
With the April 6 release of the latest US 
Nuclear Posture Review (NPR), the April 8 
signing in Prague of the START Treaty, the 
April 12-13 Nuclear Security Summit and 
May’s Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty 
(NPT) Review Conference in New York, 
issues of nuclear security, non-proliferation 
and arms control have world attention and 
the goal of a world without nuclear weapons, 
while still too distant, feels closer.

Treaties have been negotiated which have 
reduced nuclear weapons verifi ably and been 
implemented effectively. The numbers of nuclear 
weapons have been signifi cantly reduced from 
the peak of 70,000 in 1986 to about 23,000. 
Together the US and Russia have some 95 
percent of the world’s 23,000 nuclear arms.

START, which replaces the expired Strategic 
Arms Reduction Treaty of 1991, sets a limit of 
1,550 strategic nuclear warheads for each side, 
down from 2,200 under a 2002 deal.

Shadows
However, even with these reductions there 

will be enough fi repower on each side to dev-
astate the world many times over, and as many 
as 13 countries are on the edge of building 
nuclear weapons.

Another shadow is the US missile defence 
program in Europe which could undermine 
START.

Russian President Dmitry Medvedev stated 
at a press conference in Prague following the 
signing of the new agreement that the treaty 
may be valid and enforceable only if the qual-
ity and quantity of the missile defence systems 
are not boosted.

US Nuclear Posture Review
On April 6 US Secretary of Defence Robert 

Gates the announced the administration’s new 
Nuclear Posture Review (NPR).

Obama’s NPR puts its primary focus on 
preventing nuclear proliferation and terrorism. 
“The threat of global nuclear war has become 
remote,” it says, “but the risk of nuclear attack 
has increased.” It views nuclear terrorism as 
“today’s most immediate and extreme danger.” 

In general, Obama has pursued a policy of 
nuclear balance in which steps towards disar-
mament are accompanied by measures to retain 
America’s nuclear primacy.

The NPR reduces America’s reliance 
on nuclear weapons by adopting an almost 

no-fi rst-use doctrine. Only in “extreme circum-
stances” would the US consider using nuclear 
weapons.

It commits the US to not employ or threaten 
to employ nuclear weapons against states that do 
not possess them, provided that these countries 
remain in compliance with the NPT and their 
other nuclear non-proliferation obligations. The 
Obama administration considers both Iran and 
North Korea to be outside this category.

For the fi rst time, the US pledges not to 
retaliate with a nuclear strike even if attacked 
by chemical or biological weapons. In addition, 
the administration pledges not to resume test-
ing nuclear weapons by detonating them, and 
to seek to bring the Comprehensive Test Ban 
Treaty into force by securing its ratifi cation by 
the US Senate and all other countries.

Although Obama has endorsed the goal of 
abolishing nuclear weapons, he has described 
this as a long-term effort, and offered no 
concrete timeline for achieving it. It assumes 
that “the US will sustain a safe, secure and 
effective nuclear deterrent as long as nuclear 
weapons exist”.

The NPR affi rms the policy of extended 
nuclear deterrence, under which the US retains 
the option to employ nuclear weapons to defend 
its allies. When the Obama administration 
rejected a No First Use policy, it also rejected 
the policy of making the deterrence of a nuclear 
attack the “sole purpose” of nuclear weapons.

Rudd backs down
Apparently to fi t in with US policies, the 

Rudd government has adopted a similar position.
It has abandoned the recommendation in a 

report it commissioned from the International 
Commission on Nuclear Non-Proliferation and 
Disarmament that nuclear weapons should be 
dedicated to the “sole purpose’’ of deterring 
nuclear attack.

Confusion
The new US policy states that the “fun-

damental role of US nuclear weapons … is to 
deter nuclear attack on the United States, our 
allies, and partners.” 

David Krieger, President of the Nuclear Age 
Peace Foundation, comments: “This suggests 
confusion in the policy. If terrorists are, in fact, 
the greatest threat to the country, and as non-
state actors they cannot be deterred, then who 
exactly are the weapons deterring?”

The NPR says the US “would only consider 
the use of nuclear weapons in extreme circum-
stances to defend the vital interests of the United 
States or its allies and partners.”

David Krieger points out that “it is likely 
this will be viewed internationally as a double 
standard that other countries may choose to rely 
upon as well”.

Modernising 
nuclear weapons

The NPR repeatedly refers to “ensuring the 
safety, security and effectiveness” of nuclear 
warheads. David Krieger comments: “Safety 
and security both make sense. If we are to retain 
nuclear weapons, we want them to be both safe 
from accident and secure from theft.

“But what does ‘effective’ mean? … 
Effectiveness would be impossible to measure 
unless we can answer the question, ‘Effective 
for what?’

“In the end, ‘safe, secure and effective,’ 
appear to be arguments for modernising the 
US nuclear arsenal and spending an additional 
US$5 billion on its nuclear weapons laboratories 
over the next fi ve years.

The NPR also commits the US not to 
develop new nuclear weapons, missions or 

capabilities. Obama’s administration will instead 
continue to enhance the roles and capabilities 
of US conventional forces to perform missions 
previously assigned to nuclear weapons.

Prompt global strike
A black cloud over progress in disarmament 

is the US decision in the Pentagon program to 
replace nuclear deterrence with missiles armed 
with conventional warheads that can strike 
anywhere in the world in less than an hour.

“Capabilities like an adaptive missile 
defence shield, conventional warheads with 
worldwide reach and others that we are develop-
ing enable us to reduce the role of nuclear weap-
ons,” Vice President Biden said in February.

“With these modern capabilities, even 
with deep nuclear reductions, we will remain 
undeniably strong.”

US military offi cials say the intercontinental 
ballistic missiles, known as Prompt Global Strike 
weapons, are a necessary new form of deterrence 
against terrorist networks and other adversaries. 
As envisioned, the conventional missiles would 
give the White House a fresh military option 
to consider in a crisis that would not result in 
a radioactive mushroom cloud.
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PRESS FUND
2010 certainly hasn’t been a slow year in terms of news events 
- in fact, we often have difficulty covering breaking stories, and 
analysing their background. This week stories emerged over asylum 
seekers, privatisation of government services, environmental issues 
and many other matters, including some held over from previous 
editions. The Guardian is committed to covering all the major news 
events and issues, at home and abroad. However, we do need your 
help to achieve that objective, by way of contributions to the Press 
Fund, so please if you possibly can, send us something for the next 
issue. Many thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:
R Girvan $20, KM $10, “Round Figure” $10, Mark Window $10.
This week’s total: $50 Progressive total: $1440

The Tasmanian Greens – who 
now hold the balance of power in 
Tasmania – have confi rmed their 
position that a negotiated agree-
ment between two of the three 
parties represented in the House 
of Assembly is the best option 
to deliver stable government for 
Tasmania, but that in the absence 
of any such agreement the Greens 
MPs have unanimously decided not 
to move or support no-confi dence 
motions in the incumbent Labor 
government except in the case of 
gross malfeasance or corruption.

Greens Leader MP Nick McKim 
confi rmed that the commitment did 
not mean that the Greens are chang-
ing any policies that they took to the 
state election, and said that the com-
mitment would lapse if a negotiated 

arrangement between any two of the 
three parties in the House of Assembly 
is fi nalised.

“This commitment is made to fol-
low through on the pledges we made 
to the Tasmanian people to do all that 
we can to deliver stable government. 
It does not mean that we will neces-
sarily support the policy positions of 
the Labor party, or the Liberals for 
that matter,” Mr McKim said.

The Greens say they recognise 
that on March 20 the Tasmanian 
people voted for change.

“We still hold all of the policy 
positions we took to the state elec-
tion. For example, we will continue to 
oppose the proposed pulp mill, fi ght 
to save Tasmania’s high conservation 
value forests, and roll back Tasmania 
Tomorrow.”

After the election Labor intended 
to support a Liberal minority govern-
ment propped up by the Labor Party. 
In response the Greens warned that 
Labor would then be responsible 
for actions that might be taken by a 
Liberal minority government, includ-
ing taking the axe to public sector jobs 
or winding back recent improvements 
to Tasmania’s workers compensation 
system.

The Greens said that Labor vot-
ers would have had a right to feel 
betrayed. Labor is throwing away its 
best chance to implement the policies 
that its supporters voted for, noting 
that Bartlett knows that Tasmania’s 
timber industry is on its knees because 
of his government’s policies. 

Tassie Greens will stick 
with their principlesShadows over nuclear deals

Continued from page 1

The new program carries more dangers.
Firstly, Russia or China could mistake the launch of a conventional 

Prompt Global Strike missile for a nuclear one and respond with nuclear 
strikes.

Secondly, taking out the nuclear part out of the equation could make 
it too easy for the White House to order a Prompt Global Strike attack.

Russian General Leonid Ivashov commented: “Simply, the US arsenals 
of intercontinental-range delivery systems carrying conventional warfare are 
so impressive that it no longer has to rely on the nuclear strike option….

“In essence, the new US nuclear doctrine is an element of the novel US 
security strategy that would be more adequately described as the strategy 
of total impunity.”

Nuclear Security Conference
Leaders and representatives from almost 50 countries and some 

regional and international organisations, such as the European Union and 
the International Atomic Energy Agency, are taking part in the Nuclear 
Security Conference on April 12 and 13 in Washington.

The White House says US president Barack Obama has called the 
47-nation conference to tackle what it describes as the most dangerous 
threat to the world – nuclear security.

US secretary of state Hillary Clinton says the fear of a nuclear war 
between superpowers has waned, but has been replaced by the threat of 
nuclear-armed terrorists.

Prime Minister Rudd will not attend the summit. Defence Minister 
John Faulkner will represent Australia.

Chinese President Hu Jintao will attend.
“China attaches importance to nuclear security, opposes nuclear pro-

liferation and nuclear terrorism, and supports international cooperation,” 
a Foreign Ministry spokesman Qin Gang said.

Convened by President Obama, the conference aims to fi nd a common 
strategy for keeping radioactive materials and nuclear components out of 
the hands of terrorists. The goal is to secure all vulnerable nuclear material 
around the world in four years.

According to a former CIA offi cer, there is enough highly enriched ura-
nium and plutonium in the world today to build more than 100,000 bombs. 
Much of this material is poorly guarded and located in unstable regions.

Although the summit will not focus on individual nations, the nuclear 
programs of Iran and North Korea are expected to come up.

Israel’s nuclear program
Israeli Prime Minister Binyamin Netanyahu called off his trip to 

Washington after Turkish Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdogan said 
he intended to raise the issue of Israel’s nuclear program at the nuclear 
summit in Washington.

Erdogan says Iran’s nuclear program was being scrutinised because 
of its membership in the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) 
whereas Israel, which has not signed a nonproliferation treaty was “free 
to do what it wants.”

Speaking to reporters before his departure for Washington, Erdogan 
said, “We are disturbed by this and will say so.”

NPT Review Conference
As well as world leaders, thousands of peace campaigners are expected 

in New York at the beginning of May for the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty Review Conference. They will be the voices of the world community 
demanding an end to the nuclear nightmare.

A key demand is for the conference to begin work on a Nuclear Weapon 
Convention (NWC) prohibiting the production as well as use of all nuclear 
weapons in all circumstances.

Many campaigners insist that this can be done because every class of 
indiscriminate and inhumane weapon that has been abolished has been dealt 
with through a treaty. Dum-dum bullets, chemical and biological weapons, 
landmines, cluster munitions so why not nuclear weapons?

Supporting the demand for a NWC, Senator Douglas Roche, former 
Canadian Ambassador for Disarmament, said that the elimination of 
nuclear weapons “has become the irreducible essential for survival. It is 
the paramount human rights issue of our time.”

Senator Roche added that “proliferation is inevitable as long as the 
nuclear weapon states maintain their nuclear weapons, even in reduced 
numbers, while proscribing their acquisition by any other state. A two-class 
nuclear world is not sustainable in the 21st century.”

This situation cannot continue. The risks of regional nuclear war, nuclear 
terrorism, or catastrophic accidents are rising daily. The only workable 
solution is for all countries to give these weapons up.

Perth

Worker’s Memorial Day
Mourn the dead, fight for the living
10.30am Wednesday April 28
Solidarity Park, Harvest Terrace, West Perth

This is an important event to attend in order to commemorate those workers who have been killed or 
injured and to demonstrate that we need better safety laws in this state – to ensure more lives aren’t lost.
This year for the first time ever, the Perth Bell Tower will sound a bell once for each worker killed in WA 
this past year. The bells will ring at 12 noon sharp. Please gather at the Perth Bell Tower by 11.45am for 
this solemn rememberance ceremony, including a minutes silence.

Perth

UnionsWA May Day Festival + March 2010
12 noon Sunday May 2

Fremantle Esplanade Reserve

Join us for the labour movement’s biggest social event of the year. This year’s theme is ‘No WorkChoices in WA’. Come 

down with your family and friends to the labour movement’s biggest social event of the year. Family fun rules supreme on 

the day with FREE live entertainment and performances, rides & slides, food and activities for the children. Join us for a 

fun day in celebration of the labour movement’s past, present and future.

www.unionswa.com.au/mayday

Sydney

Celebrate May Day
5pm Sunday May 2

Greek Community Club 206 Lakemba St, Lakemba

Variety of Live Music – Mediterranean meal

A very affordable $20

Organised by Sydney District Committee CPA & fraternal parties

Perth – premier screening tour

Ballots and bullets – memoirs of a foreign election observer
An Australian-made documentary exploring the drama behind the Philippines 2007 mid-term elections

7pm Friday April 16, 

FTI 92 Adelaide St Fremantle

$5 from each ticket goes to aid the Philippines Australia Union Link.

Help support this cause as well as supporting Australian independent filmmakers.

For more info about this screening, please contact Peter Murphy on 0418 312 301

ABOUT THE FILM: Filmmaker and social worker Jason Bray travels to the Philippines motivated by a deep sense of 

frustration at the imbalance of rich and poor. What he finds is a colourful country that is rife with dubious politicians, 

corruption, violence and intimidation leading up to the elections. Ballots and Bullets is a thrilling yet heartfelt 

documentary challenging anyone concerned with the plight of those struggling to live under oppressive political regimes
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Bob Briton

Once again the rights of desper-
ate asylum seekers have been 
thrown overboard by the federal 
government. Political expediency 
ruled last week as Prime Minister 
Kevin Rudd announced that his 
government was suspending the 
processing of asylum applications 
from Sri Lankans and Afghans 
with the patently false excuse 
that conditions have improved 
suffi ciently in their home countries. 
The truth is that Labor fears 
opposition leader Tony Abbott 
is exploiting this wedge issue to 
his advantage in the lead up to 
the federal election and making 
Rudd look “weak” compared to 
“strongman” Abbott. The future 
security of people fl eeing violence 
and persecution has been sacrifi ced 
to that public relations end.

Two short years ago it looked as 
though the shame of the Howard-era 
approach to refugees was gradually 
being put behind us. The new 
immigration minister, Chris Evans, 
sounded like a breath of fresh air. 
“The Rudd Labor government will 
reform our immigration detention 
policies and the treatment of asylum 
seekers in a way that refl ects the 
compassion and tolerance of the 
Australian community,” he said back 
then. Applications for asylum would 
be completed in 90 days. It seems that 
the government has lost its confi dence 
in the judgement of the Australian 
people and is now backing fear and 
intolerance instead.

Asylum applications from 
people from Sri Lanka will not be 
considered for three months; those 
from Afghanistan will be ignored for 
six months. The PM has vowed that 
at the end of the moratorium fewer 
approvals will be granted overall – 
presumably regardless of their merit. 
All boat arrivals will be taken to the 
Christmas Island detention centre 
run by private operator Serco. They 
will be detained in Darwin only as a 
last resort. At the end of the current 
suspension, there is the possibility 
it will be extended. The prospect of 
asylum seekers including children 
being warehoused in camps on remote 
islands for indefi nite, lengthy periods 
is with us once more.

The reasoning behind the decision 
is quickly understood. There has 
been another of the occasional spikes 

in the numbers of boat arrivals off 
Australia’s northern coast. The vision 
of unstoppable masses arriving on our 
shores, an orderly immigration policy 
in tatters and a way of life under threat 
was held out. It was deliberate and 
dishonest.

The highest number of boat 
arrivals in any one year was 4,100. As 
barrister and human rights advocate 
Julian Burnside points out, it would 
take 30 years of boat arrivals at the 
current rate to fi ll the Melbourne 
Cricket Ground. And it is not as if 
the Australian government has a 
“choice” about turning away people 
seeking refuge. It is a signatory 
to the UN refugee convention. In 
addition the Greens have raised the 
question whether it breaches the 
Racial Discrimination Act to impose 
collective punishment on Sri Lankans 
and Afghans only.

The political stakes are high. 
No cost is too great for the Rudd 
government to see off any potential 
challenge from the Coalition at the 
upcoming election. And the cost is 
great. It has been calculated by Oxfam 
and A Just Australia that successive 
federal governments have spent 
$1 billion to process 1,700 asylum 
seekers on offshore locations like 
Nauru, Manus Island and Christmas 
Island. It currently costs $1,830 per 
detainee per day to keep someone on 
Christmas Island but only $238 per 
day at Villawood.

Conditions at the Christmas Island 
facility are expected to deteriorate. 
About 80 federal police have been 
dispatched to the island to deal 
with any unrest. A group of Iraqis 
recently staged a peaceful protest 
about the possibility of being returned 
to their homeland. They carried a 
banner inscribed with the words 
“Immigration!!! Please be merciful 
with Iraqis. Iraq is the country of 
terrorist troops and blood – thus where 
is human compassion and justice???” 
Ten detainees have started a hunger 
strike. Australian of the year, mental 
health expert Professor Patrick 
McGorry, had warned that detention 
in camps is a disturbing experience 
for asylum seekers.

The issue of boat arrivals has 
become a political football again 
and the ball is well and truly in play. 
Tony Abbott used his appearance on 
the ABC’s program Q&A last week 
to parade his prejudices. He raised the 
issue of asylum seekers “jumping the 

queue” and bypassing third countries 
to seek the good life in Australia. 
People either have a legitimate fear 
of violence or persecution or they 
don’t. The question of a “queue” is 
irrelevant. Whenever the appropriate 
departmental processes have been 
applied they have found that those 
fears have been legitimate in the 
overwhelming majority of cases.

The third countries Abbott 
referred to are not safe havens for 
asylum seekers. India, Pakistan and 
Indonesia are not signatories to the 
UN refugee convention. Asylum 
seekers face detention of up to a 
decade with no access to government 
provided services like education or to 
employment. Abbott is promising to 
have boats carrying refugees towed 
back into international waters.

The Prime Minister and the 
opposition leader are both betting 
on lowest common denominator 
politics on the question of asylum 
seekers. Rather than trusting in the 
compassion of the Australian people 
towards these traumatised people, 
they are now striving to appear more 
callous than the other in the face of 
a phoney “threat” to the security of 
our borders. The community should 
reject this revival of Howard-style 
xenophobia and demand the humane 
treatment they expected for asylum 
seekers. 

The Australian government’s announcement that conditions have 
improved in Afghanistan, is at odds with their continuing participation 
in the war that the asylum seekers are fleeing.

Asylum seekers – 
rights thrown overboard

Richard Titelius

As Australia heads towards an 
election that will be critical for 
Australia’s environmental and 
economic future it has never been 
more urgent to have public debates 
on the issues that will shape our 
society.

These critical debates have not 
taken off with any urgency within 
the corridors of the two major 
political parties, which are too busy 
maintaining the patterns of produc-
tion and consumption in the inter-
ests of capital who benefi t from this 
state of affairs.

It was Greens leader Senator 
Bob Brown who had come to Perth 
to deliver a public policy speech, 
“The way forward for Australia: 
Climate Change and the new 
economy.”

Bob Brown spoke of the energy 
policy of the Rudd government 
which continues to allow multi 
million dollar contracts for the 
mining and export of coal. He also 
noted that the gas project in the 
Kimberley would add signifi cantly 
to the production of greenhouse 
gases and once it was gone we 
would have neither the wealth nor 
suffi cient energy to supply our own 
needs.

He said we are not preparing 
for a future when we will need 
to build and power a sustainable 
future in the way in which Norway 
has done with a Sovereign Fund 
which puts aside a windfall profi t 
tax of 50 percent from its gas and 
other resources to build sustainable 

energy and infrastructure into the 
future.

He lamented that it would be 
a failure of the Henry Tax review 
which would be released shortly if 
it did not consider a similar propos-
al to use large sums of tax revenue 
from today’s “boom” times to fund 
infrastructure for sustainable future 
for Australia.

For their part the Greens are 
proposing a carbon levy as their 
solution to getting off the non-
renewable energy or carbon fi x that 
our society is on. From the revenue 
which such a levy would generate it 
is hoped that funds would become 
available to support feed in tariffs 
for solar and other renewable ener-
gy projects involving, wind, solar 
and geothermal.

Bob Brown reiterated his oppo-
sition to nuclear energy and added 
that uranium mining is also not a 
big earner of export income which 
was easily outdone by the value of 
our dairy exports.

At the conclusion of his talk he 
fi elded questions from the audience 
of close to 200 people on a range of 
topics including Cuba of which he 
acknowledged their being the only 
country to meet the World Wildlife 
Funds gong for sustainability, uni-
versal health care and education.

He supported the complete 
“registering and tagging” of all 
political lobbyists, banning of 
political donations, limiting of 
individual contributions to $1,000 
and public funding of election 
campaigns. 

Bob Brown 
Public Policy Forum
John Curtin Institute of Public Policy Australasian 
Sustainable Development Institute Curtin University, 
Perth Western Australia, April 8, 2010

Pete’s Corner
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The waterfront is a dangerous 
place to work. It seems that it may 
be becoming more dangerous than 
it has been previously and certainly 
more dangerous than it needs to 
be. As waterfront productivity 
improves the attention by employ-
ers, hungry for the extra spoils of 
more productive labour, is waning 
on matters of safety. One thing is 
certain; self regulation does not 
work. Employers will not work in 
the interests of labour if it impedes 
profi t and safety impedes profi t. 
The bottom line is workers can 
die and lip service can be paid but 
the reality is employers will not 

concede safety without struggle. 
Sad but true.

The Maritime Union of 
Australia (MUA) is struggling 
at present in order to achieve a 
Regulated National Safety Code 
of Practice on the waterfront. The 
union is striving to get elements of 
guidance material from Safe Work 
Australia plus material from the 
International Labour Organisation 
(ILO) dockworkers conventions 
regulated into law, with teeth to 
ensure that wharfi es are working in 
the safest possible environments.

One of the diffi culties with 
wharfi e’s workplaces is that 

many ships are unregulated 
ships of shame, registered in tax 
havens by benefi cial owners who 
are deliberately trying to skirt 
more stringent national shipping 
regulations. This on top of profi t 
hungry stevedores, is creating 
a deadly circumstance on the 
waterfront where the recent Port 
Botany death is the fi fth fatality in 
little over three and a half years and 
the sixth since June 2003. 

The MUA are to be congratu-
lated for their national stoppage last 
week, where every wharfi e in the 
country stopped for an hour and 
the Sydney waterfront came to a 

standstill to pay respects to fallen 
comrade Nick Fanos and to high-
light the essential need for water-
front safety to be taken seriously 
by companies and the government 
alike.

Workplace deaths in the 21st 
century are unacceptable and this 
should be a major battle cry for the 
working class. The days of slaugh-
tering workers must end. While our 
labour power may be a commodity 
our lives are not and the message 
should become a central call of the 
trade union movement. Work Yes – 
Die No!

The MUA national stoppages 

were a good start. Action can be 
taken if it is done in a strategic 
manner around the right issues. No 
writs were issued and no damages 
were sought against the union who 
certainly made the point about the 
unsatisfactory nature of OH&S 
standards in modern workplaces. 

The Communist Party of 
Australia strongly supports the 
forthcoming activities planned 
around memorial day and the 
international day of mourning for 
workers killed on the job. All CPA 
members and Branches should par-
ticipate in these events in their local 
area. 

Waterfront safety – regulation needed

Peter Parker

The Guardian’s lead article 
on electricity prices – March 
31 – gives a solid background to 
what households can expect over 
the next three to four years with 
electricity prices. The fi nal section 
of the article “Public is the only 
way forward” also provides the 
beginnings of a working class 
response to these price rises. 
However, neither the main drive of 
the article – that the price rises are 
“the cost of privatisation”, nor the 
policy response fully relate to the 
concrete reasons for price hikes or 
a class position that would make 
them either unnecessary or at least 
less painful.

First, we need to understand how 
electricity delivery into our homes is 
organised – it has discreet and inter-
connecting parts. We have generation 
plants; these are the simple easy to 
understand bits – they are typically 
large and ugly and turn coal, gas and 
hydro into electricity. Then we have 
the transmission, sub-transmission 
and distribution networks – basically 
cables, sub-stations and smaller cables 
that take the electricity to our homes. 
Last we have the retail interface that 
charges us for what we use, this is the 
most visible and loaded with adver-
tising/branding and other inessential 
costs, but essentially all it amounts to 
is a metering and billing system and 
importantly an ability to make people 
pay their bills.

We also need to understand the 
regulatory framework and how this 
impacts on prices.

Internationally, in the halcyon 
days of utility privatisation in the late 
1980s most utilities had a CPI+/-x 
formula applied to pricing. What 
this meant was that companies price 
increases where capped at something 
close to the infl ation rate – if infl a-
tion was 3% and x was +1% then 
companies could increase costs by 
4%. The problem with this type of 
regulation is that there is a disincen-
tive to invest – utilities, both private 
and public, can hike prices and report 
better results while not incurring the 
costs of reinvestment.

In NSW we have a regulator, AER 
(the Australian Energy Regulator), but 
we also have, still, public generators, 
transmission/distribution companies 
and both private and a dominant 
public retail interface. The key to 
understanding these price rises is by 
understanding that the public utili-
ties (Energy Australia, Integral and 
Country Energy) are the owners of the 
distribution network. The regulatory 

environment for these utility compa-
nies is based essentially on the capital 
spend and investment needed to keep 
these networks operating. 

The main driver behind the price 
rises is not privatisation but the fact 
that the NSW distribution network 
has been starved of investment and is 
starting to fail. In fact recent blackouts 
in the CBD are graphic examples of 
a collapsing network.

So the 20% (Integral), 36% 
(Energy Australia) and 42% (Country 
Energy) hikes in retail electricity 
costs are grounded in capital spend 
these utilities have convinced the 
regulator needs to be spent to upgrade 
the network in the next four years. 
Unfortunately, this is just the begin-
ning. The current regulatory window 
is only fi ve years – from July 2009 
to June 2014. In years to come the 
increasing per-capita use of electric-
ity, in particular for domestic air-
conditioning, but also for the barely 
sustainable concentration of jobs in 
the Sydney CBD and the expected 
population rises will mean consid-
erably higher levels of investment. 
Alarm bells should be ringing now!  
It is more than likely that the July 
2014 to June 2019 price rises will 
dwarf the current ones. The networks 
will not be fi xed by 2014, they will 
need money for at least the next 20-25 
years – and this investment will turn 
up in working families and small 
business electricity bills.

Never say never; but it is very 
unlikely that anyone would be insane 
enough to buy any of the NSW energy 
distribution businesses. Even with a 
compliant regulator letting companies 
pass on capital costs to consumers, the 
short-term focus of modern capitalism 
makes it unpalatable for the private 
sector to stump up the staggering 
short-term costs. What we are instead 
seeing is proposed privatisations of 
generation (Iemma/Costa) and now 
the retail businesses. In other words, 
selling the bits that are easiest to run 
and maintain and therefore to extract 
profi t from, while keeping the costly 
and unprofi table distribution infra-
structure in public hands. 

But this doesn’t mean the Left 
should shrug its shoulders; there are 
critical issues at stake for activists, 
not least the pain and real suffering 
that fi xing the problem will have on 
our class.

It does though mean that the Left 
taking a step back and looking again 
at public energy utilities.

To begin with some rhetorical 
questions:

Why is NSW in this situation? 
We have had a Labor government 

for 15 years. When did they suddenly 
realise that the electricity distribution 
network was broken? What have they 
been doing for the last 15 years?

Where is the money going to be 
spent? We know that the network in 
Sydney’s CBD is failing; recent power 
outages are graphic examples. Yet we 
continue to expand Sydney’s offi ce 
space placing even greater strain 
on a fragile network and leading to 
extremely expensive enhancements to 
facilities in the CBD. Why are work-
ing families in Westmead, Lidcombe 
or even Balmain paying 36% more 
on power bills to support a foreign 
bank’s high-rise air-conditioning unit 
on George Street?

The Guardian article properly 
calls for a single integrated public 
electricity system in NSW. It’s prob-
ably splitting hairs, but a national gen-
eration and high-voltage transmission 
utility, with state-based distribution 
and retail businesses makes more 
sense. Particularly if we envisage a 
national plan to move from carbon 
fuels. Notwithstanding this quibble, 
the article makes the obvious point 
that capitalist competition is inher-
ently ineffi cient.

We need to be clearer on what an 
energy utility does. Does it simply 
own and operate assets or should 
it be responsible for building and 
maintaining new assets? The fact that 
consumers are being asked to fund a 
massive capital works program makes 
it imperative that we ask who will 

benefi t from billions of dollars that 
will be spent.

How much will be spent directly 
by public utilities and how much will 
be outsourced to private industry 
who turn a tidy profi t at consumers’ 
expense? In essence who will be paid 
to build new sub-stations and lay new 
cables – private civil construction 
fi rms or the public sector?

This level of capital spending 
envisages massive spending on equip-
ment. Where is this equipment coming 
from? Will it be manufactured by 
local providers?  More likely it will 
be imported from overseas. Why are 
we missing the opportunity to fund 
and develop local industry with public 
money?

The policy points The Guardian 
makes are valid and a beginning, 
but we also need to understand that 
these electricity increases are a mas-
sive transfer of wealth from working 
families to private transnational con-
struction fi rms and foreign equipment 
providers. A large portion of these 
costs are the result of development 
that builds energy ineffi cient homes 
and concentrates work in Manhattan 
style CBD’s. 

To answer this we need:
• A publicly owned and 

accountable civil construction 
department

• A Public Works Department 
for the 21st century that can 
perform the upgrade to the 
public electricity network 

without the price-gouging and 
ineffi ciencies associated with 
the private construction sector. 
This department could also take 
on responsibility to build roads, 
hospitals, school enhancement 
and other public infrastructure 
and do it cheaper and with better 
safety standards than private 
industry.

• Upfront investment by 
government in a local industry to 
manufacture equipment needed 
for the electricity network. This 
should include bringing together 
utility companies, CSIRO, 
unions, university engineering 
faculties and local industry to 
plan a strategy for developing 
local industry.

• In NSW, a plan to manage 
population growth and future 
energy needs. This means stricter 
building codes that enforce 
energy effi ciency and a plan to 
halt and reverse the concentration 
of offi ce work in CBDs.

Fixing a fragile electricity net-
work will cost money, but it doesn’t 
need to be another massive transfer 
of wealth from working families 
to multi nationals. It gives the Left 
a golden opportunity to shift from 
defensive campaigns against privatisa-
tion and on to the front-foot and fi ght-
ing for an extension to and investment 
in cheaper and more effi cient public 
solutions. 

Power to the people
A working class solution to electricity supply

Electrical appliances of the mid 20th Century: lamp/coffee-maker/alarm clock, electric lawn mower, 
Sunbeam Mix Master.
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Peter Mac

Barangaroo is the large waterfront 
site west of Millers Point in Sydney, 
formerly occupied by Patrick 
Stevedores. It forms the major 
part of the Millers Point stevedor-
ing area which was named “The 
Hungry Mile” by wharf labourers, 
many of whom died from injuries 
or work-related lung diseases, and 
who endured the cruel and corrupt 
“bull” employment system until 
the 1950s. The site was a principle 
battleground in their long struggle 
for better pay and work conditions. 

 The site was also involved in the 
savage industrial dispute of the late 
1980s between Patrick stevedores 
and the Maritime Union of Australia 
(MUA), during which the former 
Howard federal government backed 
Patrick, with a view to destroying 
the union.

The government failed. With great 
public support the union emerged 
victorious, and in time the odious 
Howard regime was defeated at the 
ballot box. However, the area has once 
again become a political battleground.

A great opportunity
Not long after the dispute, Patrick 

relocated to Port Botany and the site 
was cleared, offering a priceless 
opportunity to create a new western 
forefront, arrival point and landscaped 
“breathing space” for the city. 

The state ALP government 
renamed the site Barangaroo after a 
notable Aboriginal woman from the 
time of the First Fleet, but acknowl-
edged the additional title of “The 
Hungry Mile” after representations 
by MUA veteran unionists. Explaining 
the area’s signifi cance for them during 
a TV interview, former MUA organ-
iser Harry Black declared quietly: 
“This is our sacred site”.

In 2003 the government launched 
an international competition for a 
landscaped commercial and retail 
redesign of the site. In 2006 an 
Australian group, comprising archi-
tects Hill Thallis and Paul Berkmeier, 
and landscape architect Jane Irwin, 
were declared the outright winners. 
Their concept plan was released in 
February 2007.

The Barangaroo 
intervention

In September 2007 former PM 
Paul Keating persuaded the govern-
ment to change the design to return 
the headland to a presumed “pre-
1888” form. That form is not known 
with any accuracy, and the works 
would cover up the eastern bound-
ary’s striking sandstone cliff, which 
is of primary historical signifi cance as 
evidence of the area’s industrial use.

But much worse was to follow. 
In September 2008 the government 
selected Brookfi eld-Multiplex, Lend 
Lease and Mirvac to do further 
design planning. In November the 

Barangaroo Development Authority 
was formed, to manage the redevel-
opment activities. The civilised and 
relatively restrained initial concept 
plan was quietly dumped and its 
original architects were sidelined. 
The government gave no reason for 
discarding the concept plan.

In February 2009 the govern-
ment added 120,000 square metres 
of commercial fl oor area, increasing 
the development area by a third, to 
enhance its profi tability.

In August 2009 it invited 
Brookfi eld-Multiplex and Lend Lease 
to submit bids incorporating the 
additional fl oor area. In December 
that year it selected Lend Lease to 
deliver the fi rst stage of works based 
on a new development plan.

It did not reveal that the new 
Lend Lease plan had doubled the 
volumes of the buildings, that they 
had larger footprints and were closer 
to the water, or that a 200 metre-high 
hotel had been added at the end of a 
massive 150 metres pier. The southern 
part of Barangaroo is currently being 
used as an ocean liner passenger 
terminal, an ideal use, but the govern-
ment now wants to move this to a far 
less accessible site at White Bay - to 
make way for the hotel!  

The increased building footprints 
will diminish the landscaping. The 
Barangaroo Residents Action Group 

commented: “The project is staged 
so that all the major buildings happen 
fi rst, and the parkland and headland 
reconstruction at the northern end 
happens later, with the obvious risk 
that creeping development may result, 
thereby continuing to diminish the 
parkland component”.

The government provided no 
detailed information regarding the 
fi rst and subsequent development 
stages until after it signed a Heads 
of Agreement document with Lend 
Lease in February this year.

Outrage 
sparks outrage

The amended design and its 
clandestine adoption have enraged 
Sydney residents and commu-
nity groups. Carolyn Allen from the 
Balmain Association has described 
the hotel proposal as “privatising the 
waterfront”. 

The Barrangaroo Action Group 
noted bitterly: “A public launch (of 
the proposal) in late February turned 
out to be an all-ticket affair, with all 
the tickets sold out prior to the public 
announcement. It was nothing more 
than a well-orchestrated promotion 
of the Lend Lease plan”.

The group also pointed out that a 
display of the proposal was exhibited 
on the Barangarooo site in March 
for a total of only 44 hours, “less 
than a minor proposal in the sub-
urbs”. Spokesperson Ian Campbell 
commented: “There is an absence 
of public consultation. It’s a closed 
door process.”

An orgy of greed
Barangaroo lies between the 

harbour and the CBD, and has mag-
nifi cent views. It’s approximately 
the same size as the area between 
Martin Place, Pitt and George Streets 
and Circular Quay. Profi ts to be 
made from developing the site are 
unimaginable. Predictably, the ALP 
government has opted to develop it to 
realise maximum commercial returns, 
rather than benefi t to the public. The 
current proposal now contravenes the 
government’s own planning regula-
tions and is a symbol of greed and 
corruption on a massive scale.

But that’s not all. The Barangaroo 
site is almost perfectly fl at, and is less 

than two metres above high tide sea 
level. The UN’s International Panel 
on Climate Change has predicted a 
two metre rise in sea level by 2100, 
but some scientists are now suggest-
ing a two degree global temperature 
increase and a sea level rise of fi ve 
metres. Without a massive sea wall, 
by mid-century the entire site could 
be fl ooded. 

Instead of loading up Barangaroo 
with massive buildings, the NSW 
government should begin planning 
relocation of the city centre well 
beyond the advancing shoreline.

But that won’t happen with either 
of our two major parties, whose 
visions are limited to how much 
development they can approve dur-
ing their period in government. The 
people of NSW will have to look 
elsewhere for more enlightened 
policies. 

Australia

Barangaroo, a symbol for 
development greed

Barangaroo in 1959 before the wharves were filled in.

First we had the insulation scandal. Now the so-called Building 
the Education Revolution program is under a spotlight. It 
turns out that the program which started last year to create 
jobs seems to suffer from the same mismanagement and 
rorting as the insulation program. Attention was drawn to 
the Exclusive Brethren religious sect which Mr Rudd called 
“a cult” when in opposition. The sect offi cially does not take 
part in elections (though it had been involved in a campaign 
to undermine the Greens in Tasmania some years ago) and 
is quite secretive in its dealings. Nevertheless it manages to 
secure millions of dollars of taxpayers’ money for their schools. 
Why they should be getting government money in the fi rst 
place is a good question to ask the authorities. Now that it is 
publicly known that it got millions under the scheme it will be 
interesting to see what actions the government is going to take.

Every time there is an election looming there are several topics 
that are likely to create a public outrage. Law and order, “illegal” 
refugees and dole bludgers are the favourites. Depending on the 
circumstances there may be some others as well. Let’s get in 
fi rst and look at welfare recipients from a rational point of view. 
A researcher from Melbourne University interviewed 150 welfare 
recipients aged 18-64 to fi nd out their views on being on welfare. 
Contrary to popular myths about welfare recipients enjoying life 
on the beach laughing all the way at the hard-working tax-payers, 
the unemployed, single parents and disability pensioners were 
more likely to feel shame, humiliation and loss of self-respect. 
Many hide the fact that they are on welfare even from their closest 
relatives. On the other hand, even in this group a wider attitude 
to welfare was indicative of the majority’s prejudices. Nineteen 
percent thought welfare was a right in a civilised society; 22 
percent thought it was a simple necessity; 26 percent argued that 
the right to welfare came with responsibility to try one’s hardest. 
The remaining third had an unforgiving view and thought the rules 
should be even tougher to force people “to get off their arse”.

“Don’t be stuck in the dark with the communists. Turn your lights 
on!” urged organisers of “Human Achievement Hour”. Human 
Achievement Hour was founded last year by an American 
free-market think-tank, the Competitive Enterprise Institute, in 
response to WWF’s Earth Hour which urges people to turn their 
lights off to promote efforts to mitigate global warming. Earth 
Hour is a good reminder to pay more attention to energy use 
and it is good fun. In Australia a Liberal senator Cory Bernardi 
was behind the promotion of an anti-Earth Hour event. The 
Conservative Leadership Foundation, founded and chaired by 
Senator Bernardi, is part and parcel of the Liberal Party’s group of 
climate change denialists. Tony Abbott promoted him to shadow 
parliamentary secretary assisting the Opposition Leader and 
shadow parliamentary secretary for infrastructure and population.

CPA Melbourne Branch raffl e result
1. 2 Tickets Anywhere in Australia Value $500 Win: Rowan Smith
2. Framed Photo from Cuba Win:  Ari Akamatis
3. Spirit Basket Value $150 Win: Peter Fairfi eld Hairdresser
4. A Rug Value $100 Win: Mary Batsis
5. Stainless Steel Cookware Value $80 Win: Marie Dellora

Thanks to all who bought tickets for supporting the Party.

Carolyn Allen from 
the Balmain Association has 

described the hotel proposal as 
“privatising the waterfront”.
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Is Marxism relevant 
to environmentalism?
Anna Pha

How often have you heard it said that 
Marxism has no relevance to the environ-
mental crisis or that the environment is not 
a class question? After all, Marx and Engels 
were writing 150 years ago, long before the 
current environmental crisis.

Marx and Engels certainly did not have the 
benefi t of the scientifi c knowledge that we enjoy 
today, nor were there such imminent threats as 
climate warming or loss of biodiversity. For 
example, the study of ecology – the interde-
pendence of the various components of nature 
– really only emerged as a widely accepted 
science in the 1960s.

Engels studied the historical processes of 
the material world, the constant changes taking 
place and the impact of each change on other 
aspects of that world. In the Transition from 
Ape to Man, he says:

“Animals … change external nature by their 
activities just as man does, if not to the same 
extent, and these changes made by them in their 
environment … in turn react upon and change 
their originators. For in nature nothing takes 
place in isolation. Everything affects every other 
thing and vice versa, and it is usually because 
this many-sided motion and interaction is for-
gotten that our natural scientists are prevented 
from clearly seeing the simplest things.”

“The animal destroys the vegetation of a 
locality without realising what it is doing. Man 
destroys it in order to sow fi eld crops on the soil 
thus released, or to plant trees or vines which 
he knows will yield many times the amount 
sown. He transfers useful plants and domestic 
animals from one country to another and thus 
changes the fl ora and fauna of whole continents.

“More than this. Under artifi cial cultivation, 
both plants and animals are so changed by the 
hand of man that they become unrecognisable. 
The wild plants from which our grain varieties 
originated are still being sought in vain. The 
question of the wild animal from which our dogs 
are descended, the dogs themselves being so dif-
ferent from one another, or our equally numerous 
breeds of horse, is still under dispute…”

“But all the planned action of all animals has 
never resulted in impressing the stamp of their 
will upon nature. For that, man was required.

“In short, the animal merely uses external 
nature, and brings about changes in it simply 
by his presence; man by his changes makes it 
serve his ends, masters it….

“Let us not, however, fl atter ourselves 
overmuch on account of our human conquest 
over nature. For each such conquest takes its 
revenge on us. Each of them, it is true, has in 
the fi rst place the consequences on which we 
counted, but in the second and third places it 
has quite different, unforeseen effects which 
only too often cancel out the fi rst.”

How true! Humans had no idea that the 
extensive use of fossil fuels and other produc-
ers greenhouse gas emissions would burn holes 
in the ozone layer, induce global warming and 
bring the human race to the brink of extinction. 
This is the same process that Engels is describ-
ing. Of course Engels had no means to foresee 
the extent of revenge that nature would take 
on humanity.

Engels continues in the same prophetic vein: 
“The people who, in Mesopotamia, Greece, Asia 
Minor, and elsewhere destroyed the forests to 
obtain cultivable land, never dreamed that they 
were laying the basis for the present devastated 
condition of these countries, by removing along 
with the forests the collecting centres and res-
ervoirs of moisture.

“When, on the southern slopes of the moun-
tains, the Italians of the Alps used up the pine 
forests so carefully cherished on the northern 
slopes, they had no inkling that by doing so they 
were cutting at the roots of the dairy industry in 
their region; they had still less inkling that they 
were thereby depriving their mountain springs 
of water for the greater part of the year, with 
the effect that these would be able to pour still 
more furious fl ood torrents on the plains during 
the rainy seasons…”

This analysis stands the test of time.

“Thus at every step we are reminded that we 
by no means rule over nature like a conqueror 
over a foreign people, like someone standing 
outside nature – but that we, with fl esh, blood, 
and brains, belong to nature, and exist in its 
midst, and that all our mastery of it consists 
in the fact that we have the advantage over all 
other beings of being able to know and correctly 
apply its laws.”

Engels looked not just at the impact on 
nature but on the social consequences of human 
actions. He looked at the impact of primitive 
communal ownership of land and the barest 
means of subsistence and compared this with 
higher forms of production and the eventual 
division of the population into different classes 
– the capitalist mode of production.

“The individual capitalists, who dominate 
production and exchange, are able to concern 
themselves only with the most immediate useful 
effect of their actions. Indeed, even this useful 
effect – as much as it is a question of the use-
fulness of the commodity that is produced or 
exchanged – retreats right into the background, 
and the sole incentive becomes the profi t to be 
gained on selling.”

The manufacturer Engels says, is “not 

concerned as to what becomes of the commodity 
afterwards or who are its purchasers”.

Engels asks: “What did the Spanish plant-
ers in Cuba, who burned down forests on the 
slopes of the mountains and obtained from the 
ashes suffi cient fertiliser for one generation of 
very highly profi table coffee trees, care that 
the tropical rainfall afterwards washed away 
the now unprotected upper stratum of the soil, 
leaving behind only bare rock?

“In relation to nature, as to society, the 
present mode of production [capitalist – ed] is 
predominantly concerned only about the fi rst, 
tangible success; and then surprise is expressed 
that the more remote effects of actions directed 
to this end turn out to be of quite different, 
mainly even of quite an opposite, character; ….”

That narrow focus on immediate outcomes, 
on profi ts, is what drives capitalism. The process 
described by Engels was accelerated by colonial-
ism and continues unabated today.

The result is desertifi cation, salination, river-
beds drying up, extreme weather conditions and 
the many other forms of environmental crisis 
that people around the globe have experienced. 
The result is global warming, irretrievable 
loss of biodiversity, millions of people facing 

starvation and many plant and animal species, 
including human beings, facing the threat of 
extinction.

Marx also recognised the relationship 
between humans and nature: “man himself is 
a product of Nature which has been developed 
in and along with its environment”. (A criticism 
of the Hegelian Philosophy of Law). If only 
the full implications of their writings had been 
further studied.

Marxist theory is a living tool, a scientifi c 
approach to interpreting and understanding the 
universe. Marxism is the application of scientifi c 
method to social, economic and environmen-
tal issues.  Scientifi c method is not static but 
continually undergoes change refl ecting our 
knowledge of the material world around us.

Communists bring something to the envi-
ronmental struggle that many other groups do 
not; that is their class analysis of the causes of 
the crisis – capitalism. Based on that analysis 
they also identify the only basis of a lasting 
solution – socialism. They have an important 
role to play in tackling the pressing questions 
of climate change, biodiversity and sustainable 
development. Marxism serves all environmental-
ists, including communists, well. 

“In nature nothing takes place in isolation. Everything affects every other thing and 
vice versa, and it is usually because this many-sided motion and interaction is forgotten 
that our natural scientists are prevented from clearly seeing the simplest things.”

Engels
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If you love this planet, 
read this book
Internationally-famous paediatrician Dr 
Helen Caldicott wrote If You Love This 
Planet in 1992, but updated and republished 
it just after US President Barak Obama’s 
election.

The book is a sweeping and frequently 
astounding review of the problems plaguing 
the natural environment. It deals with ozone 
depletion, climate change, toxic pollution, 
species extinction and overpopulation It also 
includes an analysis of the underlying politi-
cal and economic factors that have led to these 
phenomena, and describes steps that should be 
taken to heal the planet’s ecosystem.

Dr Caldicott was born in Australia, and 
spent the early part of her working life here, 
but moved to the US where she now spends 
much of her time.

The most important aspect of her book is 
its meticulously detailed analysis concerning 
the environment. Publicity about environmental 
damage in general, and climate change in par-
ticular, has been met with a program of denial, 
much of it sponsored by the worst-polluting 
corporations.

Unfortunately, a great many ordinary people 
are now tending to accept the denials about cli-
mate change, not because of scientifi c research 
carried out by the deniers (they haven’t done 
any) but simply because it’s much more com-
fortable to go along with the idea that there is 
no serious problem (or no problem at all), and 
that “business as usual” will sort things out.

On the other hand, even well-informed 
readers are likely to be shocked by the informa-
tion and statistics presented in this book. The 
environmental damage arising from rampant 
industrial development is having a savage 
impact in the poorest nations on earth, but 
also in the developed nations such as the US, 
where appalling cases of pollution have been 
documented. Life on Earth is threatened by 
climate change, but the corporations responsible 
for the worst pollution are effectively blocking 
remedial action.

Dr Caldicott sheets home the blame for this 
situation principally to the corporate world, 
and in particular to US corporations. She cas-
tigates the generally low level of educational 

and cultural development in the US, despite its 
claim to be the world’s richest nation. She notes 
that the US was recently listed as 49th in world 
ratings for literacy, that 25 percent of US citizens 
believe that the sun revolves around the earth, 
that one third of US politicians believe the bible 
is literally true, and that one in four US citizens 
live within four miles of hazardous waste sites.

She also offers trenchant criticism concern-
ing industrial pollution in the former Soviet 
Union and Eastern European socialist countries 
(about which she has not a kind word to say). 
However, she fails to acknowledge the long 
and desperate struggle of the former USSR 
against the arms race and the threat of nuclear 
warfare. This is pretty ironic for someone like 
Dr Caldicott, who has been involved for decades 
in the anti-nuclear struggle.

Nevertheless, contradictions abound in her 
attitude to socialist governments. She enthusias-
tically endorses aspects of government policy in 
China, including the ambition to limit its popula-
tion growth, and has serious concerns about the 
growing infl uence of western business interests 
in China. She expresses great admiration for the 
development of medical services, education and 
other areas of human need in China and Cuba.

She appears puzzled at these developments, 
which satisfy essential human rights, in con-
tradiction to her allegations about the lack of 
those rights under socialism. She acknowledges 
readily that the Cuban people appear happy, 
and recalls asking an elderly Cuban woman 
about human rights there, to which the woman 
simply looked at her in surprise and replied with 
a smile: “My son is a doctor”.

The book covers an enormous range of 
issues that impact on the environment, including 
women’s rights and unionism, which she fully 
supports. Also the indebtedness of developing 
nations, and the manipulation of environmen-
tal politics by governments, business and the 
media, which she deplores. Despite its extent 
(or perhaps because of it) the book contains 
many tantalizing, unanswered questions. For 
example, why did the nations of the world reach 
agreement, and relatively quickly, on measures 
to counter ozone depletion, whereas negotiations 
regarding climate change (a separate but related 

issue) have reached an extremely dangerous 
impasse?

Her recommendations for measures to bring 
pollution and the polluters under control are 
also pretty thin. It’s certainly true that the level 
of political consciousness may well arise as a 
result of revelations about corporate pollution, 
and that this may lead to more radical initia-
tives. As Marx noted “Ideas become a material 
force when they grip the minds of the masses”. 
However, this won’t happen without a far more 
thorough understanding by the general public 
of the forces that drive capitalism. Moreover, 
nations like Cuba, which she admires for having 
cast off US imperialism, had to fi ght wars of 
liberation in order to do so, rather than simply 
by adopting slogan such as “Love, learn, live 
and legislate”.

Moreover, the author’s claim that “War is 
obsolete in the nuclear age” hasn’t made a dent 
on the military and foreign policies of the major 
western powers, which are involved in warfare 
in Iraq and Afghanistan, and clandestine warfare 
in many other nations.

However, because of its excellent coverage 
of the environmental crisis the book is recom-
mended reading for anyone who seeks to better 
understand the nature, extent and level of that 
crisis, and in particular the key role that major 
corporations have played in bringing about 
that crisis.
Dr Helen Caldicott is the founding 
president of Physicians for Social 
Responsibility and the Nuclear Policy 
Institute. She also founded Women’s 
Action for Nuclear Disarmament. 

Even well-informed 
readers are likely 
to be shocked by 

the information and 
statistics presented

 in this book.

Vale Charles “Chicka” Dixon
Delivered by 
Paddy Crumlin,
National Secretary, 
Maritime Union of 
Australia

I’d like to pay my respects and 
acknowledge the traditional and 
sovereign owners of the land in 
recognising country and honour-
ing the First Nations People of 
Australia.

Our condolences to Chicka’s 
family here today. Your 
Excellency, the Premier, you and 
your government have done a won-
derful thing in recognising Chicka 
and getting this great mob together 
under one roof. 

Jenny, Linda – and I’d better 
acknowledge Warren Snowdon 
because we wouldn’t want anyone 
to think it’s Warren Truss sitting 
in the front row – sisters, brothers 
and comrades.

Charles “Chicka” Dixon was 
a worker, leader and activist who 
was determined to turn around 
racism and elitism in our country 
and elsewhere and gain proper 
recognition for the extraordinary 
culture and character of his people 

and the great injustices done to 
them.

He rose to political prominence 
as a member of the Waterside 
Workers’ Federation. He worked 
as a wharfi e at a critical time when 
the union was an active and out-
spoken supporter of equal rights 
for Aborigines and Torres Strait 
Islanders.

Chicka through his union 
formed a great partnership – gain-
ing political leverage through joint 
action without compromising indi-
vidual choice and freedom. The 
union was privileged to have in its 
ranks this man of courage, intellect 
and compassion.

Chicka said he learnt a lot 
from the union about organis-
ing and getting a result. He often 
spoke of the comrades he worked 
with at the time such as Tom 
Nelson, Sydney branch secretary, 
John Coombs, former national sec-
retary of the MUA, Jim Donovan 
former Sydney branch secretary 
and president of the MUA, Harry 
Black, MUA Veterans Association, 
Ken Smith, WWF vigilance offi cer 
and Barry Robson, former MUA 
Sydney branch offi cial now presi-
dent of the Asbestos Foundation.

Chicka was a union delegate 
and popular with the rank and fi le.

Chicka was always known to 
like a good time and the story goes 
that in his fi rst weeks on the water-
front one of the wharfi es was going 
around asking for donations for 
the party. After about 4-5 weeks of 
putting in Chicka asked when and 
where was the party going to be 
held to which he got the response 
– “Not that sort of party, mate, the 
Communist Party”.

Chicka represented the union 
at various annual conferences 
of the Federal Council for the 
Advancement of Aborigines and 
Torres Strait Islanders (FCAATSI) 
during the 1960s and early 1970s 
and in many other WWF delega-
tions and actions in support of 
the advancement of his people. 
He later became convenor of that 
council.

Chicka and the union cam-
paigned tirelessly for a “Yes” vote 
in the 1967 Referendum to give 
Indigenous people the vote and 
was an active participant at the 
Aboriginal Tent Embassy in 1972. 
He was also an active member 
of the Foundation for Aboriginal 
Affairs.

In 1972 he was a part of a del-
egation of Aboriginal Australians 
invited to visit China to tell the 
Chinese about the Aboriginal 
struggle for justice while at the 
same time shaming the federal 
government.

When the Whitlam Labor 
government was elected the Prime 
Minister encouraged him to go 
to the USA and Canada to study 
alcohol rehabilitation programs 
especially among Amerindian and 
Afro-American people, and he rep-
resented his people in many inter-
national forums.

He provided leadership and 
guidance to a generation of 
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal 
Australians determined to fi nd 
truth and proper justice as well as 
reconciliation. 

I am one of those. 
He strived and lived for our 

society to be decent, inclusive and 
fair for all.

During his seventies, he had 
to deal with asbestos poisoning, a 
legacy from his working days on 
the wharves. The union was in the 
forefront of agitating for recogni-
tion and reparation for the criminal 
negligence visited upon workers 

exposed to that toxic and fatal 
material. This campaign provided 
a strong, wider and more pervasive 
platform for fi nding material solace 
for those victims and their families. 
Chicka and the Dixon family would 
appreciate the irony.

Chicka is remembered in our 
union as a leader and a worker. 
He was a man of family, a man 
of character and substance, a man 
of unwavering courage and com-
passion and a man of great good 
humour refl ecting all of the fi ner 
traits Australians and human beings 
generally aspire to.

He was a true Australian in eve-
ry sense. Like everyone here today 
we are proud to be part of his great 
and important life’s journey and to 
have shared in his footprints.

To his family; please accept the 
deepest sympathies and condolenc-
es from the members, offi cers, staff 
and veterans of the Maritime Union 
of Australia. Sympathies and con-
dolences are also conveyed by the 
many workers, trade unionists and 
Indigenous activists in this country 
and internationally who were his 
brothers and sisters.

Vale Comrade
Chicka Dixon now at peace 

Book Review by Peter Mac
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WT Whitney

Leftist guerrillas released prison-
ers Josue Daniel Calvo on March 
28 and Pablo Emilio Moncayo 
on March 30, thus bringing to 
12 the number of hostages the 
Revolutionary Armed Forces of 
Colombia has released since 2008, 
not counting last year’s army 
hijacking of a FARC release of 15 
other prisoners. Unilateral hostage 
release is regarded as preliminary 
to “humanitarian exchange” of 
prisoners between the FARC and 
the Colombian government. That 
in turn is seen as a necessary prel-
ude for seeking political solutions 
to 40-plus years of confl ict.

The FARC announced its planned 
release 11 months ago. The govern-
ment only recently allowed the group 
Colombians for Peace, led by liberal 
Senator Piedad Cordoba, to make 
arrangements, stipulating involvement 
of the Catholic Church.

A Brazilian Army helicopter 
delivered Calvo to Villavicencio in 
Meta Department, en route to a hospi-
tal for care of wounds suffered during 
his capture 11 months ago. On April 
1, the FARC delivered the remains 
of Julián Guevara to his mother. The 
army major died in 2006 after eight 
years in FARC hands.

Pablo Moncayo, a 19-year-old 
draftee when captured 12 years ago, 
was one of the longest held FARC 
hostages. The efforts of Gustavo 
Moncayo, his father, converted Pablo 
into a symbol of hostage family 
grieving. From his home in Nariño 
Department, the high school teacher 
walked 712 miles in 2007 to Bogota, 
along the way calling for liberation 
of prisoners and peace in Colombia. 
As the “Peace Walker,” Gustavo 
Moncayo walked in Colombia, 

Venezuela, and Europe, where he 
conferred with the Pope.

After Pablo Moncayo stepped out 
of a Brazilian helicopter in Florencia, 
Caqueta province, he cut off the 
chain joining his father’s arms, long 
worn to symbolise Pablo’s captiv-
ity. For the fl ight, a FARC offi cer 
earlier had delivered Pablo to Piedad 
Cordoba, offi cials of the International 
Commission of the Red Cross, and a 
priest. Cordoba reported delays occa-
sioned by the unscripted proximity of 
Colombian Army units.

Interviewed by teleSUR, Gustavo 
Moncayo anticipated “a new era, a 
new stage of reconciliation, of look-
ing for solutions,” adding that, “We 
can not pass our lives in continuing 
confl ict, in this permanent war stigma-
tising persons, imprisoning persons, 
kidnapping persons, displacing, may-
be killing, thousands of them.” He and 
Pablo will visit Venezuela, Ecuador 
and Brazil to thank their Presidents 
for helping with the release.

A FARC statement on March 30 
expressed appreciation for Brazilian 
logistical assistance. It attributed 
government foot-dragging to obses-
sion with military rescue of hostages. 
Crucially, the FARC stated, “With 
this unilateral gesture, the FARC-EP 
considers that the road is cleared for 
the immediate exchange of prison-
ers of war as the only viable way for 
prisoners in the jungle to be liberated 
without danger to their physical well-
being.” Simon Trinidad and Sonya, 
two prisoners in US jails known by 
their noms de guerre, were included 
in the proposed exchange.

Responding, Colombian president 
Alvaro Uribe conditioned prisoner 
exchanges on released insurgents not 
rejoining the FARC. Iván Cepeda, 
affi liated with Colombians for Peace, 
welcomed “more fl exible conditions, 

on the part of the FARC as well as 
the government.” No longer was the 
FARC requiring establishment of 
a demilitarised zone for talks. And 
the government seemed willing to 
consider exchanges.

Cepeda lost his father to assas-
sination in 1994. Congressperson 
Manuel Cepeda, editor of the 
Communist Party newspaper Voz, was 
one of 5,000 Patriotic Union adherents 
killed over several years. Current Voz 
Director Carlos Lozano is associated 
with Colombians for Peace.

The FARC now holds hostage 20 
Colombian soldiers and policemen, 
and the government retains 500 FARC 
guerrillas as prisoners. For Voz writer 
Nelson Lombana Silva, the regime 
has “the syringe to inject peace or 
violence.” He anticipates an uphill 
struggle with a “government rest-
ing on the dung heap of corruption, 
infamy, the crude exploitation of man 
by man, and the barefaced hand over 
of national sovereignty to the United 
States.”

Analyst Azalea Robles takes 
exception to media harping on the 
20 remaining FARC prisoners. She 
anticipates “distracting manoeuvres” 
by the government aimed at rendering 
humanitarian exchange of prisoners 
impossible and at keeping a “second 
phase” of prisoner release out of 
public view, that of political prisoners. 
There are 7,000 of them, she writes. 
Most are “people who spoke out, 
social activists, students, peasants, 
unionists, teachers, and community 
leaders.”
People’s World 

FARC releases prisoners 
as prelude to exchange

Pablo Emilio Moncayo captured 12 years ago, was one of the longest 
held FARC hostages.

cpasa.blogspot.comcpasa.blogspot.com
Official blog of the CPA South Australia

GMB members 
march in London
Many hundreds of GMB union 
(General, Municipal, Boilermakers 
and Allied Trade Union) members 
will travel to London from all parts 
of the UK this week to take part in 
a march and rally with thousands 
of pensioners, students, disabled 
campaigners, community activists, 
health professionals and trade 
unionists in support of the welfare 
state and public services.

The demonstration has been 
called in opposition to suggestions 
that after the general election, wide-
spread cuts will have to be made to 
public spending in order to pay for 
the mistakes of the banking industry.

The event backed by GMB is 
supported by over 30 organisations 
including the TUC, BMA, National 
Pensioners Convention, RADAR, 
Keep Our NHS Public, Carers Poverty 
Alliance, Defend Council Housing 
and over 20 individual trade unions.

Mary Turner GMB National 
President will addres the rally in 

Trafalgar Square. Other speakers will 
include: Dave Prentis (UNISON), Len 
McLuskey (UNITE), Mark Serwotka 
(PCS), Hamish Meldrum (BMA) and 
Dot Gibson (NPC). There will also be 
music and entertainment.

Jerry Nelson who is organising 
GMB mobilisation for this demonstra-
tion said: “Since its beginning Labour 
has supported the welfare state. A 
decent society is one that recognises 
and invests in pensions, health care 
and education.

“But this is clearly now under 
threat; if the Tories win we will see 
a concerted attack on the services, 
services that protect the most vulner-
able in society.

“When Labour came to power in 
1997, 36.6 pence in every pound was 
invested in public services, 13 years 
later it is now 41.5 pence. We need to 
protect this investment; the only way 
to do that is by returning a Labour 
government.” 

Kyrgyzstan:
A “free market” disaster
John Wojcik

The convulsions in the central 
Asian nation of Kyrgyzstan have a 
lot less to do with the yearning for 
democracy there than they do with 
the aftermath of the World Trade 
Organisation’s forced “liberalisa-
tion” of its economy. The policy has 
left the country with a few wealthy 
autocrats and devastated the lives 
of the overwhelming majority of 
its people.

Kyrgyzstan, in 1998, became 
the fi rst former Soviet republic to 
be accepted into the World Trade 
Organisation.

A USAID report to the US 
Congress a few years later bragged: 
“Kyrgyzstan’s major achieve-
ment since independence in 1991 
has been to establish the basic 
framework for a market economy. 
Foreign investment is strongly 
encouraged and the country’s pri-
vatisation is regarded as among the 
most ambitious of the former Soviet 
republics. Kyrgyzstan has been 
successful in implementing a tight 
fi scal policy which contributes to 
economic stability.”

Numerous reports document 
that what was a largely stable, 
managed economy with a substan-
tial barter component has been 
transformed into a capitalist set-up 
that has made a few rich while it 
has impoverished the country’s 
majority.

As early as 2002, Mark Ames 
of the Moscow-based alternative 
newspaper The Exile reported on 
many of the deteriorating condi-
tions that have laid the groundwork 
for the current chaos and violence:

“Entry into the World Trade 
Organisation didn’t do a single 
thing for Kyrgyzstan. In fact, in the 
three and a half years since joining, 
the country’s economy, which was 
one of the best performing in the 
region until then, slowed dramati-
cally to the point of contraction, its 
debt ballooned and foreign invest-
ment has practically disappeared. 
The WTO-enforced liberalisation 
of the economy meant that neigh-
bouring autocratic regimes like 
Uzbekistan, which violate the neo-
liberal orthodoxy by subsidising 
industry, have undercut the Kyrgyz 
and devastated local industry.

“Worse still, its experiment 
with democracy, which accord-
ing to the dogma preached by 
the fundamentalist neo-liberals is 
supposed to walk hand in hand 
with free markets, has, since join-
ing the WTO, been abandoned 
for the usual Central Asian autoc-
racy. The New York Committee to 
Protect Journalists recently chose 
Kyrgyzstan as one of the 10 worst 
places for a journalist to work in the 
world due to government harass-
ment. Clearly the WTO is a cover 
for transnational companies to open 
up new markets in underdeveloped 

countries hiding under the guise of 
once-fashionable late-20th century 
dogma.”

A review of reports from a vari-
ety of sources indicate that since 
the collapse of the Soviet Union 
almost all government-owned 
enterprises in Kyrgystan have been 
transferred to private control and 
that WTO-mandated budget cuts 
have diminished the resources of 
the government and ballooned its 
debt.

Exports of gold, mercury and 
electricity have increased while 
domestically Kyrgyz goods are 
being replaced with imports.

Petrol-powered vehicle use has 
increased and, coupled with a huge 
speed up in de-forestation, has led 
to deterioration in the country’s 
wildlife and air quality.

The World Health Organisation 
reports growing mortality rates and 
decreasing life expectancy since the 
Soviet days. The population, which 
once received free medical care, 
now is paying rapidly escalating 
health care costs with many going 
with no medical care whatsoever.

In short, it appears that 
Kyrgyzstan is one of the best 
modern-day examples of the failure 
of “free market” capitalism to meet 
the needs of the people.
People’s World 
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The City of Ramallah hosted a 
meeting between leaders from the 
Communist Party of Israel and the 
Palestinian People’s Party. The 
meeting was devoted to discuss the 
latest political developments and 
means to reinforce bilateral ties 
between the two parties.

The delegation of the Communist 
Party of Israel was headed by 
Secretary General of the Party 
Mohammed Naffa’. The delegation 
of the Palestinian People’s Party was 
headed by Secretary General Bassam 
al-Salhi.

Both sides strongly condemned 
the Israeli escalation led by the 
extremist right-wing government 
headed by Benjamin Netanyahu 
against the Palestinian people and 
the current measures, in terms of 
settlement campaigns in the city of 
Jerusalem and in the West Bank, 
and the attacks against the holy 
sites, in particular al-Aqsa Mosque 
in Jerusalem.

Both sides denounced the Israeli 
criminal siege which is still imposed 
on the Gaza Strip, and which is 
still causing tragic results on the 
well-being of people there. They 
considered the siege a criminal form 
of collective punishment imposed on 
an entire people and a blatant viola-
tion of the basic laws of the interna-
tional community and the Geneva 
Conventions. Both sides demanded 
the immediate end of the siege and 
promised to continue struggling 
towards achieving this goal.

Both parties agreed on the dan-
gers of the Palestinian internal split 
which is being exploited to pass the 
most dangerous occupation conspiracy 
with support from the United States. 
The conspiracy aims to abort the 
national rights of the Palestinian 
people, mainly the right for self-
determination and independence.

Both sides affirmed that the 
issue of the split is not a private 
affair between two Palestinian sides 
but a danger facing the future of the 
Palestinian people and their strat-
egy for liberation. They demanded 
restoring political and geographic 
unity between the two parts of the 
homeland and view that signing the 
national reconciliation paper, which 
was formulated by Egypt, is the right 
step to achieve unity in order to frus-
trate the schemes of the enemies of 
the Palestinian people and those who 
count on the split to achieve their 
expansionist schemes and eliminate 
the Palestinian national project. 

The Communist Party of Israel 
stressed the organic relationship 
between the occupation and oppres-
sion of other people and the attacks 

against freedoms inside Israel, point-
ing out that the policy of expansion 
and occupation increases tension 
and signs of racism against the Arab 
citizens inside Israel.

The Communist Party of Israel 
added that these acts escalate the 
attacks and violations against the 
Jewish democratic forces that 
struggle to end the occupation, halt 
settlements, and end all aggression 
measures against the rights of the 
Palestinian people. The Palestinian 
People’s Party commended the Israeli 
Communist Party and its allies in 
the Democratic Front for Peace and 
Equality and the Israeli Arab and 
Jewish forces that oppose the occupa-
tion. They are engaged in a continuous 
and determined struggle alongside the 
adamant popular resistance against the 
Apartheid Wall in Bil’in and Ni’lin, 
which has become a unique model 
and symbol of the struggle.

Both sides affi rmed their histori-
cal position which stipulates that the 
just and permanent solution of the 
Palestinian cause is through recognis-
ing the right of self-determination for 
the Palestinian people and their right 
in establishing their national state 
with sovereignty over all Palestinian 
territories that were occupied in 1967 
with al-Quds as its capital and to 
solve the Palestinian refugees cause in 
accordance with UN Resolution 194.

This is the sole path to achieve 
the two-state solution where the two 
states can live in peace and stability. 
Both parties stressed that trying to 
circumvent the two-state solution 
will only lead to consolidation of 
the state of occupation and denial of 
the rights of the Palestinian people 
in self-determination no matter how 
radical these solutions seem.

In this context, both parties reject 
the demand of the Israeli establish-
ment to recognise the Jewishness of 
the Israeli state; they consider this 
request as a tool to exclude the Arab 
national minority in Israel and to deny 
their civil and national rights. And in 
the aim of making of this demand a 
racist political minefi eld in the path 
to achieve any political progress and 
fi nd a just solution to the Palestinian 
refugees cause. Both parties said 
this request cannot be accepted and 
stressed the need to struggle and 
expose its dimensions and frustrate it.

Both parties agreed on the 
uselessness of any direct or indi-
rect negotiations, with the current 
extremist right-wing government 
which continues with provocative 
settlement campaigns in the Occupied 
Palestinian Territories, especially in 
Occupied East Jerusalem. Both parties 
affi rmed that Occupied East Jerusalem 

is not like Tel Aviv, as claimed by 
Netanyahu, but is like Ramallah, 
Nablus and the rest of the Palestinian 
cities and villages under occupation. 
Also that what applies to the rest of 
the West Bank and Gaza Strip applies 
to Occupied East Jerusalem.

Both parties said that there is 
no meaning in demanding from the 
Palestinians to return to the negotia-
tions table without preconditions; they 
both stressed that it is futile to return 
to negotiations without preconditions 
that would lead to end of the occupa-
tion and liberation of the Palestinian 
people and their independence and 
implementation of the international 
legitimacy resolutions.

Both parties also agreed on 
the position that there is a need to 
demand fi rst binding terms of refer-
ence for the negotiations based on 
fi nal withdrawal to the 1967 borders 
and total and comprehensive halt of 
settlements as a condition to join any 
negotiations. Both parties also agreed 
on the need to start comprehensive 
political moves at the international 
level to push Israel towards abiding 
by international resolutions.

They stressed that counting and 
depending on US sole mediation 
will not do any good because of the 
strategic partnership between Israel 
and the United States, and this makes 
US policy part of the problem rather 
than a part of the solution. Both par-
ties pointed out that depending on 
the sole option of negotiations has 
exhausted its purposes and that it is 
necessary now to activate and develop 
other strong factors in the Palestinian 
position.

Especially the escalation of 
popular struggle and resistance, and 
to place the international community 
and the Security Council and the 
various international organisations in 
front of their responsibilities in order 
to exert pressure on Israel to end its 
occupation and abide by interna-
tional law and legitimate international  
resolutions.

At the end of the meeting, both 
parties agreed on continuation of regu-
lar meetings and on coordination and 
cooperation in the various political, 
trade union, student, women’s, and 
other popular fi elds and decided to 
form committees to follow up these 
matters. 

BRAZIL: The Brazilian government has been negotiating with 
the US Southern Command over a new “multinational and 
multifunctional” base in Río de Janeiro, directed at narco- 
traffi cking, illegal arms, and terrorism. US Defence Secretary 
Robert Gates will visit in April. Meanwhile, the US aircraft car-
rier Carl Vinson entered Peruvian waters to join bilateral naval 
exercises beginning on March 29. Two days later, De Telegraaf 
of Holland led with an article “Venezuela Threatens War,” 
a reference to Venezuelan protests against naval and 
air force build-up at US bases on offshore Dutch islands.

SUDAN: The Umma party announced on April 2 that unless 
eight conditions are met by April 6, the party of ex-Prime Minister 
Sadiq al-Mahdi will boycott legislative and presidential elec-
tions set for April 11, the country’s fi rst multi-party voting since 
1986. Most parties opposing the National Congress Party of 
President Omar al-Bashir, who came to power in a 1989 coup, 
had already withdrawn, including NCP coalition partner the 
Sudan People’s Liberation Movement, and the Sudanese 
Communist Party. Demands included an easing of securi-
ty measures, equal access among parties to media coverage 
and public funding, and adequate representation for Darfur.

EGYPT: Back in Egypt after heading the International Atomic 
Energy Agency for a decade, Nobel Peace Prize winner Mohamed 
ElBaradei gave an interview on March 31 with the UK Guardian. 
“Are you ready every time you want to get rid of a dictator to sac-
rifi ce a million innocent civilians?” he asked. He believes regime 
change violates international law, and asks, “Who is account-
able?” The US and UK’s Middle Eastern policy is a “total failure 
... based on supporting authoritarian systems as long as the oil 
keeps pumping,” he said. It bypasses “dialogue, understand-
ing, supporting civil society, and empowering people.” “If you 
bet on individuals, instead of the people, you are going to fail.”

BELARUS: For the fi rst time ever, there was no execution last 
year in Europe. Beginning with Portugal in 1867, each European 
nation has outlawed capital punishment, except for Latvia, which 
allows wartime executions, and Belarus. Executioners there shot 
two men convicted of murder in late March of this year, there-
by spoiling the European record. Amnesty International, quoted 
by the EUObserver, criticised the EU for no longer issuing regu-
lar “high level political statements” against the death penalty and 
for its “deafening silence” following the executions. EU foreign 
policy chief Catherine Ashton promptly signalled EU displea-
sure with the executions, but only as part of a statement against 
harassment of opposition groups and journalists in Belarus.

Global Briefs

For self-determination 
and independence
Joint political statement by Communist Party of Israel and Palestinian People’s Party

The meeting 
emphasised the 

importance of popular 
struggle and resistance.

Perth

5th Latin American Film Festival in Australia

Presented by the Latin American Embassies

All films screened 7pm Friday evenings until August 6

Next film screening April 30: The King of Idiots (Chile)

FREE ENTRY

Perth Tango Club, 

Lesser Hall 82 Cambridge Street West Leederville Perth WA 6007

08 9271 0555 www.perthtangoclub.com
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On wage rises 
and inflation
There has been no shortage of news head-
lines, big business and government warnings 
that a wages breakout will cause infl ation: 
“Teachers’ rise a risk to infl ation”, “ACTU 
wage claim would put jobs at risk”, and 
other claims that wage rises will harm 
economic recovery. Every time a group of 
unions succeeds in winning a wage rise, the 
same claims are trotted out. But when the 
Reserve Bank of Australia (RBA) announced 
another rise in interest rates, there were no 
headlines warning “Interest rate rise will 
cause infl ation”. When record corporate 
profi ts are announced, they are heralded 
as great news, no warnings that the price 
hikes caused infl ation.

There are no news headlines or hard 
government warnings such as: “Profi t surge 
causes infl ation” or “Price hikes threaten 
economic recovery”.

When the RBA increased its offi cial cash 
rate last week, the media simply reported: “RBA 
rates to rise 0.25 percent”. The next day the 
banks began announcing increases in mortgage 
rates and interest rates on personal and business 
loans. Again, their actions were simply reported 
as: “Banks pass on RBA rise”. No mention of 
what comes next or the impact it will have on 
living standards.

It will not be long before prices of goods 
and services are raised. The private sector not 
only passes on the interest rate rise (which may 
not affect them immediately) but by a whole lot 
more to boost profi ts. These price rises will drive 
up the Consumer Price Index (CPI), a measure 
of price infl ation and boost the profi ts of banks 
and big business. They are the cause of infl ation.

In a truly free market situation, raising 
interest rates and hence the cost of home and 
other loans (which fl ows on to rent) leaves 
people with less money to spend on goods and 
services. This reduces demand and so companies 

do not increase prices, and may even reduce 
prices.

But the good old days of free markets 
with supply and demand dictating prices are 
long gone. They have been replaced by the 
domination of large monopolies and cartels 
operating across industries. When demand 
declines (people have less money to buy what is 
produced), they may decide it is more profi table 
to raise the price and sell fewer products at a 
higher price.

When trade unions seek wage rises to 
cover the additional burden placed on workers 
and their families by the higher interest rates 
and price rises, the media, business sector and 
government, as one, come out strongly against 
their demands, warning that a “wages breakout 
would cause infl ation”.

They don’t oppose the interest rate rise, they 
don’t oppose the price rises. Apparently they 
are good for the economy, and governments 
shouldn’t “interfere”.

Workers’ wages did not cause the RBA 
increase, they did not cause the rise in home loan 
repayments and rental increases, nor did they 
cause the rise in the price of petrol, electricity, 
transport, medicines, health services, education 
and other goods and services.

These price rises are directly related to 
private profi t gouging. The banks were forced 
to lower their interest rates during the fi nancial 
crisis and economic recession. The big banks 
and RBA openly admit their aim is to restore 
them to their “historical average”. The RBA 
governor boasted to an international conference 
recently that in Australia the “lowest rate of 
return on equity earned among the major banks 

… over the past two years was about 10 percent 
in underlying terms …”!

Many workers saw their incomes fall over 
the past two years as they lost their jobs or had 
their hours and wages reduced. Trade unions in 
some instances negotiated shorter hours, non-
work days and lower wages to assist businesses 
through the economic crisis. But when they 
ask for a wage rise of 12 or 15 percent over 
three years, they are portrayed as greedy, 
irresponsible, causing infl ation, and threatening 
jobs and the prosperity of the nation.

But how do their claims stack up against the 
actions of big business and the RBA? A closer 
examination reveals that the wage demands 
are extremely moderate, in fact quite low and 
certainly not infl ationary.

Take the RBA’s interest rates. A rise of 
0.25 percent does not sound very big, certainly 
nothing like the four to fi ve percent a year sought 
by workers. The RBA has since September 
last year increased the offi cial cash rate in 
increments of 0.25 percent from three percent 
to 4.25 percent.

A leap from 3 to 4.25 percent in interest 
payments is huge. Take for example a loan of 
$100,000 at three percent. The annual interest 
repayment would be $3,000. At the new rate of 
4.25 percent it becomes $4,250. That is hike in 
interest payments of $1,250.

In percentage terms, this increase from 
$3,000 to $4,250 in interest repayments is 41.7 
percent!! A far cry from the amount being sought 
by trade unions.

The RBA has signalled another rate rise of 
0.25 percent is likely next month or soon after, 
which would bring the rate to 4.5 percent – a 

whopping 50 percent increase in dollar terms 
in repayments over six months.

In reality, the interest rates charged by banks 
and other fi nancial institutions are far higher 
than the offi cial RBA cash rate – two, three, 
four or more times higher – and banks have 
on some occasions passed on larger increases 
than those determined by the RBA. The banks 
are raking it in, big business is on the rebound 
pushing up prices at every opportunity and 
poor workers seeking to catch up are blamed 
for infl ation, unemployment, and every other 
ill of the capitalist system.

The combination of rising prices and higher 
interest rates means workers, pensioners and the 
unemployed can buy less with their income. This 
reduction in demand is what leads to industry 
operating below capacity and sacking workers. 
Not workers’ wage rises.

In pure economic terms raising wages 
and pensions stimulates demand, results in 
job growth and assists economy recovery. But 
more importantly, wage and pension increases 
are necessary to restore and improving living 
standards of the people. That should be the prime 
objective of the economic system – serving the 
needs and interests of the people, not private 
profi ts.

As the teachers, building, maritime and 
other workers have found in their recent union 
campaigns for wage rises, they do not come 
without a huge struggle. Part of that struggle 
is to expose the myth that wage rises cause 
infl ation for what it is – an ideologically based 
lie used to suppress the struggle for workers’ 
rights. 

Letters / Culture & Life

Marxists are 
not just atheists

“Godless” or “atheistic” are two 
common descriptions of both 
communist ideology and social-
ist societies. In the light of some 
infantile and sectarian statements 
made by Dr Richard Dawkins, the 
main speaker and others at the 
2010 Global Atheist Convention 
held recently in Melbourne, it is 
timely to differentiate Marxism 
from atheism.

Atheism is a system of views 
rejecting faith in the supernatural and 
so is closely associated with material-
ist views of nature. Atheistic views 
took shape in slave-owing society, 
with early Greek materialist philoso-
phers admirably seeking to explain all 
phenomena by natural causes.

With the struggle of nascent capi-
talism against outmoded feudalism, 

bourgeois atheism played an historic 
role in the exposure of the reaction-
ary nature of the church and the rule 
of religion. It was limited, however, 
being confi ned to small elite circles 
and not aimed at gripping the minds 
of the people. 

Bourgeois atheism had class 
aims. It was conveniently used as a 
tool to combat feudalism. It did not 
deal with religious views in a thor-
oughgoing manner, the pinnacle of 
its achievement being the rejection of 
the “hypothesis” of the existence of 
god. Bourgeois atheists had no need 
for such a hypothesis to explain the 
world, especially when they began 
employing the latest scientifi c dis-
coveries to revolutionise production 
and build their fortunes.

Today capitalism is triumphant 
and religion is just as much a tool 
for social control as it was under 
feudalism. 

Marxism on the other hand, is 
duty-bound not just to reject the 
hypothesis of the existence of god, but 
to explore where and how the hypoth-
esis arose and why it has persisted.

Marxists have a positive world 
outlook, in the sense of seeking 
defi nite explanations for phenomena, 
looking at the world historically, 
describing the world in positive terms 
rather than just in terms of what it is 
not (i.e. there is no god).

A scientifi c, thoroughly materialist 

approach to religion requires an expo-
sure of the roots of religious and 
supernatural views, showing their ori-
gins in primitive attempts to explain 
thunder, lightning, seasons and other 
natural events. The social role of 
religion in society has to be demon-
strated, explaining its long-standing 
hold on people’s minds because ruling 
classes preached religion to justify 
their privileges and masses of people 
turned (and still turn) to religion to 
express hope for a better world.

Socialists maintain that deep-
going socio-economic changes are 
needed to historically overcome the 
social roots of religion and demon-
strate to people that their actions here 
and now are the real way to build a 
better life.

Marxists are not just atheists, who 
deny the existence of god because 
such a hypothesis is not needed; 
they are thoroughgoing materialists 
who seek to explain nature, society 
and thought in their own terms thus 
enabling working people to refash-
ion the world armed with real and 
usable knowledge. Abuse only makes 
enemies of religious people but the 
struggle for progressive social change 
needs all working people, whether 
believers or non-believers.

As Marx said in his critique of 
religion: “The abolition of religion, as 
the illusory happiness of people, is a 
demand for their real happiness. The 

call to abandon their illusions about 
their condition is a call to abandon a 
condition which requires illusions.”

I wonder whether such a call was 
made at the 2010 Atheist Convention.

Eddie Clynes
Katoomba, NSW

Speak out against 
attacks on Cuba

Dear Friends,
Like during the worst moments of 

international imperialist aggressive-
ness against Cuba, a campaign of infa-
my and discredit has been unleashed 
against our Revolution, which is the 
Revolution of all honourable human 
beings, those of us who are fi ghting 
for independence, self-determination 
and respect for the genuine human 
rights of all women and men in the 
world. Following behind the fallacies 
of imperialism’s hirelings, retrograde 
European voices have joined in, going 
so far as to impose a slanderous anti-
Cuban declaration in the European 
Parliament.

We urgently need our friends in 
every corner of the planet to speak out 
against this escalation in the media. 
This is the time for solidarity with the 
Cuban people, attacked and blockaded 
for half a century, with their children 
and with the thousands who have 
fallen in their long history of struggle.

On the website www.porcuba.org, 
a statement by intellectual and artists 
has been posted, via the Cuban chap-
ter of the In Defence of Humanity 
Network, repudiating these vile 
manoeuvres. We are asking our 
friends, the same ones who have 
demonstrated to us their irreducible 
solidarity for so many years in the 
most diffi cult of circumstances, that 
they sign this statement via this same 
web page.

Some friends have thought that 
we were asking only for the signatures 
of prominent cultural fi gures and 
have not added their own names. The 
statement and its concepts are open 
for the support of all. We hope that 
all members of the vast movement in 
solidarity with Cuba will sign it as 
soon as possible. It is in that sense 
that we need your personal help, in 
signing and in mobilising all friends 
in solidarity to do the same.

If you have any diffi culties in 
signing through the above mentioned 
web page, you may send your name 
and country to the email address 
solidaridadporcuba@icap.cu. We 
will ensure that it gets to the website’s 
editors.

Fraternally,
Kenia Serrano Puig

President
Cuban Institute of 

Friendship with the Peoples
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Anna Pha
Featured art in the foyer 

of the Reserve Bank of 
Australia – ironically it is 

easy to interpret this work 
as depicting the chaotic 

nature of capitalism.
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Young musical prodigies seem 
to be everywhere on TV at 

the moment, whether it’s Alex from 
Britain overcoming his cystic fi bro-
sis to conduct Bach or Kassim from 
Jordan conducting Beethoven and 
composing his own orchestral work 
on the side.

Now, we have fl amboyant young 
pianist Lang Lang, the fi rst Chinese 
pianist ever to be engaged by the 
Berlin Philharmonic Orchestra as a 
soloist. He is profi led this week in 
The South Bank Show: Lang Lang 
(ABC1 Sunday April 18 at 4.30 pm).

His fl orid manner early in the 
program when he is playing Prokofi ev 
prompts one to think “this kid is a 
big show-off”, but his sensitivity in 
several gentler but no less ambitious 
pieces later belie that impression and 
certainly redeemed him for me.

A very talented young man, he 
has apparently helped to spearhead 
the growth of a vast array of aspiring 
classical musicians in China.

Newspaper offi ces – and in 
more recent years TV studios 

– have always been good settings for 
radio serials, movies, and TV shows. 
Some great satirical comedies have 
been set there, most famously the 

Hecht-MacArthur Broadway play 
The Front Page, later fi lmed by Lewis 
Milestone, subsequently remade by 
Howard Hawks with Cary Grant and 
Ros Russell and later remade again 
by Billy Wilder.

Newspapers and TV newsrooms 
have also provided fodder for satirical 
TV series like the excellent British 
Drop The Dead Donkey, and its more 
recent follow up Taking The Flak as 
well as sundry US series.

The latest but certainly not the 
fi rst Australian entry in this fi eld is 
Lowdown (ABC1 Wednesdays at 
9.00 pm from April 21), which, like 
the curate’s egg, is good in parts – in 
fact parts of it are very good. Other 
parts, however, lapse (or relapse) into 
mediocrity or cliché.

The show stars Adam Zwar as 
columnist Alex Burchill, desperately 
clinging to his job on a Murdoch-
style tabloid rag edited by a nerv-
ous Howard Evans (played by Kim 
Gyngell).

The setting allows for plenty of 
guest-stars playing visiting celebri-
ties or other newsworthy types to be 
door-stopped or otherwise molested 
by our stalwart representatives of the 
“fourth estate”.

As a format, it’s a little hack-
neyed, but I found the fi rst episode 
surprisingly effective. The only lin-
gering criticism is that the target of 
the satire – tabloid journalism – is so 
easy. Still, perhaps they will graduate 
to more cutting edge stuff in time.

The two-part documen-
tary series Kokoda (ABC1 

Thursdays at 8.30 pm from April 
22) is largely re-enacted, and very 
effectively so. The re-enactments are 
interspersed amongst interviews with 
Australian and Japanese war veterans 
as well as Australian and Japanese 
historians.

The director and co-writer of the 
series, Don Featherstone, is not afraid 
to be partisan, and the fi lm gives 

Australian general Thomas Blamey 
some well-placed serves. Blamey, as 
far as I know, deserved every criticism 
he gets here and a few more besides.

The program also takes an 
enlightened approach to the plight of 
the Papuans who were mythologised 
as “Fuzzy-wuzzy angels” by colonial-
ist Australian, British and US forces 
and administrations, who nevertheless 
treated these same Papuans as virtual 
slave labour, even ordering them to 
be shot if they tried to leave.

The soldiers on the Track did not 
see them that way, but the higher-ups 
almost invariably did, displaying 
the racism so typical of imperialists 
everywhere.

The otherwise excellent program 
does have some notable weaknesses, 

however. The fi erce resistance the 
Japanese were encountering in China 
is barely hinted at and the fact that 
they had been badly beaten by the 
Soviet Union’s Special Red Banner 
Army of the Far East when they tried 
to invade Mongolia is not mentioned 
at all. Instead, the program pushes 
the false assertion that the Japanese 
Army had been victorious everywhere 
until it met up with the Australians in 
New Guinea!

Nor is there any recognition of the 
fact that thousands of crack Japanese 
marines spent a crucial part of the war 
camped on the Soviet border waiting 
for the order to seize the Soviet East, 
if and when Germany suffi ciently 
weakened the European part of the 
USSR. If those troops had been sent 
down to reinforce the Japanese troops 
infesting our part of the world the 
struggle on our shores might have 
been very one sided indeed.

Imagine a series that’s a cross 
between Time Team and 

Torchwood and you will have some 
idea of the fl avour of the new drama 
series Bonekickers (ABC2 Fridays 
at 9.45 pm from April 23). 

The first episode also has 
Christian fanatics as the villains 

(intent on waging a terrorist holy war 
against unbelievers). I am sure in real 
life archaeology is never this exciting, 
but the team of Dr Gillian Magwilde 
(Julie Graham) and Professor Gregory 
Barton (Hugh Bonneville) seem to 
spend their time unearthing one scary 
crisis after another.

It’s all good fun however and 
we’ll probably in time see a US 
remake with lavish special effects. 
In the meantime, any resemblance to 
Indiana Jones is purely co-incidental.

The new series of Waking 
The Dead (ABC1 Fridays 

at 8.30 pm from last week) is as 
intense as ever, its mysterious police 
unit just as unlikely and yet scrupu-
lously moral.

The episode on April 23, Deus 
Ex Machina, is all about the ethics 
of torture, but manages some pretty 
graphic re-enactments, especially 
when some more young fanatics in 
London torture an academic’s wife 
(played by Lisa Jackson).

The repeated re-enactments 
introduce an element of voyeurism 
into the program that seems not only 
unnecessary but I suspect weakens 
the episode’s already compromised 
position on torture. 
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Lowdown (ABC1 Wednesdays at 9.00 pm from April 21) – Alex (Adam Zwar), Rita (Beth Buchanan), Dr James 
(Dalian Evans), Bob (Paul Denny).

Five great books to get started – only $5 each

If you are looking for some reading material that explains in everyday, 

easily accessible English fundamental questions relating to workers 

then these books might be just what you are looking for. They 

are part of the Progress Publishers’ “ABC of social and political 

knowledge” series. The books explain the theory and provide a 

useful glossary of Marxist terminology at the back of each edition.

Postage & handling for ABC series: for one or two books is $5, 

for three or more books $10.

Special offer – buy all five for $25 and we will not charge for p&h.

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)

Some of the many books available at 

Shop@CPA

April 16
WAR CRIMES IN SRI LANKA – WHAT OUTCOMES?
Dr Sam Pari, Tamil Youth Organiser
Brami Jegan, Co-ordinator Sri Lanka Project, CPACS & Sydney Uni.

April 23
NO MEETING
Anzac Day long weekend

April 30
PAPUA-NEW GUINEA: THE MIDAS NATION – 
OUR NEWEST RICH COUNTRY?
Bob Creelman, Dr, geoscientist/engineer
Brian Gomez, Economist

May 7
THE UNHEARD TRUTH: POVERTY & HUMAN RIGHTS
Stuart Rees, Director, Syd Peace Foundation
Claire Mallinson, Amnesty International

May 14
THE BURDEN OF DEBT: HOW SERIOUS & WHO WILL PAY?
Jim Stanford, Dr, Canadian Auto Workers Union, author 
Economics for Everyone
Steve Keen, Assoc Prof, author DeBunking Economics, 
University of Western Sydney

POLITICSin the pub

Sydney

Every Friday 6pm ’til 7.45
Gaelic Club

64 Devonshire Street Surry Hills

Pat Toms 02 9358 4834
patandbrucetoms@gmail.com

www.politicsinthepub.org.au

From the 

ABC of social and political knowledge series:

What is Surplus Value?

Classes and the Class Struggle?

What are Trade Unions?

What is the Working People’s Power?

What is the Party?
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The struggle for 
Brisbane’s urban transport
Continuing privatisation and urban bus transport (Part 3)
David Matters*

In the second part of this series (Guardian 
#1445) I was able to record some of our 
successes in expanding passenger transport 
in South East Queensland, a campaign that 
continued into the early 1990s; unfortunately 
the privatisers never seem to go away. 

David Hamill remained with us for a long 
time as Transport Minister and he continued 
with his plans to privatise. These were not part 
of some personal plan that he had but formed 
a national agenda. The federal Labor govern-
ment had also embarked on a privatisation 
agenda: Telstra, the Commonwealth Bank, Trans 
Australian Airlines and later Qantas were all 
going through these processes. State insurance 
and the fi nancial arms of government were in 
the same position.

The famed handover of the Prime 
Ministership to Paul Keating occurred on  
December 19, 1991. As Treasurer in the Hawke 
government, Keating had been responsible for 
changes to Australian macro-economic policies. 
These included, the deregulation of the bank-
ing system, the introduction of compulsory 
superannuation and the privatisations of major 
federal government assets which were fl oated 
on the share market. The Prime Minister’s offi ce 
under Keating introduced the legislation to begin 
national competition policy. Along with this the 
Productivity Commission was unleashed and 
conducted public hearings.

Both of these processes arrived at the same 
time in our Industry and formed a joint approach. 
I gave a submission to the Productivity 
Commission review for our union. The submis-
sion included some assessments of the role of 
public transport in reducing cost for Industry in 
the sense that it reduces congestion on roads and 
also has an effect on wages as it makes it easier 
and cheaper for workers to get to work. I pointed 
out that the real social value of public transport 
was far in excess of the money spent directly 
and had to include the road infrastructure that 
was already in existence.

I was both pleased and surprised to fi nd the 
former manager of Brisbane Buses Dr Davidson 
giving a submission; he also argued for public 
ownership and supported the public transport 
industry.

One of the reforms that Keating had intro-
duced was a training levy of one percent to 
be spent on adjusting the workforce; this levy 
spawned a whole training industry. The training 
was based on conferences and amongst these 
was the Workplace Change Australia initiative. 
The common thread of all of these training 
initiatives was ideological in that they were to 
change the mentality of public servants to turn 
them into commercial thinkers. This was an 
important plank in the program of privatisation, 
having the management of public assets think-
ing about commercial profi t instead of public 
utility and service.

The year 1992 saw the last of the Accord-
style pay rises (trading of conditions for wage 
rises) and the rise of enterprise bargaining. At 
the same time our union was in the process 
of completing the amalgamation of the four 
unions that would eventually form the Public 
Transport Union, later to become the Rail Tram 
and Bus Union.

In 1993 the Liberal government was elected 
in Victoria with the stated agenda of privatising 
public transport and as a Christmas holiday 
present it announced the closure of some tram 
lines and the compulsory competitive tendering 
of state government buses. It announced that 
they would carry out this agenda within six 
months. It was part of a massive attack on the 
social front which included schools, hospitals 
and many other social services. The Victorian 
government abolished state awards and this 
left the unions to scramble for federal awards.

The branch of the Tramways Union in 
Victoria under the Leadership of Lou Di 
Gregorio concluded an agreement with the 
incoming Liberal government that included 
changes to the working week and a lessening of 
conditions. The most onerous was the imposition 
of competitive tendering of the buses. The fi rst 
contract saw 80 percent of the buses privatised 
and the later contracts saw 100 percent in private 
hands. The tram system lingered in public hands 
until privatised late in the term of the Liberal 
government.

It was a bitter fi rst meeting of the new 
national union facing the prospect of dealing 
with the question of the privatisation of a major 
part of our industry. The new national union 
voted 34 to 1 to participate in compulsory 
competitive tendering. The Victorian branch 
had been a left branch until the election of 
Di Gregorio and was the mainstay of the left 
within our union. 

Many of the conditions of our industry had 
been pioneered by the Victorians and won later 
in other centres. They had successfully defended 
the tram network and it was the leadership 
there that had played a crucial role in national 
struggles over union rights. The destruction of 
this infl uence was high on the agenda with The 
Melbourne Age calling the union a cancer that 
must be cut out of society.

A pattern was set of putting the members 
in an auction for their conditions in the hope 
of keeping the buses and trams in the public 
system. Unpaid meals breaks were extended to 
90 minutes, a fortnightly cycle was introduced 

and the practice of long work one week and 
short work the next. Many other conditions were 
foregone and a juggernaut was launched on our 
industry. At the same time the maritime workers 
on the wharves successfully repelled an attack 
by employers against their union (pamphlet 
“Enough is Enough” by J McPhillips). 

The union movement had just successfully 
repelled the Liberal’s attempt to put a New Right 
government into power at the federal level under 
the leadership of John Hewson. A national strike 
against privatisation may well have worked. 
That was the position that I was charged with 
at the national executive of the Public Transport 
Union. There was no support for this and no fall 
back plan. We were outfl anked and outvoted at 
the meeting; one of the weaknesses was that the 
rail industry had been in retreat for many years 
and had been large enough for this to sustain 
the union.

The amalgamation did not add strength but 
instead weakened in certain ways the Tram and 
Bus Division as some of our national function-
ing had given way to the new union. We were 
merging into a national union with no national 
offi ce along with a series of state based unions 
connected to railways with a national offi ce. 
The two cultures were incompatible and the 
Australian Rail Union culture was dominant. 
In the Tramways Union, right-wing Labor had 
come to dominate. Our own branch was sending 
its offi cial on mission impossible with infl ex-
ible instructions. It was only later when we 
moderated our position on some issues that we 
were able to garner some success at a national 
level on privatisation and this was only when 
it moved to NSW.

The branch secretary’s report summed up 
the period:

“The election of the Liberal government in 
Victoria represented the spearhead of conserva-
tive and employer forces within Australia. It 
was thus essential that wherever possible this 
movement be divided.

“During 1993 we face an uncertain future 
in South Australia and Western Australia with 
impending defeats of Labor governments and 

at a federal level it was also believed that we 
would be facing an incoming Liberal govern-
ment pursuing an agenda of total deregulation 
of the labour market. So when the year opened 
we could not have been facing a bleaker set 
of circumstances. As the year unfolded, South 
Australian and West Australian governments 
both fell, but we successfully stopped the elec-
tion of the Hewson government which was a 
signifi cant victory for all working people in 
Australia.

“It can be concluded that we have delayed 
and impeded an open employer offensive 
against workers and their trade unions in this 
country. The re-election of the Keating gov-
ernment should be seen by all unionists in this 
light. This in spite of some negative features of 
that government. Those negative features are 
increased pressure for privatisation of public 
enterprise and the attempts of the Brereton 
industrial relations team to impose labour 
deregulation through enterprise bargaining 
reforms,” the report said.

So instead of pressuring the Keating govern-
ment to restrict funding to the Victorian govern-
ment the federal Labor government assisted its 
plans by providing generous assistance in the 
form of money for mass redundancy.

It was at this time that the branch funded 
a study tour for me to inspect the industry and 
to fi nd out what was happening in each state 
as privatisation was being launched throughout 
the nation.

It was during this tour that I was in the 
Victorian offi ces when the decision to privatise 
the 80 percent of the buses was announced 
and we witnessed the debilitating effect that 
redundancies had on the will to fi ght. I also 
saw the sea of empty desks at the now defunct 
Public Transport Commission. The worn faces 
on union organisers in the public sector as they 
coped with the stress of total reorganisation. 
This was the beginning of a terrible period for 
workers in the bus industry.
*David Matters has been secretary of the 
Bus Union in Brisbane for more than 20 
years 
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