 
Communist Party leader Angelo Alves at 11th International Meeting of Communist and 
Workers' Parties in New Delhi on Friday.

In many hard hit working class communities, the schools and medical clinics 
are crumbling and closing. The streets and bridges, the sewage and water 
systems, the basic infrastructures are neglected and decaying. And vital public 
services at all levels of government are being cut back and stopped.
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An American speaks about Haiti
Haitian earthquake: 
Why the blood is on our hands
Ted Rall

As grim accounts of the earthquake in Haiti 
came in, the accounts in US-controlled 
state media all carried the same descriptive 
sentence: “Haiti is the poorest country in 
the Western hemisphere...”

Gee, I wonder how that happened?
You’d think Haiti would be loaded. After 

all, it made a lot of people rich.
How did Haiti get so poor? Despite a cen-

tury of American colonialism, occupation, and 
propping up corrupt dictators? Even though the 
CIA staged coups d’état against every democrati-
cally elected president they ever had?

It’s an important question. An earthquake 
isn’t just an earthquake. The same 7.0 tremor 
hitting San Francisco wouldn’t kill nearly as 
many people as in Port-au-Prince.

“Looking at the pictures, essentially it 
looks as if (the buildings are of) breezeblock or 
cinderblock construction, and what you need in 
an earthquake zone is metal bars that connect 
the blocks so that they stay together when they 
get shaken,” notes Sandy Steacey, director of 
the Environmental Science Research Institute at 
the University of Ulster in Northern Ireland. “In 
a wealthy country with good seismic building 
codes that are enforced, you would have some 
damage, but not very much.”

When a pile of cinderblocks falls on you, 
your odds of survival are long. Even if you 
miraculously survive, a poor country like Haiti 
doesn’t have the equipment, communications 
infrastructure or emergency service personnel to 
pull you out of the rubble in time. And if your 
neighbours get you out, there’s no ambulance 
to take you to the hospital – or doctor to treat 
you once you get there.

Earthquakes are random events. How many 
people they kill is predetermined. In Haiti this 
week, don’t blame tectonic plates. Ninety-nine 
percent of the death toll is attributable to poverty.

So the question is relevant. How’d Haiti 
become so poor?

The story begins in 1910, when a US State 
Department-National City Bank of New York 
(now called Citibank) consortium bought the 
Banque National d’Haïti – Haiti’s only com-
mercial bank and its national treasury – in effect 
transferring Haiti’s debts to the Americans. Five 
years later, President Woodrow Wilson ordered 
troops to occupy the country in order to keep 
tabs on “our” investment.

From 1915 to 1934, the US Marines 

imposed harsh military occupation, murdered 
Haitian patriots and diverted 40 percent of 
Haiti’s gross domestic product to US bankers. 
Haitians were banned from government jobs. 
Ambitious Haitians were shunted into the puppet 
military, setting the stage for a half-century of 
US-backed military dictatorship.

The US kept control of Haiti’s fi nances 
until 1947.

Still – why should Haitians complain? Sure, 
we stole 40 percent of Haiti’s national wealth 
for 32 years. But we let them keep 60 percent.

Whiners.
Despite having been bled dry by American 

bankers and generals, civil disorder prevailed 
until 1957, when the CIA installed President-for-
Life François “Papa Doc” Duvalier. Duvalier’s 
brutal Tonton Macoutes paramilitary goon 
squads murdered at least 30,000 Haitians and 
drove educated people to fl ee into exile. But 
think of the cup as half-full: fewer people in 
the population means fewer people competing 
for the same jobs!

Upon Papa Doc’s death in 1971, the torch 
passed to his even more dissolute 19-year-old 
son, Jean-Claude “Baby Doc” Duvalier. The 

US, cool to Papa Doc in his later years, quickly 
warmed back up to his kleptomaniacal playboy 
heir. As the US poured in arms and trained his 
army as a supposed anti-communist bulwark 
against Castro’s Cuba, Baby Doc stole an 
estimated US$300 to US$800 million from the 
national treasury, according to Transparency 
International. The money was placed in personal 
accounts in Switzerland and elsewhere.

Under US infl uence, Baby Doc virtually 
eliminated import tariffs for US goods. Soon 
Haiti was awash with predatory agricultural 
imports dumped by American fi rms. Domestic 
rice farmers went bankrupt. A nation that had 
been agriculturally self-sustaining collapsed. 
Farms were abandoned. Hundreds of thousands 
of farmers migrated to the teeming slums of 
Port-au-Prince.

The Duvalier era, 29 years in all, came to 
an end in 1986 when President Ronald Reagan 
ordered US forces to whisk Baby Doc to exile 
in France, saving him from a popular uprising.

Once again, Haitians should thank 
Americans. Duvalierism was “tough love.” 
Forcing Haitians to make do without their 
national treasury was our nice way or 

encouraging them to work harder, to lift them-
selves up by their bootstraps. Or, in this case, 
fl ipfl ops

Anyway.
The US has been all about tough love ever 

since. We twice deposed the populist and popular 
democratically-elected president Jean-Bertrand 
Aristide. The second time, in 2004, we even 
gave him a free fl ight to the Central African 
Republic! (He says the CIA kidnapped him, 
but whatever.) Hey, he needed a rest. And it 
was kind of us to support a new government 
formed by former Tonton Macoutes.

Yet, despite everything we’ve done for 
Haiti, they’re still a fourth-world failed state 
on a fault line.

And still, we haven’t given up. American 
companies like Disney generously pay wages 
to their sweatshop workers of 28 cents an hour.

What more do they want?
Ted Rall is the author of the new book 
Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the 
New Middle East?, an in-depth prose and 
graphic novel analysis of America’s next 
big foreign policy challenge.
www.commondreams.org 

Venezuelan and Cuban aid workers in Haiti.

CPA HAITI APPEALCPA HAITI APPEAL
The CPA Central Committee Executive at its meeting held on February 6-7 launched an appeal to 

support the Cuban medical brigade currently working in Haiti. The Communist Party of Australia 

calls on all its members and supporters to contribute to this Appeal. Donations will be used to fund 

medicines and medical supplies to the Cuban doctors in Haiti.

The CPA believes this is the best possible way to deliver aid effectively to the victims of the recent 

earthquakes in Haiti. Cuban doctors already have 11 solid years of helping Haiti with the training 

and provision of doctors and health professionals and were already in attendance when the 

disaster struck. They immediately set up a field hospital next to the collapsed national hospital. It 

cannot be understated the importance of this decision to set up in the area where people would 

naturally seek help. Within days, eight separate field hospitals were established and more medical 

teams arrived from Cuba. Cuba is considered to be the exemplar of the provision of catastrophe–

related medical assistance. Cuban Medical teams under the banner of “The Henry Reeve Brigade” 

are working constructively and positively with medical brigades from around the world. Often as 

well the Cuban doctors are working alone effectively deploying assistance in inhospitable places 

where no other medical brigades were prepared to go.

The illegal US blockade of Cuba impacts greatly on the cost of medical supplies for the Cuban 

doctors and despite this Cuba continues to supply free medical aid on a scale unmatched even by 

the World Health Organisation and Médecins Sans Frontières.

The CPA Haiti Appeal will collect monies from now until February 23. Monies collected will be 

sent to Cuba by the end of the month. The monies will go directly to supporting the Cuban medical 

teams in Haiti. Doctors and not soldiers is what the people in Haiti need!

Please make cheques or money orders payable to the CPA and indicate the monies are for the Haiti Appeal

Send to 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills NSW 2010. Payments can also be made by phoning 

02 9699 8844 or email to cpa@cpa.org.au with credit card details.
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The Blackwater security company 
took its name from the water of the 
North Carolina swamp where the 
company is headquartered. After 
its involvement in a deadly shoot-
ing rampage in downtown Baghdad 
in 2007, the company changed its 
name to the innocuous Xe last year. 
It has also set up a proliferation of 
“affi liates” under various names. 
But Blackwater/Xe’s swamp muck 
just keeps on bubbling.

The Justice Department’s crimi-
nal fraud section has launched an 
investigation into whether Blackwater 
offi cials paid bribes to Iraqi offi cials, 
a possible violation of the Foreign 
Corrupt Practices Act, The New York 
Times reported on January 31.

The investigation was opened 
late last year, after the Times reported 
that top Blackwater executives had 
approved around $1 million in secret 
payments to Iraqi offi cials in an effort 
to “buy their support” for the fi rm to 
continue operating in Iraq after the 
September 16, 2007 shooting spree 
in Baghdad’s crowded Nisour Square.

The incident, which killed 17 
Iraqis and left many others injured, 
created a furore in Iraq and drew 
worldwide condemnation. The 
Blackwater guards claimed they had 
acted in self-defence, but witnesses 
and victims say the guards, escort-
ing a heavily armed convoy through 
Baghdad traffi c, unleashed an indis-
criminate, unprovoked attack. Victims 
said the guards had blocked traffi c at 
the intersection and randomly opened 
fi re at everything and everyone around 
them.

Blackwater also reportedly paid 
about $800,000 to families of victims 
in the incident. “It’s unclear how 
much of those payments were settle-
ments versus bribes,” notes a report 
at Mainjustice, a site that covers the 
Justice Department.

Blackwater’s bribery efforts were 
apparently unsuccessful, as the fi rm 
was subsequently barred from Iraq.

Late last month the US Justice 
Department appealed a court deci-
sion that dismissed criminal charges 
against fi ve former Blackwater guards 
for the 2007 Nisour Square shooting.

A US district court judge in 
December threw out manslaughter 
charges against the guards over pro-
cedural issues. The dismissal sparked 
outrage in Iraq. Iraqi President Nouri 
al-Maliki said his government would 
sue Blackwater on behalf of the 
victims. Last month, Vice President 
Joe Biden, on a visit to Iraq, said the 
US government would appeal the 
dismissal.

At the time of the incident, 
Blackwater and all other US person-
nel in Iraq were immune from Iraqi 
laws under a controversial order 
issued by US occupation chief Paul 
Bremer in 2004.

That immunity was lifted in the 
US-Iraq status of forces agreement 
signed in December 2008, in the last 
days of the Bush administration.

It was not until then, more than 
a year after the shooting spree, that 
the US Justice Department issued 
criminal charges against the guards. 
The 35-count Justice Department 
indictment issued on December 8, 
2008, charged fi ve Blackwater guards 

with 14 counts of manslaughter, 20 
counts of attempted manslaughter and 
one weapons violation count.

If convicted, the men would face 
10 years in prison for each man-
slaughter charge, plus additional time 
for the other charges. Meanwhile, two 
former Blackwater security guards 
were arrested last month and charged 

with murder for their role in the deaths 
of two Afghan civilians in Kabul in 
May 2009. Actually they were work-
ing for a Blackwater/Xe “affi liate” by 
the name of Paravant.

After Blackwater gained notoriety 
over the 2007 Baghdad incident, the 
State Department said it would stop 

doing business with the company, but 
a February 1 American Broadcasting 
Corporation report says that “several 
other agencies, including the CIA and 
the Pentagon, continue to employ 
the controversial company, under a 
myriad of names, often via secret, 
classifi ed contracts.”

The ABC report says Blackwater/

Xe is “operating subdivisions under 
a variety of altered handles intended 
to lower its public profi le. In some 
instances the fl agship company has 
tried to distance itself from these 
offshoots, insisting they are merely 
‘affi liates.’

“Public records and a source 

familiar with their ownership sug-
gest, however, that the companies 
are nothing more than new names on 
the same old Blackwater.” A total of 
20 different entities, with names like 
Paravant, XPG, Greystone, Raven, 
Constellation, US Training Centre, 
GSD Manufacturing, and Presidential 
Airlines, all are owned by Blackwater 

founder Erik Prince and registered to 
the same address as Blackwater-Xe, 
the ABC report says.

Although Xe was barred from 
Iraq after the Nisour Square incident, 
the report says, “Xe and its rebranded 
affi liates still work in Afghanistan, 
and continue to provide security and 
training,” often as subcontractors to 
big name fi rms like Raytheon.

Another Blackwater/Xe “affi li-
ate,” Select PTC, later renamed XPG, 
has been involved in clandestine 
operations in countries including 
Pakistan, Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria 
and the Philippines, according to the 
ABC report.

XPG currently has a Pentagon 
contract paying it US$17,000 per day, 
or more than US$6 million a year, 
to provide security services along 
Afghanistan’s border with Pakistan, 
says ABC.

Last month Xe submitted a bid for 
another contract, worth about US$1 
billion, for training and security in 
Afghanistan. The Pentagon has not 
yet made a decision on that contract.
People’s World 

Blackwater swamp 
keeps on bubbling

Iraqi policeman 
inspects car 

destroyed by 
Blackwater forces 

in the incident 
on September 25 

2007

Anti-abortion church 
accused of child trafficking
Teresa Albano

An Idaho church associated with 
right-wing causes and politics 
has been accused of child traf-
fi cking. Ten Americans associated 
with Central Valley Baptist of 
Meridian, Idaho and the New 
Life Children’s Refuge were 
caught trying to take 33 Haitian 
children across the border to the 
Dominican Republic without the 
proper authorisation.

The BBC reports, “Even before 
the earthquake, kidnap gangs were 
estimated to take thousands of chil-
dren from the slums and streets of 
the Haitian capital every year.

“But the quake has made the 
situation even worse. Now there 
are thousands of new orphans, and 
thousands more children sepa-
rated from their families. For days 
rumours swirled of children being 
picked off the streets and whisked 
out of the country.”

Some of the 33 children are 
not even orphans, the BBC reports. 
One little girl said through tears 

she had parents and thought she 
was just going to summer camp.

The Idaho Baptist church is 
associated with many far-right 
causes including anti-abortion 
mobilisations. One of the church’s 
leaders, Randy Jackson, protested 
at the Salt Lake City Olympic 
Games against the Red Cross and 
Planned Parenthood’s condom dis-
tribution. Jackson also travelled to 
Washington DC to protest against 
the 2004 March For Women’s 
Lives.

The US State Department 
announced on January 26 that both 
the Haitian and US governments 
must approve that children are 
ready to travel.

“The decision to permit the 
departure of children before the 
full and fi nal completion of adop-
tions is a serious matter. Both the 
Haitian and US governments must 
confi rm that each child is appropri-
ately authorised for travel.

“In the aftermath of a crisis 
such as the Haiti earthquake, chil-
dren are especially vulnerable; 

and there is increased potential for 
abuse of, and traffi cking in, chil-
dren. The United States remains 
committed to working with the 
government of Haiti to implement 
safeguards to protect children and 
their families in Haiti.”

According to a 2002 UNICEF 
report, Haiti has been battling child 
traffi cking, and the United States 
and Canada are the main receivers 
of traffi cking from the Caribbean. 
The United Nations Children and 
Education Fund also estimates 
2.5 million children, a majority of 
them girls, are sexually exploited 
in the multi-billion dollar commer-
cial sex industry. NBC reported that 
an average predator in the US can 
make more than US$200,000 per 
year off of one young girl.

The church denies any wrong 
doing. Central Valley Baptist Pastor 
Clint Henry told CBS, “I know 
there has been illegal activity that’s 
been going on down there. It’s 
unfortunate that we would be asso-
ciated with that.”
People’s World 

In Solidarity with the 
struggle of Iranian 
working people
Joint statement Tudeh (Communist) Party 
of Iran and Communist Party of Greece
We have followed with concern 
the important developments in 
Iran over the recent months. We 
express our solidarity with the 
communists, the members and the 
friends of Tudeh Party of Iran, the 
working people who struggle for 
the people’s social and democratic 
rights, for democracy and social 
progress. 

We condemn the repressive 
policies and measures that under the 
responsibility of the Iranian govern-
ment and the security authorities have 
led to the death at least eight people 
and the arrest of more than 1,000 
fi ghters of the popular movement. 
There are reports that a number of 
those arrested during the recent protest 
demonstrations are to be executed. 
Amongst those detained are well 
known activists of the women’s, 
students’ and workers’ movements.

We demand a halt to the execution 
of political prisoners, the immediate 
release of the arrested people and 
generally the political prisoners who 
struggle for the people’s interests.

At the same time we explicitly 
reject every attempt to take advantage 
of this situation for the escalation of 
the imperialist intervention in the 
region. In any case it is only the 
Iranian people who have the right to 
determine the future course of their 
country themselves.

The development of the anti-
imperialist struggle in the region with 
the labour movement at its forefront 
constitutes a prerequisite for the 
repulse of the imperialist plans and 
every attempt of the bourgeois forces 
to manipulate the people so as to bring 
about positive changes in favour of 
the people. 

Victims said the guards had blocked traffic at 
the intersection and randomly opened fire at 

everything and everyone around them.
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Over the past four decades Israel 
has defrauded Palestinians work-
ing inside Israel of more than US$2 
billion by deducting from their 
salaries contributions for welfare 
benefi ts to which they were never 
entitled, Israeli economists have 
revealed.

A new report, State Robbery, to 
be published later this month, says 
the “theft” continued even after the 
Palestinian Authority was established 
in 1994 and part of the money was 
supposed to be transferred to a special 
fund on behalf of the workers.

According to information 
supplied by Israeli offi cials, most 
of the deductions from the workers’ 
pay were invested in infrastructure 
projects in the Occupied Palestinian 
Territories – a presumed reference to 
the massive state subsidies accorded 
to the settlements.

Nearly 50,000 Palestinians 
from the West Bank are working 
in Israel – following the easing of 
restrictions on entering Israel under 

the “economic peace” promised by 
Benjamin Netanyahu, the Israeli prime 
minister – and continue to have such 
contributions docked from their pay.

Complicit in the deception, the 
report adds, is the Histadrut, the 
Israeli labour federation, which levies 
a monthly fee on Palestinian workers, 
even though they are not entitled to 
membership and are not represented 
in labour disputes.

“This is a clear-cut case of theft 
from Palestinian workers on a grand 
scale,” said Shir Hever, a Jerusalem-
based economist and one of the 
authors of the report. “There are no 
reasons for Israel to delay in returning 
this money either to the workers or to 
their benefi ciaries.”

The deductions started being 
made in 1970, three years after the 
Israeli occupation of the Palestinian 
territories began, when Palestinian 
workers started to enter Israel in 
signifi cant numbers, most of them 
employed as manual labourers in 
the agriculture and construction 
industries.

Typically, the workers lose a fi fth 
of their salary in deductions that are 
supposed to cover old age payments, 
unemployment allowance, disability 
insurance, child benefi ts, trade union 
fees, pension fund, holiday and sick 
pay, and health insurance. In practice, 
however, the workers are entitled 
only to disability payments in case 
of work accidents and are insured 
against loss of work if their employer 
goes bankrupt.

According to the report, compiled 
by two human rights groups, the 
Alternative Information Centre and 
Kav La’Oved, only a fraction of the 
total contributions – less than eight 
percent – was used to award benefi ts 
to Palestinian workers. The rest was 
secretly transferred to the fi nance 
ministry.

The Israeli organisations assess 
that the workers were defrauded of 
at least US$2.25 billion in today’s 
prices, in what they describe as a 
minimum and “very conservative” 
estimate of the misappropriation of the 
funds. Such a sum represents about 
10 percent of the PA’s annual budget.

The authors also note that they 
excluded from their calculations 
two substantial groups of Palestinian 
workers – those employed in the 
Jewish settlements and those working 
in Israel’s black economy – because 
fi gures were too hard to obtain.

Hever said the question of 
whether the bulk of the deductions 
– those for national insurance – 
had been illegally taken from the 
workers was settled by the Israeli 
High Court back in 1991. The judges 
accepted a petition from the fl ower 
growers’ union that the government 
should return about US$1.5 million 
in contributions from Palestinian 
workers in the industry.

“The legal precedent was set 
then and could be used to reclaim the 
rest of these excessive deductions,” 
he said.

At the height of Palestinian 
participation in the Israeli labour 
force, in the early 1990s, as many as 
one in three Palestinian workers was 
dependent on an Israeli employer.

Israel continued requiring 

contributions from Palestinian 
workers after the creation of the 
Palestinian Authority in 1994, arguing 
that it needed to make the deductions 
to ensure Israeli workers remained 
competitive.

However, the report notes that 
such practices were supposed to have 
been curbed by the Oslo process. 
Israel agreed to levy an “equalisation 
tax” – equivalent to the excessive 
contributions paid by Palestinians – a 
third of which would be invested in 
a fund that would later be available 
to the workers.

In fact, however, the Israeli State 
Comptroller, a government watchdog 
offi cial, reported in 2003 that only 
about a tenth of the money levied on 
the workers had actually been placed 
in the fund.

The fi nance ministry has admitted 
that most of the money taken from the 
workers was passed to Israeli military 
authorities in the Palestinian territories 
to pay for “infrastructure programs.” 
Hannah Zohar, the director of Kav 
La’Oved who co-authored the report, 
said she believed that the ministry was 

actually referring to the construction 
of illegal settlements.

The report is also highly critical 
of the Histadrut, Israel’s trade 
union federation, which it accuses 
of grabbing “a piece of the pie” by 
forcing Palestinian workers to pay a 
monthly “organising fee” to the union 
since 1970, even though Palestinians 
are not entitled to membership.

Despite the Histadrut’s agreement 
with its Palestinian counterpart in 
2008 to repay the fees, only 20 
percent was returned, leaving $30 
million unaccounted for.

The Histadrut was also implicated 
in another “rip-off,” said Hever. 
It agreed in 1990 to the Israeli 
construction industry’s demand that 
Palestinian workers pay an extra two 
percent tax to promote the training of 
recent Jewish immigrants, most of 
them from the former Soviet Union.

Hever said that in effect the 
Palestinian labourers were required 
to “subsidise the training of workers 
meant to replace them.” The funds 
were never used for the stated purpose 

but were mainly issued as grants to 
the families of Israeli workers.

In one especially cynical use 
of the funds, the report notes, the 
money was spent on portable stoves 
for soldiers involved in Israel’s three-
week attack on Gaza last year.

In response, the fi nance ministry 
called the report “incorrect and 
misleading,” and the Histadrut 
claimed it was “full of lies.” However, 
neither provided rebuttals of the 
report’s allegations or its calculations.

Hever said the government body 
responsible for making the deductions, 
the department of payments, had 

initially refused to divulge any of its 
fi gures, but had partly relented after 
some statistics were made available 
through leaks from its staff.

Assef Saeed, a senior offi cial in 
the Palestinian Authority’s labour 
ministry, said the PA was keen to 
discuss the issue of the deductions, 
but that talks were diffi cult because 
of the lack of contacts between the 
two sides.
Jonathan Cook is a writer 
and journalist based in 
Nazareth, Israel. His website is 
www.jkcook.net.
The Electronic Intifada 

CANADA: Canada is home for 60 percent of the world’s min-
ing corporations. Some have made the news recently: Blackfi re 
Exploration is tied to the murder of one anti-mining activ-
ist in Chiapas, Mexico. Pacifi c Rim Company is implicated in 
the killing of two others in El Salvador. Goldcorp Inc alleged-
ly released toxic amounts of heavy metals in Honduras. Barrick 
Gold employees in New Guinea are accused of rape and pil-
lage. That corporation is charged with environmental abuse in 
Chile, anti-union persecution in Argentina, and a toxic spill in 
Tanzania last May that killed 20 people. Liberal Parliamentarian 
John McKay last week introduced a bill that would, according to 
unsidedownworld.org, “empower the Canadian federal govern-
ment to investigate complaints of human rights and environmental 
abuses levelled against mining companies.” Canadian human 
rights activists fault the bill, designated as C-300, for lack of sanc-
tions and undue reliance upon corporations’ “social responsibility.”

SOUTH AFRICA: Conferring recently with leaders of the African 
National Congress, ANC Secretary General Gwede Mantashe 
called for nationalising the South African Reserve Bank. Any 
ANC action must, however, await its next party conference in 
2012. Mantashe, who is also chairperson of the South African 
Communist Party, noted that only South Africa and eight other 
nations allow private ownership of national banks. The SACP 
and the COSATU labour federation had earlier demanded the 
bank lower interest rates, which have been kept high to com-
bat infl ation, to promote job growth. COSATU described as “a 
dangerous anomaly that a body which should be protecting the 
public interest when it makes decisions on interest rates... should 
be owned by a group of anonymous private shareholders.”

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC: Accompanied by cannon salutes and 
singing of the national anthem, President Leonel Fernández last 
week presented a new constitution to the National Assembly that, 
disguised as a “Review Assembly”, had already approved the 
document, with both major parties participating. Political leaders 
took turns reading through 277 articles. Leftist critics denounced 
the constitution, which took effect immediately, for its conserva-
tive orientation, for the lack of a constituent assembly, and for 
its Article 30, which prohibits abortion under all circumstanc-
es. The Chamber of Deputies took on additional members, and 
municipal and parliamentary elections were unifi ed. According 
to TeleSur, 13 legal experts extensively re-edited the version of 
the constitution which was returned to the National Assembly.

TAIWAN: Negotiations were underway last week in Beijing over 
an “economic cooperation agreement” promoted by Taiwan’s 
right-wing President Ma Ying-jeou. Critics see the designation of 
a “Cross-Strait Economic Cooperation Agreement” as a down-
grading of Taiwanese status achieved in WTO talks, namely as 
the “The Separate Customs Territory of Taiwan.” For the Taiwan 
News, that label represents “a legally precise status distinct 
from and equal to the People’s Republic of China that is guaran-
teed by multilateral treaty.” The editorial calls for any economic 
accord to be submitted to a popular referendum. Looming over 
the talks was approval in Washington last week of a US$6 bil-
lion arms package for Taiwan including helicopters and missiles.

Global Briefs

Report: Israel stole $2 billion 
from Palestinian workers

Money taken from Palestinian workers went to support Israeli soldiers during the three week attack on Gaza 
last year.
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Heritage 
at risk
The preservation and enhance-
ment of our heritage is a central 
component of the Greens’ phi-
losophy because the protection 
of our natural, cultural and built 
environments is a central tenet of 
ecological sustainability, a princi-
ple that underlines our approach 
to all policy.

Unfortunately most recent 
changes in legislation and policy 
have been designed to make it harder 
to protect our heritage and easier to 
destroy it. To a large extent heritage 
protection in this state [NSW] is now 
illusory.

Steps to emasculate heritage 
commenced with the passage of the 
Redfern-Waterloo Authority Act in 
December 2004 which left exposed 
some 205 parks and buildings 
that were listed on the National 
Trust Register as well as heritage 
conservation areas identifi ed by the 
Trust and comprising some 43 percent 
of the total area of those suburbs.

In June 2005, Part 3A of the 
Environmental Planning and 
Assessment (EP&A) Act was 
introduced. It overrides the protections 
of the Heritage Act and grants to the 
Minister for Planning the virtually 
unchallengeable power to “call in” 
major developments and to remove 
the Heritage Council and local 
government as consent authorities.

In 2006, the NSW Heritage Offi ce 
became the Heritage Branch and was 
absorbed into the Department of 
Planning, thus losing its independence.

In 2008, the government-
initiated review of the Heritage Act 
recommended making it harder to get 
items heritage listed and easier to get 
them de-listed. It also recommended 
expanding the power of the Minister 
to de-list items irrespective of any 

recommendation from the Heritage 
Council.

Currently, about 30 items 
are added to the Register each 
year, although in one year when 
Frank Sartor was Minister that 
fi gure dropped to only four. At the 
present rate, it will take somewhere 
between 175 and 350 years to list 
the outstanding items. Part 3A of 
the Planning Act turns the Heritage 
Act off. Although the Minister seeks 
the views of the Heritage Council 
when items on the State Register 
are affected, there is no requirement 
to seek the Council’s opinion about 
developments that impact on items 
of state signifi cance that are not on 
the Register.

And even if those views are 
sought, the Heritage Council is 
not a consent authority and its 
recommendations can be ignored.

On December 14, 2008, a new 
State Environmental Planning 
Policy came into force. Until that 
time, Local Environment Plans and 
some Regional Environmental Plans 
required that the proposed demolition 
or partial demolition of items of State 
or potential State Signifi cance be 
referred to the Heritage Council. That 
referral is no longer required.

In February 2009 the government 
introduced new housing and exempt 
and complying development codes. 
These codes will have the effect of 
ensuring that in some areas historic 
buildings or structures, and cultural 
or natural sites that have not yet 
been assessed for heritage listing or 
protection can be destroyed without 
notifi cation to anyone.

Under these new codes a tick 
from a private certifi er will allow 
a 150-year-old building or a site 
of cultural significance that has 
not yet been listed to be destroyed 
or demolished without timely 
notification to neighbours let 
alone any opportunity for a proper 
assessment of heritage signifi cance.

If an item is on the State Heritage 
Register, then any heritage protections 
it might enjoy can be stripped away 
by either the Redfern-Waterloo 
Authority Act if relevant, or Part 3A 
of the Planning Act, or the National 
Building and Jobs Plan (State 
Infrastructure Delivery) Act 2009. 
And if it’s not on the State Register, 
as the overwhelming majority of state 
signifi cant items are not, then any 
protection is illusory at best.

What we have witnessed over 
the last fi ve years is the systematic 
dismantling of heritage protection. 
New South Wales no longer has a 

coherent, let alone comprehensive, 
system of heritage management, and 
we and future generations will be all 
the worse for it.

The weakening of heritage 
protections has coincided with, and 
resulted from, a pro-development 
re-writing of the state’s planning 
system that refl ects a mistaken belief 
that heritage and environmental 
protection costs jobs, a belief 
unsupported by experience. As the 
planning laws have changed over 
the last fi ve years the NSW Labor 
Party received fi nancial contributions 
of more than $9 million from the 
property development industry.

To put that in context, those 
donations exceeded the total 
contributions to all NSW political 
parties over the same period from all 
other sources.

In those same fi ve years the NSW 
Liberal Party received over $5 million 
from the development industry. As 
Labor’s electoral fortunes decline, 
developer donations are now fl ooding 
into the Liberal Party.

Our heritage will always be in 
danger when it is pitted against those 
with deep pockets and powerful 
political friends. On the three recent 
occasions when the Greens introduced 
legislation to end the scandal of 

corporate donations, the Liberal, 
National and Labor parties combined 
to defeat the Greens’ initiatives.

What then are the Greens 
proposing for heritage policy?

First the time has come to 
genuinely reform the planning system 
so that development decisions are 
made on the basis of the public 
interest, not who made the biggest 
payment to the ruling party.

Accordingly, the Greens 
continue to call for the banning 
of political parties or candidates 
accepting donations from the property 
development industry. The Greens 
have put our policy principle into 
practice for many years by refusing 
to accept donations from the property 
development or any other industry. 
But a voluntary policy is not good 
enough.

Refusing to accept corporate 
donations should be mandatory 
and should apply to all parties and 
politicians at all levels of government. 
We welcome former premier, Nathan 
Rees’ announcement of donations 
reform, but we are concerned that the 
parameters of the proposed scheme 
are so narrow as to allow continuing 
large donations from developer 
interests.

Second, we believe that it is time 

to recognise that the community 
values its heritage and its environment 
more than it values the profi ts to be 
made from unrestrained development.

The Greens will push for a 
clear and publicly supported set of 
heritage rules that are impartially and 
uniformly enforced. To give effect to 
these rules we will continue to pursue 
the repeal of Part 3A of the EP&A 
Act and the limiting or removal of 
the powers of the state government to 
override environmental and heritage 
protections in order to approve large 
projects that breach the existing rules.

Third, we will pursue changes 
to the housing codes and the exempt 
and complying development codes to 
ensure that proper assessment is made 
of the heritage signifi cance of a site 
before it can be destroyed.

Fourth, we support the Heritage 
Office again being independent 
of the Department of Planning. 
Independence will mean little, 
however, unless the Office is 
guaranteed adequate funding and 
resourcing so that it may fulfi l the role 
the community expects of it.
Sylvia Hale MLC is Greens 
Spokesperson on Planning
This article first appeared 
in National Trust Magazine 
(NSW) 

Letters / Culture & Life

Alastair Hulett
I am sure many of your readers 
would be saddened to hear of the 
death of Alastair Hulett. His part-
ner informed people of his death 
in an email circulated around the 
progressive movement of Australia.

Alistair died on Thursday 
evening, January 28 at 6:30 pm at 
the Southern General Hospital in 
Glasgow. Many friends have been 
shocked by the severity and speed 
of his deterioration, none more so 
than myself.

Alistair became ill very suddenly 
on New Year’s Day and was hospi-
talised on January 5 with suspected 
food poisoning. Liver failure was later 
diagnosed and it was hoped that he 
could receive a liver transplant, but 

further investigation revealed a very 
aggressive form of cancer which 
had already spread from his liver to 
his lungs and stomach. Alistair died 
peacefully only days after the cancer 
was fi rst detected.

Alastair was an amazing singer 
and activist for progressive causes 
around Sydney and further afi eld 
for many years. He came originally 
from Scotland and went back there a 
few years ago to continue his work. 
He was one of those rare people 
who even though they have a speech 
impediment have the sweetest and 
truest singing voice.He wrote and 
performed songs about current issues 
and publicised struggles for justice 
such as the Bougainville struggle. He 
attended large demonstrations and 
with his voice was able to lift the 
spirits of those attending to keep up 
the struggle. I remember him fondly 
at the “celebrations” after Aidex 
singing “We fought the law and we 
won” even though it may not have 
been entirely accurate.

His song “His hands were gentle” 
about Victor Jara of Chile is one of 
the most moving political songs one 
can ever listen to.

We join with his partner Fatima 
when she says “Alistair was a kind, 

gentle man who was committed to 
fi ghting for a better world – a world 
based on the principles of justice, 
equality, love and respect for all of 
humanity. The world was a better 
place for knowing him and is a sad-
der place for his loss. He leaves a 
great legacy in his music that will 
continue to bring inspiration to many 
who, like him, believed a better world 
was possible.”

Alastair will be greatly missed.
Yours sincerely

Denis Doherty
NSW

Be vigilant against 
revisionism
I write in support of Nick Rawson 
(Guardian 27/1/10) who called for 
more ideological examination of 
what happened to the socialist 
countries in Eastern Europe. In 
the Australian Marxist Review 
(November, 2009)* published by 
the Communist Party of Australia 
there is an article by Perth veteran 
Communist Comrade Vic Williams, 
on why the Soviet Union returned 
to capitalism. I believe it is a 
profound contribution and I would 

strongly recommend that all CPA 
members and supporters study 
this article. 

Comrade Vic exposes the leading 
role of revisionists in bringing about 
counterrevolution which is one of the 
most tragic events in history. 

It should be noted the Nazi war 
machine failed to destroy socialism, 
yet the revisionists were successful. 
This shows the importance of 
combating revisionism and upholding 
Communist ideology. 

An interesting aspect of Comrade 
Vic’s article is the important role that 
Comrade Stalin played in building 
socialism. Vic also exposes the attacks 
on Stalin by the very people who 
brought about the return to capitalism. 
Stalin stood fi rmly for Communist 
ideology. Revisionist attacks on him 
were designed to undermine that 
ideology and replace it with ideas 
that led back to capitalism.

A commission of leading 
intellectuals who were not members 
of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union (CPSU) was established to 
investigate the allegations made 
against Stalin and the commission 
found the allegations were false. Of 
course, the revisionists brushed aside 
those fi ndings. 

World capitalism had always 
attacked Stalin but the Soviet people 
had rejected those attacks. However, 
the revisionists reasoned that if the 
CPSU attacked Stalin there was a 
greater chance people would accept 
it. The revisionists were in a position 
to carry out the attacks because they 
had captured the leadership of the 
CPSU. This is an indication of the 
breakdown of Communist ideology 
in that great Party. 

A Communist examination of 
what happened in the Soviet Union 
and other socialist countries is of 
extreme importance because it will 
assist in today’s struggle for socialism. 
It will help deepen our understanding 
of Communist ideology and the need 
for vigilance against revisionism. 

Nick Rawson proposes that every 
issue of The Guardian should contain 
material on the collapse of socialism. 
I would suggest that Comrade Vic’s 
article should be serialised in The 
Guardian.

Alan Miller
SA

*(“Why the Soviet Union 
collapsed” AMR Issue 
50, is available online at 
www.cpa/amr/50)
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To a large extent heritage protection in this state [NSW] is now illusory. 
Pictured here, NSW Parliament House – how it looked early last century.
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The Irish critic, pamphleteer 
and playwright George 

Bernard Shaw was converted to 
socialism in 1882 after hearing a talk 
by Henry George, author of Progress 
and Poverty. Shaw wrote of this talk: 
“The importance of the economic 
basis of society dawned upon me.”

He joined the Fabian Society and 
became a famed public speaker on 
behalf of utopian socialism. He did 
not become a dramatist until 1885, 
and did not achieve success at it 
until 1894, with Arms And The Man, 
a still-delightful satire on militarism.

From then on he was, and 
remains, a major force in English 
drama.

Archibald Henderson, Shavian 
scholar and author from the University 
of North Carolina, wrote in 1946 
that “Every Shaw play is a message 
to the times…. Candida on love as 
pity, Man And Superman on eugenics 
and race betterment, Major Barbara 
on poverty, Androcles And The Lion 
on the nature of religious faith, The 
Doctor’s Dilemma on the parlous 
state of the medical profession, John 
Bull’s Other Island on the political 
contrasts of England and Ireland, 
Saint Joan on heroism and saintli-
ness, Heartbreak House on WW1, 
Caesar and Cleopatra on genius and 
greatness.”

The performance of Caesar And 
Cleopatra being shown this week 
(ABC2 Sunday February 14 at 
7.30 pm) was recorded live during 
a performance of the play at the 
Stratford Shakespeare Festival, which 
– contrary to the information in the 
notes provided by the ABC – is not at 
Stratford-Upon-Avon (“Shakespeare’s 
birthplace and home to the famous 
Royal Shakespeare Company”) but 
at Stratford Ontario, in Canada, 
and home to the famous Stratford 
Shakespeare Festival.

The Ontario auditorium is very 
large and the audience, which is often 
visible to the viewer, is determined 
to be amused. Christopher Plummer 
makes an admirable job of playing 
the aging Caesar, trying to rein in his 
more enthusiastic military command-
ers and at the same time to teach the 
teenage Egyptian queen Cleopatra 
some necessary wisdom and what 
might be called “statesmanship sur-
vival skills”.

Cleopatra is played with relish as 
a gauche youngster by Nikki James. 
Shaw’s anti-romantic and anti-heroic 
view of history comes over surpris-
ingly well, but even without the fre-
quent glimpses of the audience, one 
is constantly aware that this is a stage 
performance, before an audience of 
which we are not actually part.

The stage production, by Barry 
Avrich, looks as though it would have 
been impressive for the people in the 
theatre. Of course, it loses a great deal 
of its impact in this hybrid (fi lmed on 
stage for TV) presentation.

The Monty Python team had a 
very strong impact on British 

comedy, building on and developing 
the work of the Goons before them 
in trying to take radio and television 
comedy in new directions.

I have always felt that the 
Pythons’ main weakness lay in an 
apparent lack of awareness of the 
structure of comedy, and a tendency 

to fail to complete the development 
of a gag and too often to dump the 
gag altogether in favour of silliness, 
which they seemed to think was 
equally funny.

In the two-part Monty Python: 
Almost The Truth (Lawyers’ Cut) 
(Part 1 on ABC1 Sunday February 
14 at 8.35 pm) one of the Pythons 
explains that they had deliberately 
rejected the previous comedy shows’ 
use of punch-lines because they did 
not fi nd them funny.

Historical interviews with mem-
bers of the team and recent interviews 
with surviving members, make up 
most of the program. It would have 
been funnier and probably more 
informative if more of the classic 
sketches had been shown (we don’t 
even get a complete version of the 
Dead Parrot sketch).

For anyone who was a fan of the 
program or the movies (and who was 
not?) these two one-hour programs 
will doubtless prove very popular.

I still think, however, that they 
often had no idea why a sketch actu-
ally worked – or did not work.

Maxim Gorki was once asked 
for his advice on how to 

write for children. The great Russian 
author answered that the secret was 
to write “the same way you do for 
grown-ups – only better!”

That is a lesson many writers 
of children’s books and television 
would do well to learn. My wife and 
I are both partial to books written for 
children and adolescents. We both 
read them, but Pat reads more of 
them than I do.

Good children’s literature can be 
read by adolescents and adults as well 
as children. They all derive something 
different from the experience, enjoy 
different aspects of the book. If it is 
a really good book, as they get older 
they can return to it from time to 
time and enjoy it afresh, fi nding new 
pleasures and insights each time.

I doubt if that is what anyone 

will do with The War Diaries Of 
Alistair Fury, although the ABC 
assures us that they are “popular” (so 
is Australian Idol and The Biggest 
Loser) and their author, Jamie Rix 
is “award-winning”. I have not read 
his books, I have only seen the TV 
adaptation, which has mysteriously 
been retitled The Revenge Files Of 
Alistair Fury (ABC3 weekdays at 
8.05 am from February 15).

On the basis of the preview epi-
sode, the series is overwrought, trying 
hard all the time. I was left with the 
feeling that when the production crew 
viewed the fi nished episode, they 
probably said to one another, “well, it 
didn’t do much for me, but (bravely) 
kids will love it!”

The series has no depth; what 
you see fi rst is all there is. No doubt, 
younger children will fi nd it amusing, 
but they will not fi nd return visits very 
rewarding.

I actually found watching it some-
thing of a strain. 
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Slipped Through the Net
The story of Melrose Desmond Donley

by Elly Inta

Taken from his mother at the age of six months, Des Donley 

became a ward of state, in and out of foster homes and then on 

to a Salvation Army Orphanage. At 15 he was farmed out to a 

family as virtual slave labour, working from 3.30 in the morning 

until 9 at night, sleeping in a shed with a prickly straw pillow. 

Only at the age of 18, he ended his isolation, entered the paid 

workforce, found girls, dancing, music and had a few drinks. He 

became a union delegate, joined the Communist Party and spent 

a life fighting for others. The fair skinned Des was in his 60s 

when he learnt of his Aboriginality. He is still fighting, at the age 

of 94, for his stolen wages.

$25 including p&h within Australia

74 Buckingham Street, Surry Hills, NSW 2010 Ph 02 9699 8844
Payment by Cheque, Money Order (Make out to “CPA”)
Credit Card (include type, name, number and expiry date)

One of the many books available at 

Shop@CPA

February 12
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PRESIDENT OBAMA AFTER ONE YEAR: 
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Michael Fullilove, Lowy Insitute
Tom Sweizer, US Study Centre Sydney Uni & editor of The Spectator
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ONE STATE: RESOLVING ISRAEL-PALESTINE CONFLICT?
Anthony Loewenstein, freelance journalist & author My Israel Question
Ian Bickerton, History Research Fellow UNSW, author The Arab-Israel 
Confl ict – A History
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PRISONS AS A LAST RESORT: 
THE POTENTIAL FOR REFORM
Eilleen Bawldry, Prof, UNSW
Greg Smith, MP, NSW Shadow Attorney General, Shadow Minister of Justice

March 12
AFGHANISTAN: SHOULD AUSTRALIA WITHDRAW?
Phil Glendenning, Director, Edmund Rice Centre
Bob Howard, University of Sydney

March 19
HOSPITALS CAN KILL: 
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Paul Dugdale, Assoc Prof, Public Health ANU
David Hirsch, Barrister, Specialist Medical Negligence Litigation
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Declaration of the SACP 
Special National Congress
Polokwane – December 13, 2009
We have met in Polokwane over four 
days in our mid-term, 2009 SACP (South 
African Communist Party) Special National 
Congress. We are 900 delegates bearing 
the mandates of over 96,000 Communists 
from all corners of South Africa. We have 
convened together with comrades from 
the Young Communist League, from our 
Alliance partners, and fraternal formations 
from across the world.

At the outset of our Special Congress, 
together, we set for ourselves three basic stra-
tegic tasks:

First, we said that we would consolidate, as 
Communists and allies, an understanding of the 
current global capitalist crisis – a crisis that is 
deep-seated, systemic and far from being over. 
It is a crisis that has deepened the plight and 
suffering of billions of workers and poor world-
wide. Here in SA a million working people have 
lost their jobs in the course of this year alone. 

Faced with this crisis, this Special Congress 
has underlined the imperative of taking both 
defensive and offensive anti-capitalist measures. 
Around the world the crisis has compelled great-
er reliance of capital on the state for bail-outs, 
rescue packages and protective interventions. 
We pledge, here in SA, to ensure that we use 
this greater reliance of capitalists on the state 
to advance our own objective of rolling back 
their greedy domination over the production 
and allocation of surplus. We pledge to organ-
ise and mobilise in our places of work, in our 
communities, inside the state itself to ensure it 
is not the workers and poor who bear the brunt 
of this capitalist crisis.

We have agreed that the present global crisis 
is, in fact, a crisis of human civilisation itself. 
The capitalist accumulation drive is increasingly 
carrying us to the brink, to the collapse of the 
bio-physical conditions for any sustainable life 
on our planet. As the world meets in Copenhagen 
this coming week to agree on responses to cli-
mate change, it is clear that capitalism has no 
answers to the crisis we all face. In fact, many 
capitalist responses, like carbon trading, will 
feed the bourgeoisie’s next speculative frenzy 
and aggravate the mortal dangers we face.

We say: the only sustainable response to 
climate change is SYSTEM change. The strug-
gle for socialism and the struggle to preserve 
our forests, our farm-lands, our water, the air 
that we breathe – these are one and the same 
struggle. As SACP members, we are green 
because we are red.

On our internationalist responsibilities this 
Special National Congress has reaffi rmed our 
commitment, working with progressive forces, 
to coordinate our peoples all over Africa to resist 
neo-colonial wars, to struggle against aggressive 
imperialist impositions, and to build a strong 
peace movement against proliferation and for 
the closure of all foreign military bases.

We have committed ourselves to organise 
massive solidarity with the peoples of Western 
Sahara and Palestine in their struggle for their 
basic right to self-determination. We call for 
both Morocco and Spain to guarantee the full 
repatriation of Aminatou Haidar.

The SACP will continue to support a pro-
gressive resolution to the political stalemate in 
Zimbabwe by prioritising peoples’ basic needs. 
We will continue to mobilise against the despotic 
regime in Swaziland.

Secondly, at the outset of this Congress, 

we said that we had an obligation to respond 
to a cruel reality – after 15 years of democracy 
in our country, after more than a decade of 
economic growth, notwithstanding progress 
on many fronts, our society continues to be 
characterised by appalling levels of racialised 
inequality, and by crisis levels of unemployment. 
Patriarchal oppression continues to affl ict mil-
lions of women. Together, we have high-lighted 
the underlying systemic features in our society 
that reproduce this crisis of under-development.

In plenary discussions and in commissions 
we have agreed on a programme of action to 
respond to these national realities. We will take 
forward and deepen our shared Alliance commit-
ment to placing our economy onto a different, 
job-creating path. We will advance a state-led 
and worker-driven industrial policy. We will 
ensure that macro-economic policy is knocked 
off its throne, and comes down to earth. It must 
be aligned with our strategic developmental 
priorities. Shoulder to shoulder with our Alliance 
partners and the rural masses, we will advance 
rural development as a key pillar of our revolu-
tion. We are committed to turning around the 
critical sphere of local government, with a special 
emphasis on building popular power at the local 
level through organs of participatory democracy.

Together, let us transform the entire educa-
tion and training dispensation. We have pledged 
the SACP’s support for the government’s HIV/
AIDS campaign. Let us all take collective 
responsibility for the challenge of this pandemic 
that is sweeping through our society. We reaffi rm 
our commitment to the struggle for a National 
Health Insurance, built on the principle of “from 

each according to their ability, to each according 
to their need”.

Together let us ensure that working class 
women organise and mobilise to take their 
rightful place in all sites of power. Together, as 
women and men, let us defeat the oppressive 
shackles of patriarchal oppression.

Together with our Allies, and the great 
majority of South Africans, we Communists 
pledge to fi ght the scourge of crime and cor-
ruption. We will carry this struggle forward 
without fear or favour. Without militant worker 
vigilance, corruption will devour our democracy.

Thirdly, at the outset of Congress, we agreed 
that it was our task as the SACP to carry forward 
the analysis of progress and challenges within 
our Party, and within our broader ANC-led 
Alliance. What has happened since our 2007 
12th National Congress? What has happened 
since the ANC’s 52nd National Conference in 
December 2007? We have noted the important 
gains made in consolidating Alliance unity. 
We have noted the fi ghting unity that was built 
around the April elections. Let us carry these 
gains down to every district and community 
of our country.

We have also noted the early warning 
signs of a small but sometimes clamorous anti-
communist, chauvinistic tendency in the ranks of 
our broader movement. Together, with all of our 
Alliance partners, we pledge to nip this tendency 
in the bud. We pledge to fi ght factionalism, not 
with factionalism, but with a principled program 
of action. We pledge not to be unduly diverted, 
nor provoked by what will become an increas-
ingly isolated and incoherent tendency. We shall 

defend our fundamental Communist principles 
of solidarity, of internationalism and of a robust 
rejection of all brands of chauvinism. We pledge, 
always, to be a disciplined force for unity in the 
heart of our broad revolutionary movement.

As the SACP we have fought many battles. 
We are steeled in struggle. We are proud of the 
dramatic growth in our Party membership since 
our 12th Congress.

Our opponents, and even some of our 
friends, are sceptical about the prospects of 
building a socialist South Africa. They call on 
us to unveil some detailed, ready-to-roll-out 
“socialist blueprint”, some fanciful utopia of 
the very kind that Marx and Engels long ago 
rejected. As Chris Hani always reminded us, 
socialism has to be built here and now in the 
struggles of millions and millions of workers 
and the poor. Socialism, he always said, is not 
built in a dream-world; it doesn’t belong to 
outer space, or another time-zone. It has to be 
built here through collective action. It is about 
simple things – food and shelter and work for 
unemployed hands that long to be active. It is 
about a life of dignity for young and old. It is 
about simple things, yet so hard to achieve in a 
capitalist world. Socialism is about displacing 
reckless capitalist greed with solidarity with 
our fellow human beings, with responsibility 
for our threatened natural world. Socialism is 
about common sense itself – common sense that 
is constantly undermined in a capitalist world.

Which is why we say: 
A luta continua!

Socialism is the future! 
Build it now! 

Langa township – legacy of Apartheid with appalling levels of racialised inequality persisting.
Photo: Anna Pha


