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Australia’s cruel and unaccountable asylum 
seeker regime is back in the headlines. It 
has taken another personal tragedy to do 
it but pressure is growing for the Gillard 
government to allow review of adverse 
ASIO assessments of application for refuge 
in Australia. It is also being pressed to fi nd 
alternatives to indefi nite detention behind 
the razor wire surrounding the country’s 
privately run camps. So far, the Prime 
Minister has resisted demands fl ooding in 
from the public, a resolution from her own 
party’s National Conference held in Sydney 
last December and the recommendations of 
a Labour-chaired parliamentary inquiry 
released in March.

The case that has cut through the media-
generated xenophobia and strengthened the call 
for compassion, procedural fairness and natural 
justice is that of 33-year-old Sri Lankan woman 
Ranjini and her two sons Pirai ,8, and Kathir, 6. 
Ranjini had been living with her second husband 
Ganesh in Melbourne for over a year after her 
release from immigration detention. She and her 
sons had done the rounds of several detention 
centres before the family’s release, impress-
ing everyone with their positive and generous 
attitude. They were making steady progress in 
putting the trauma of their homeland’s civil 
war behind them.

That was until ASIO decided that Ranjini 
posed a threat to Australia’s national security. 
A scheduled interview with the Immigration 
Department was brought forward and the 
news of the adverse assessment was dropped 
on Ranjini and her sons. Half a dozen security 
offi cers entered the room. She and the boys 
were given fi ve minutes to say farewell to 

Ganesh before they were rushed off to Sydney’s 
Villawood detention centre. She had only 
recently discovered that she was pregna nt.

Fifty-one asylum seekers to Australia now 
live in an outrageous legal limbo. They can 
never be released into the community. They 
could go to a third country if such a haven could 
be found for a “security threat”. They could 
return to their homeland but that would spell 
danger for them. ASIO confi rmed that Ranjini, 
for example, holds a genuine fear of persecu-
tion should she return to Sri Lanka. Asylum 
seekers are not allowed to know the reasoning 
behind ASIO’s effective life sentence. There is 
no review procedure available.

“The treatment of Ranjini and her two young 
boys is nothing short of shameful,” Greens 
immigration spokesperson Sarah Hanson-Young 
told the media. “Ripping a young mother who 
has been found to be a refugee needing protec-
tion out of the community and her sons out of 
school to be thrown into indefi nite detention 
with no explanations or ability to challenge 
their incarceration seems simply unbelievable 
in Australia.”

Refugee rights advocate Julian Burnside 
noted that an adverse assessment might have 
nothing to do with activities threatening national 
security. “They may have had a cousin who was 
involved in people smuggling or some other rela-
tively minor thing,” he said. The consequences 
of the assessment are dire. Self-harm among 
detainees is on the rise again. The atmosphere in 
detentions centres is tense. Up to 70 percent of 
detainees are taking prescribed anti-depressants, 
anti-anxiety medication or sleeping pills.

The government no doubt feels itself to 
be between a rock and a hard place. It oppor-
tunistically sought to capture ground from the 
Coalition by being “tough” on people smugglers, 

“queue jumpers” and “illegal immigrants”. 
It sought to do a deal with Malaysia to take 
Australia-bound boat arrivals and is still under 
pressure from the Opposition to adopt the 
Howard era option of a concentration camp on 
the Pacifi c island of Nauru.

From the other side, Gillard is being inun-
dated with complaints about the heartless treat-
ment of asylum seekers. Amnesty International 
recently released its assessment of the world’s 
human rights situation and Australia was marked 
down heavily for the policy-driven disaster 
overtaking remote Aboriginal communities 
and the government’s punitive approach to 
asylum seekers:

“Amnesty International has witnessed the 
devastating effects of this system on the mental 
health of already-traumatised asylum seekers 
fi rst hand and seen how keeping people in 
limbo behind barbed wire is having a trauma-
tising effect.

“The Parliamentary Committee’s recom-
mendations into the detention network released 
earlier this year mirrored many of the calls we 
have echoed for years. There must be a time 
limit on detention, transparency around ASIO 
decisions and an independent guardian for 
unaccompanied children.”

The Labor-chaired committee referred to 
exposed growing unease in ALP ranks about 
the government’s politicking with people’s 
lives. Committee chair Daryl Melham was 
emphatic in his opposition to ASIO’s current 
secret and unaccountable role. “I’m not trying 
to jeopardise national security, but I do not 
accept the argument that there is no one in the 
whole of Australia who can adequately review 
an assessment of ASIO when somebody’s liberty 
is deprived,” he said.

The question may be taken out of the gov-
ernment’s hands. The same legal team that had 
the Malaysian solution overturned in the High 
Court is taking the issue of ASIO assessments 
there for judgement. In 2004, the Court found 
by a narrow majority that the government 
does have the “right” to detain asylum seekers 
indefi nitely but the outrages that have fl owed 
from that decision have shifted public attitudes. 
There is growing disquiet about the build-up of 
secret police powers. 

David Mann, the head of the legal team 
mounting the challenge, summed up the situa-
tion succinctly in the media. “It’s like a secret 
trial. We don’t know the process or the rules. 
All we know is the negative outcome and the 
cruel consequences,” he said. 
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Young asylum seekers in detention in Malaysia.

Asylum seekers are not allowed 
to know the reasoning behind ASIO’s 
effective life sentence. There is no 
review procedure available.
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PRESS FUND
No matter what MP Craig Thompson did or didn’t do as a union 
official, it’s clear that in the eyes of the federal Liberals his main 
crime is to occupy a seat in parliament that they want. They’re 
prepared to hound him until he’s convicted or breaks down and 
resigns. They’re convinced that they’d win a by-election, resulting 
in a hung parliament, and that they’d also win an early election. 
It’s all about numbers! Mind you, so is the Press Fund. We need 
your support, but the level of contributions is down at the moment, 
so please send us in something for the next edition. Many thanks to 
this week’s contributors, as follows:
Mark Mannion $5, “Round Figure” $13
This week’s total: $18 Progressive total: $2,545

Wage rises depend on struggle
The wages share of national income in 2011 was 53.1 percent, 

close to its lowest level since the 1960s: the profi ts share was close 
to an all-time record high of 28.6 percent. The Howard years took 
their toll on workers, seeing many workers suffer wage reductions 
as well as loss of entitlements. And every dollar less that employers 
pay in wages is a dollar more in profi ts. The profi ts-fi rst private 
sector takes every opportunity to increase the exploitation of work-
ers by reducing wages. That’s capitalism!

Not only has the share of income going to workers who produce 
the wealth declined, the gap between the wage rates of low paid, 
award dependent workers (no enterprise agreement) and higher 
paid workers has widened. The present minimum full-time, weekly 
wage of $589.30 ($15.51 per hour) is only 44 percent of average 
weekly ordinary time earnings. Fifteen years ago it was just under 
50 percent. The purchasing power of households dependent on the 
minimum wage has not kept up with the rise in cost of living. The 
ranks of the “working poor” have been steadily swelling.

Fair Work Australia is in the fi nal stages of its 2011-2012 an-
nual Minimum Wages Review (MWR). These annual reviews by 
the Minimum Wage Panel (replacing the old Industrial Relations 
Commission) determine any increase in minimum award wage 
rates to maintain a “safety net of fair minimum wages”. Around 
1.3 million workers depend on the minimum award rate – they 
are not covered by an enterprise bargaining agreement or other 
contract. These are the workers most likely to be found in casual 
and part-time, non-unionised employment – sales assistants, hos-
pitality workers, cleaners, foods trade workers, carers and aides.

The 2012 MWR will be the third one under the Fair Work Act. 
The 2011 decision increased the minimum rate by $26 (the ACTU 
sought $28) per week. This year the ACTU is seeking for the lowest 
paid (4.4 percent) and 3.8 percent for workers on or above the 
benchmark tradesperson’s rate (C10 classifi cation). This would 
bring the minimum full-time wage to $615.30 per week ($16.19 
per hour) for adult workers.

The ACTU describes its claim as “moderate, affordable and 
appropriate”. It points out, in 2011 fruit and vegetable prices rose 
by 9.6 percent, petrol by 12.4 percent, electricity by 12.2 percent, 
childcare by 8.8 percent, and insurance by 7.2 percent. To say the 
claim is “moderate” is an understatement.

The Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry (ACCI) 
grudgingly concedes an insulting $9.40 and the Australian Industry 
Group (Ai Group) $14 or two percent if the Minimum Wage Panel 
opts for a percentage increase. They’ve learnt arguing “no increase” 
does not work; it is better to argue for a small amount. It helps 
maintain the charade that there is no need for struggle to get a 
wage rise. They claim $26 per week is unaffordable and would 
result in higher unemployment. This is rubbish. The retail sector 
is laying off workers in droves due to lack of demand. Every extra 
dollar in the pockets of a low paid worker is an extra dollar spent, 
the larger the wage rise, the larger the increase in demand for 
goods and services and hence more jobs.

Unlike the national wage claims of three or four decades ago 
where decisions fl owed to most workers, the average worker knows 
little about the claim, let alone taking industrial action in support 
of it. The wages struggle is being “fought” out around the table 
with economic arguments. Without industrial action or the threat 
of it, there is little pressure on the employers, the government or 
the Panel to meet the crying needs of the poorest workers.

Even if the Panel agrees that an increase of $26 is appropriate, 
workers are not likely to receive the full amount. The government 
and employers are demanding that the decision be discounted by 
the cost of forthcoming increases in the compulsory superannua-
tion guarantee from nine percent to 12 percent in six small 0.5 
percent increments up to 2020. They expect this to come out of 
low paid workers’ wages.

The concept of a “living wage” has slipped off the agenda. The 
government is indirectly subsidising corporate profi ts through 
its many “safety-net” payments to families where wages are not 
adequate to meet basic living costs. It should not be left to the 
government or charities to subsidise companies paying low wages. 
Workers should be paid a living wage as the very minimum.

Uranium mine approval 
a sign of systemic failure
The EPA’s (Environmental 
Protection Authority) announce-
ment last week that it has approved 
the Toro Energy uranium mine in 
Wiluna, has exposed a long litany 
of failures in Western Australia’s 
regulatory, political and legislative 
systems, says WA Greens spokes-
person for Water Alison Xamon.

Ms Xamon’s motion, calling 
for legislation to ensure world’s 
best practice for any future uranium 
mine, is currently being debated in 
the Upper House.

“The system has failed the 
people of Western Australia,” Ms 
Xamon said.

“We are now going to be saddled 
with an expensive, dangerous and 
radioactive mine site – even though 
the government has yet to fi nalise its 
legislative regime for such mines.

“What this legislative framework 
will be – the subject of my motion – 
continues to be the subject of debate 
in the Legislative Council and is far 
from resolved.”

Ms Xamon said the EPA has 
apparently determined that exist-
ing incomplete regulations are 

comprehensive enough to prevent 
any damage to our environment.

She said this was plainly absurd 
and that the EPA has comprehen-
sively failed in its job to protect the 
environment.

“Also failing the people of 
Western Australia are the Labor Party 
– who are ducking and weaving so 
much on their uranium policy that 
no one knows where they stand, let 
alone themselves.

“And let us not forget the arro-
gance of Colin Barnett who believes 
his party has a mandate from the 
electorate to mine uranium and seems 
to forget he is only Premier thanks to 
a series of compromises hastily cob-
bled together with the National Party.

“A fail mark also goes to the 
National Party which went to the 
election with no clear policy on 
uranium mining and with candi-
dates who during the election gave 
contrary responses to the uranium 
question. Ironically, the only two 
parties with a consistent position on 
uranium mining are the Liberals and 
the Greens.

“And the Greens are the only 

ones who are consistently fi ghting 
against the creation of uranium 
mines and mine tailings dams that 
will prove hazardous for thousands 
of years.”

Ms Xamon said that despite all 
the best rhetoric coming from the 
uranium industry, once you start 
to examine the failings of even the 
best practices employed around this 
industry it becomes self evident that 
uranium mining is a road to environ-
mental disaster.

“We have not yet seen a uranium 
mine closed and rehabilitated in 
Australia that has not demonstrated 
major ongoing radioactive contami-
nation problems.

“The cost of managing these has 
run into the tens of millions of dollars 
with no end yet in sight.

“Those who support the uranium 
industry, including the Barnett/Grylls 
government, are adamant that the 
risks associated with this industry 
can be managed.

“I wait to hear how this govern-
ment proposes to do this because this 
hasn’t been achieved anywhere else 
in the world.” 

Baillieu’s TAFE cuts threaten only 
sign language diploma in Victoria
The Baillieu government’s $300 
million budget cut to TAFE threat-
ens the existence of the Australian 
Sign Language course at Kangan 
Institute in Richmond, the only one 
of its kind in Victoria, the National 
Tertiary Education Union (NTEU) 
said last week.

“Since these cuts were 
announced in the Victorian budget, 
hardly a day has gone by without 
more details emerging about the 
extent of the damage they will 
cause to our TAFE system,” said 
Dr Colin Long, NTEU Victorian 
secretary.

“Nearly all of the state’s 
18 TAFE institutes have 
announced they are considering 

signifi cant course closures and staff 
redundancies.

“Now the Australian Sign 
Language course at Kangan 
Institute of TAFE in Richmond 
could be the latest casualty.

“This course is the only one of 
its kind in Victoria and provides 
sign language training to deaf peo-
ple as well as interpreters, teachers 
of the deaf and other professionals.”

According to an article in The 
Age Kangan Institute has told stu-
dents the course was “unviable” 
and would close by the end of the 
year.

“The Auslan diploma is obvi-
ously vital in improving the lives of 
deaf people,” said Dr Long. “There 

is already a shortage of interpret-
ers for the deaf and the closure of 
Kangan will make this situation 
worse.

“It is another example of the 
way socially vital but fi nancially 
diffi cult to sustain courses provided 
by TAFE have been swept up in the 
devastation of these cuts.

“I have no doubt this won’t 
be the last important course to be 
placed under threat as TAFE man-
agement struggle to comes to grips 
with the extent of the funding cuts 
they face.

“The Baillieu government needs 
to realise how wrong headed their 
planned cuts are and reverse them 
now.” 

Last year the anti-nuclear movement of Western Australia joined with global peace group Footprints for Peace in 
an exciting campaign to re-instate the ban on uranium mining in Western Australia. Here they gathered just outside 
remote Wiluna to begin the ten-week walk to Perth.
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Last week 140 police arrived en 
masse in Broome on Western 
Australia’s north coast. They ini-
tially carried out a blitz on defec-
tive vehicles, but their primary job 
was to forcibly remove protestors 
from the entry to the Woodside 
consortium’s proposed $35 billion 
natural gas terminal site, to allow 
mining equipment through.

James Price Point, the location of 
the proposed terminal, is 60 kilome-
tres north of Broome. With striking 
red cliffs and beautiful white sandy 
beaches, its landmass and adjacent 
waters are rich in fl ora and fauna. 
The area contains extremely rare fos-
sil footprints of 15 different types of 
dinosaurs, including unique species, 
and ancient Aboriginal burial and 
rock art sites. All are endangered by 
the proposal.

The gas would be extracted from 
the Browse Basin seabed, which 
contains 34 trillion tonnes of gas, 
and piped 400 kilometres south-east 
to the James Price Point terminal, 
then processed before being shipped 
overseas. A shipping channel six 
kilometres long would be dredged 
and maintained over the project’s 
anticipated 50-year life. A port which 
would be used by 1,500 ships and 
support vessels each year, would be 
constructed, as well as access roads, 
housing and other facilities.

Under federal environmental law 
the Woodside consortium has applied 
to the Gillard government for per-
mission to proceed with the project, 
which West Australian Liberal premier 
Colin Barnett backs to the hilt.

However, neither has waited 
for an answer. The police forcibly 
removed the protesters and arrested 
two grandmothers, who had chained 
themselves to a van and blocked the 
entry for seven hours. The heavy 
equipment moved in, and bush clear-
ing commenced with a vengeance.

Divide and rule 
Broome’s normally peaceful 

16,000 residents are now bitterly 
divided over the gas processing pro-
posal. The Kimberley Land Council 
has reluctantly accepted it. Woodside 

offered local Aboriginal people $1.5 
billion over 30 years, for housing, 
education and health care.

Premier Colin Barnett declared 
the government would compulsorily 
acquire the land without compensation 
if residents didn’t agree. He promised 
that when the project expired the land 
would be rehabilitated and returned to 
the Aboriginal people, but remarked 
that this wouldn’t happen for 50 or 
100 years.

The mayor of Broome favours the 
proposal. He declared the Woodside 
protesters’ camp illegal, and has been 
credited (if that’s the right word) with 
the decision to call in the police, 
although there’s no doubt the Barnett 
government was fully involved.

Both Aboriginal and non-Aborigi-
nal residents oppose the plan. Deputy 
mayor and Aboriginal leader, Anne 
Poelina, commented: “The govern-
ment used divide and conquer tactics 
to get its way. The lawyers told us we 
had no chance of winning our case in 
the courts. People believed them. … 
Why should we have to give up our 
land to get the kind of benefi ts all 
Australians are entitled to anyway? 
Why has the state government taken 
over such a big area of land from our 
local government, to give (it) to an 
international mining group?”

The project’s investors are 
unhappy at the extra cost ($10,000 
billion according to Broome scientist 
Martin Pritchard) of piping the gas 
to James Price Point rather than the 
Pilbara, an established industrial area 
with its own port.

However, the Barnett govern-
ment’s approval for the project is 
conditional on development of James 
Price Point, because the Browse 
Basin gas could be used to refi ne 
the enormous bauxite reserves of 
the Kimberley’s Mitchell Plateau. 

Despite its enormous natural sig-
nifi cance and priceless treasures of 
Aboriginal rock art, Barnett wants to 
open the Kimberley up as a mining 
area equivalent in scale to the Pilbara.

Enormous power, 
enormous greed

The mining industry’s power was 
demonstrated recently. It always seeks 
to justify its schemes, even the most 
outrageous, by referring to the num-
bers of Australian workers they would 
employ. Yet last week the federal 

government approved a scheme under 
which up to 1,700 foreign workers 
would be granted temporary permits 
to work on Hancock Prospecting’s 
enormous iron ore mining project at 
Roy Hill in the Pilbara.

Hancock Prospecting’s principal 

shareholder is Gina Rinehart, who is 
next in line to become the world’s 
richest person and a campaigner for 
the introduction of such schemes for 
major mining projects.

The announcement enraged union 
offi cials, not to mention hundreds of 
Australian manufacturing workers 
who were recently retrenched. Gillard, 
who was overseas at the time, is 
said to have been taken by surprise, 
although it’s impossible to believe 
she wasn’t involved in planning the 
scheme.

Two weeks ago the minister for 

resources Martin Ferguson, a prime 
mover in the scheme, implicitly 
attacked the impending resources rent 
tax (the “super profi ts” tax) and the 
proposed removal of company taxa-
tion concessions, with public state-
ments about the need for company 

taxation “stability”, and the supposed 
danger of Australia losing major 
minerals projects. These ideas were 
subsequently taken up with enthu-
siasm by BHP-Billiton’s chairman, 
Jac Nasser.    

The battle to convince people of 
the dangers posed by the fossil fuel 
industry, particularly concerning cli-
mate change, will have to be waged 
within all sectors of the community.

Assurances from the industry and 
government about benefi ts for the 
Kimberley Aboriginal owners over 
50 years are savagely ironic. In 50 
years climate change will be causing 
terrible problems around the world, 
and renewable energy will have out-
stripped fossil fuel as the optimum 
energy source. The current mad 
scramble of coal and gas corporations 
is likely to leave Australia riddled 
with massive scars in the landscape, 
vast waste dumps (possibly radioac-
tive), huge decaying industrial ruins, 
and drastically reduced water supplies.

Unless, of course, we can bring 
the mineral barons under control, 
mitigate climate change and take 
control of our destiny. That’s a project 
that all members of the population, 
Indigenous and non-Indigenous 
together, must take on. 

Australia

Pete’s Corner

Protestor Chelsea Wiltshire is taken away by police.

Kimberley gas industry 
struggle heats up

“Why should we have to give up our land 
to get the kind of benefits all Australians 

are entitled to anyway?”
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1. Australia’s policies towards 
asylum seekers and refugees 
should at all times refl ect 
respect and decency, consistent 
with Australia’s proud history 
as a tolerant, compassionate 
and multicultural nation and in 
recognition of the role migrants 
from all over the world have 
contributed to our country.

2. Congress recognises refugees 
and asylum seekers are among 
the world’s most vulnerable 
people. As a signatory to the 
United Nations Convention 
Relating to the Status of 
Refugees, Australia has an 
obligation to protect the human 
rights of all asylum seekers and 
refugees arriving in Australia, 
regardless of the manner in 
which they arrived and the 
country of origin.

3. While we have applauded 
moves towards a more decent 
and humane immigration 
detention policy, consistent 
with the human rights standards 
which Australia has developed 
and endorsed, more needs to 
be done. Government must 
honour its moral and legal 
commitments and develop 
policies and programs for the 
treatment of asylum seekers, 
including their families and 
children, which ensure that 
among other basic human 
rights, the education, health 
and developmental needs of all 
asylum seekers, refugees and 
their children, many of whom 
have suffered severe physical 
and mental trauma, are met.

4. Under international human 
rights law, asylum seekers 
arriving by boat are not illegal 
and Australia is required to 
ensure that claims of arrivals 
seeking protection are assessed 
in accordance with the United 
Nations (UN) Refugee 
Convention.

5. We do not accept the use of the 
term “queue jumpers” when 
referring to asylum seekers that 
arrive by boat. Their claim is no 
less genuine than those accepted 
through the UN resettlement 
program. A refugee is someone 

that has fl ed their home country 
and is seeking protection, 
thus the process of assessing 
asylum claims in-country is 
standard practice. The use of 
the term “queue” inaccurately 
characterises the UN process 
for refugee resettlement, which 
is not on a time basis but 
on a needs basis, and needs 
fl uctuate and are continually 
re-assessed. As such, Australia 
should immediately reverse the 
policy imposed by the Howard 
government that links the quotas 
on onshore arrivals to other 
classes of visa, including those 
resettled from overseas via the 
UN.

6. Australia has the capacity and 
international responsibility to 
take both refugees that arrive in 
Australia seeking asylum and 
those identifi ed through the UN 
resettlement system. Currently 
Australia takes fewer refugees 
than comparable developed 
countries. ACTU Congress 
believes that Australia should 
increase its intake of refugees 
to meet the levels received by 
similar countries internationally.

7. Congress opposes with concern, 
the ongoing and indefi nite 
detention of large numbers of 
asylum seekers and refugees, 
including children. This 
approach is inconsistent with 
the practice of most receiving 
countries, with Australia one of 
a small group of nations to use 
mandatory detention. Health, 
identity and security check 
processes can and should be 
undertaken without mandatory 
detention as happens in most 
other recipient nations. In the 
immediate term, priority should 
be given to identifying any risks 
and moving asylum seekers 
for whom no risk is identifi ed 
out of detention as quickly 
as possible and placed in the 
community whilst waiting for a 
decision.

8. The ACTU Congress calls 
for a decent, humane refugee 
policy, respect for the human 
rights of refugees and asylum 
seekers and an end to “off-
shore solutions” which breach 

Australia’s international 
obligations under the UN 
Refugee Convention. The 
excision of Australian territory 
from the effect of the Migration 
Act has been used to administer 
two systems to process asylum 
seekers – one for those who 
arrive on-shore and another for 
those intercepted at sea or who 
arrive at excised places such as 
Christmas Island. The off-shore 
processing system of asylum 
seekers on Christmas Island 
is discriminatory, and lacks 
transparency and independent 
oversight.

9. We do not accept the removal of 
asylum seekers from Australian 
territory for processing in a 
third country.

10. With respect to children, it is 
incumbent that the government 
ensure that Australia complies 
with the Convention on the 
Rights of the Child. The welfare 
and rights of children of asylum 
seekers and unaccompanied 
minors are to be protected. The 
right to an education must be 
upheld.

11. We note the limited fi nancial 
assistance provided to asylum 
seekers awaiting a decision 
on their refugee claim and 
call on adequate assistance to 
be provided. Changes which 
now grant permission to work 
to some visa applicants are 
welcome. However, we note 
that these changes mainly affect 
asylum seekers released from 
mandatory detention into the 
community on Bridging Visa E 
Asylum seekers in community 
detention, those undergoing a 
judicial or Ministerial review, 
or those who arrived by plane 
on a visa without work rights, 
are still restricted from the right 
to work. This makes it diffi cult 
for families to cover basic costs, 
increasing the dependence of 
already vulnerable asylum 
seekers on support from 
resource-stretched non-profi t 
organisations. Congress calls 
for the expansion of the right 
to work to all asylum seekers 
in community detention or 
released into the community, 

to allow them to support 
their families and to have the 
protection of their work rights 
under Australian industrial laws.

12. Australian trade unions call for 
international action to achieve 
peace, sustainable development 
and decent work for all to 
address the push factors which 
cause people to fl ee their home 
countries. The goal should be 
to minimise the need for people 
to fl ee their home country due 
to confl ict. Congress notes that 
the majority of recent asylum 
seekers arriving to Australia 
originate from parts of the 
world most affected by violent 
confl ict and high levels of 
poverty, including Iraq, Burma, 
Afghanistan, Sri Lanka and 
Bhutan.

13. Congress notes that refugees 
in Australia often represent 
the most disadvantaged 
groups in their workplaces 
and the broader community. 
Congress encourages affi liates 
to resource organising and 
outreach programs for refugee 
communities in Australia.

14. Congress notes that companies 
are using the exclusion of 
Australian territory from 
the Migration Act to reduce 

conditions for offshore workers 
in those areas. Congress calls 
on government to abolish these 
exclusions and to create one 
transparent and accountable 
system for processing the 
applications of all asylum 
seekers and workers in 
Australia.

15. Congress opposes the forcible 
deportation of asylum seekers. 
In numerous past cases, 
such removal has resulted in 
imprisonment, torture, and 
in some cases, death. The 
ACTU joins with civil society 
organisations in expressing 
grave concern about the 
Memorandum of Understanding 
between the Australian and 
Afghan governments that would 
allow involuntary removals 
to Afghanistan. Furthermore, 
the ACTU will coordinate a 
union response to the issue of 
the forced removal of asylum 
seekers.

16. Congress notes that current 
procedures surrounding ASIO 
security assessments are not 
transparent and can lead to 
indefi nite detention, despite 
individuals having been granted 
refugee status. Congress calls 
for such assessments to be made 
reviewable. 

ACTU Congress 2012 Resolution
A rights based approach to asylum seeker and refugee policy

Maritime Union opposes 
incursion on wharfies’ rights
Maritime Union of Australia 
(MUA) national secretary Paddy 
Crumlin has expressed concern 
that wharfi es have been unfairly 
targeted by an Australian Federal 
police crackdown on waterfront 
crime. While the union supports 
comprehensive efforts to reduce 
crime in the Australian import /
export and supply chain sector, Mr 
Crumlin said there was no case for 
focusing solely on the stevedoring 
workforce.

“The overwhelming majority 
of the stevedoring workforce are 
law abiding and today’s measures 
are targeting innocent people and 
their livelihoods,” Mr Crumlin 
said.

“Of the 16 arrests made since 
July 2010, only one person was a 
waterfront worker, and another a 
former waterfront worker, so there 
is a bigger picture that needs to be 
focused on.

“Weaknesses in crime detection 
have been identifi ed in the sec-
tor including customs, quarantine 
and private sector management of 
freight forwarding and stevedoring. 
The MUA is committed to the elim-
ination of any crime in the small 
part of the sector in which we have 
infl uence but we question whether 
Maritime Security Identifi cation 
Card (MSIC) is the right tool.”

At the time of introduction, 
the MSIC and Aviation Security 

Identifi cation Card (ASIC) were 
focused on preventing terrorist 
attacks rather than serious and 
organised crime.

“The MUA is yet to be con-
vinced that the ASIC and MSIC 
schemes should be extended to the 
prevention of non-terrorism related 
crime and we question the use of 
criminal intelligence on ethical and 
legal grounds,” Mr Crumlin said.

“This announcement raises 
more questions than answers. 
They’re getting counter-terrorism 
mixed up with law and order. Any 
scheme needs to be transparent 
and consistent with high stand-
ards of human rights and justice 
principles.

“Roughly 30 percent of ships 
in the domestic transport sector 
have foreign seafarers with no 
background checks. This was not 
covered by Taskforce Polaris or in 
the Minister’s statement this morn-
ing and is another serious fl aw in 
the stated methodology of deal-
ing with both terrorism and crime 
prevention.

“The burning question for us is 
whether they will apply the MSIC 
scheme to seafarers on coastal 
voyages and to other areas in the 
supply chain and what other meas-
ures they are taking for criminal 
intelligence on foreign crews,” Mr 
Crumlin said.

Multiple reports have identifi ed 

gaps in the administration of the 
ASIC and MSIC schemes in this 
area. A report by the Auditor 
General last year found there were 
“inherent vulnerabilities associ-
ated with having a large number of 
issuing bodies”.

“We hope this is not just 
another Trojan horse to undermine 
the rights of transport workers,” 
Mr Crumlin said.

“This was set up as an anti-
terrorism measure and is now 
transforming into a crime fi ghting 
measure. Why unnecessarily alien-
ate a workforce which is comply-
ing with the current rules?” 
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Noongar people have protested 
against proposed anti-association 
laws in Western Australia, declar-
ing them a grave threat to justice. 
Traditional owners and Elders of 
the Whadjuk people united with 
motorcycle clubs, unionists, civil 
libertarians, church and commu-
nity groups outside Parliament 
House in Perth on May 3 to rally 
against the Criminal Organisations 
Control Bill.

Glenys Collard welcomed protest-
ers from a range of groups to Noongar 
Whadjuk country, saying it was time 
for Noongar and Wadjella people to 
work together.

She said she hoped that, together, 
the group could achieve a good 
outcome.

Robert Eggington, of the 
Dumbartung Aboriginal Corporation, 
started the rally by observing a minute 
of silence for all those who had died 
“as a result of a brutal and a violent 
system”.

After reading a list of those who 
had died in custody, and colonial mas-
sacres suffered by Noongar people, 
Mr Eggington described the impact 
of the 1905 Native Welfare Act. “The 
Act consisted of many laws that gave 
the government the right to forcibly 

remove Aboriginal people from their 
traditional lands and disinherit our 
people from their religious and cul-
tural practice,” he said.

“It forced Aboriginal people to 
denounce tribal customs to ascertain 
citizenship rights. It legally allowed 
the diabolical and evil legalities to for-
cibly remove the children from their 
parents and place them in Christian-
run missions across the south-west.”

Mr Eggington went on to cite a 
list of WA laws that he said had had 
a disproportionate and unjust effect 
on Aboriginal people in recent years 
and had been enforced by police in a 
discriminatory and degrading manner.

“The Djida Boodjar Aboriginal 
People’s Movement, with the 
Dumbartung Aboriginal Corporation, 
stands in solidarity and unity with the 
UMCWA (United Motorcycle Council 
of WA) to fi ght strongly against the 
proposed Bill ... known as the anti-
association laws,” he said.

“These laws ... will ultimately 
be used aggressively and assertively 
against the Aboriginal community 
as are all the laws that control and 
disempower the human rights of our 
people.”

Mr Eggington expressed concern 
the laws would be used arbitrarily 
– and target Aboriginal people – to 
deny requests to attend funerals and 

to prevent attendance at rallies, pro-
tests and cultural events. “These laws 
have the power to divide and separate 
our families as did the previous laws 
of the Stolen Generations,” he said. 
“We must not let these laws pass into 
legislation.

“If these laws of anti-association 
were directed at white collar crime 
there wouldn’t even be a Parliament 
to pass them, and there is no doubt 
that the bigger the politician, the 
bigger the lie.

“The real crimes of society thrive 
in the halls of these Parliaments ... 
there are many Aboriginal traditional 
people incarcerated in prisons across 
the south-west who do not even know 
or understand the laws which have 
imprisoned them.”

Several of the speakers and pro-
testers at the rally have experienced 
fi rst-hand anti-association restrictions 
enacted through bail conditions or 
control orders issued under last year’s 
exceptional Commonwealth Heads of 
Government Meeting law.

Despite claims the restrictions 
were intended for “bikies”, the people 
subject to anti-association-type restric-
tions so far in WA have almost exclu-
sively been activists, and the 160-page 
bill does not mention organised crime 
or motorcycle clubs once.
Koori Mail 

The $77 billion Future Fund was set up by the Howard gov-
ernment to help pay federal public servants’ pensions. The 
taxpayer-owned fund holds shares in many companies, includ-
ing some that are generally considered to be unethical. Nuclear 
arms companies are a good example. Tobacco companies 
are another example. At the moment tobacco companies are 
involved in legal actions against the government’s plain pack-
aging laws for cigarettes. The Future Fund’s stake in the 
tobacco industry has increased by more than 50 percent. At 
the end of 2010 the fund’s tobacco shares were worth $147 
million; in May this year it was $225 million. Victorian Greens 
senator Richard Di Natale accused the government of profi -
teering from “the death and misery of people dying with lung 
cancer”. The Fund owns $180 million of shares in arms com-
panies. Last year it was forced to sell its holdings in companies 
that make cluster bombs before a new treaty came into force.

It seems that nothing will stand between a company and its profi t, 
no matter what. The alcohol industry is bravely fi ghting against 
foetal alcohol warning labels, that is labels warning pregnant 
women about the possible effects of alcohol on their unborn 
babies. Drinking alcohol during pregnancy is estimated to leave 
2,600 Australian newborns a year with a range of disabilities – 
from brain and facial defects to behavioural problems. In some 
countries where warning labels were introduced alcohol consump-
tion among pregnant women dropped. In Canada it is 15 percent, 
the USA 10 percent. In Australia on the other hand it is 19.5 per-
cent of pregnant women who continue drinking while pregnant.

Every state government in Australia wants to be seen as being 
tough on crime. There is no election anywhere without the usual 
“lock ‘em up and throw away the keys”. As a result prison num-
bers continue to rise. In Victoria for example jails are at 105 per 
cent capacity. Prisoners are being kept in inhumane conditions 
because of overcrowding. The government has a legal duty of 
care to prisoners. The failure to provide adequate conditions 
and healthcare may lead to damages claims brought by prison-
ers in the future. At present over 40 percent of prisoners have 
hepatitis C and one-third are suffering from mental illness. Crime 
prevention and rehabilitation seem to be completely forgotten.

The plans to develop the Cocos Islands into a military base 
for the US and Australia spy drones and aircraft are contrary 
to diplomatic assurances given to the UN in 1984 by Richard 
Woolcott, the then ambassador to the UN. Australia promised 
it would not “militarise” the Cocos Islands when persuading 
the UN not to oppose the transfer of the former British pos-
session to Australian sovereignty. On behalf of Australia Mr 
Woolcott gave Australia’s assurances that the islands would 
not be converted to military purposes. The promises were giv-
en to Third World countries, China and the then Soviet Union.

WA law plan sparks fears

Govt must intervene in 
Qantas maintenance decision
Unions have slammed the 
announcement by Qantas to sack 
hundreds of engineering work-
ers saying that the decision will 
decimate Australia’s aircraft main-
tenance and engineering capacity 
and threaten the nation’s security.

The Qantas Engineers Alliance, 
made up of AMWU, AWU and 
ETU members, has called on the 
federal government to intervene 
immediately in the decision to safe-
guard Australia’s capacity to main-
tain aircraft now and into the future.

“This short-sighted decision 
by Qantas deserves to be roundly 
condemned. Not only does it have 
a devastating impact on workers in 
Victoria and their families, it threat-
ens the very capability of Australia 
to continue to maintain its aircraft,” 

said Paul Bastian, national secretary 
of the AMWU.

“Qantas employs 6,000 or 
almost two-thirds of Australia’s 
total aircraft maintenance work-
force. It is also responsible for 
providing more than 50 percent of 
the training in this sector. It has a 
broader social responsibility as our 
national carrier, but this decision 
pays little heed to that.

“The review that has led to this 
decision has failed to consider plan-
ning to ensure the nation’s future 
capability to maintain aircraft. It 
has failed to look at long term plans 
such as sourcing maintenance work 
from other airlines in the region, 
choosing instead to shun national 
interests in favour of shareholder 
returns,” Mr Bastian said.

Cesar Melham, secretary of the 
Victorian branch of the AWU said 
“Our concern is that this decision 
is the thin edge of wedge as fl eets 
start to be retired.

“We are likely to see further 
loss of jobs at other sites and we 
have no guarantees from Qantas 
about how they will ensure the long 
term viability of aircraft mainte-
nance in this country.

“We are calling on government 
to immediately intervene and call 
an urgent aviation industry round 
table before any jobs and criti-
cal skills are lost. This should be 
done in the interests of our nation’s 
capability and future security,” Mr 
Melham said. 
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The decision by the ACTU Congress at 
its meeting on May 16-18 to establish a 
permanent Campaign Fund was a political 
one. It is a political campaign aimed at 
mobilising trade unions, their members 
and the community behind the election of a 
Labor government. Labor, on its part, aims 
to bring a compliant trade union movement 
on side to co-operate during a period of 
radical and painful (to workers), neo-liberal, 
economic and social transformation.

As stated in last week’s Guardian, the 
recent ACTU Congress was fi rmly in the grip 
of right-wing Labor forces whose message 
of collaboration and cooperation was loud 
and clear. (“ACTU Congress: Some positives 
amongst consensus politics”, Guardian No 
1548, 23-05-2012)

In their addresses to Congress, Prime 
Minister Julia Gillard, Workplace Relations 
Minister Bill Shorten, outgoing ACTU secretary 
Jeff Lawrence, the incoming secretary Dave 
Oliver and ACTU president Ged Kearney all 
emphasised the relevance of trade unions and 
their achievements in recent years.

These include: Safe Rates Tribunal for truck 
drivers; pay equity for community workers; 
reforms to Australian seafaring; outworker laws; 
abolition of individual contracts; the build-
ing of a safety net for the vulnerable; a new 
fairer minimum wage process; every worker a 
right to bargain collectively; and the abolition 
of the Australian Building and Construction 
Commission (ABCC). (The ABCC is still 
hounding building workers and their unions. 
It has been transferred under the Fair Work 
umbrella and undergone a few relatively minor 
changes.)

Clearly, working families and the “bat-
tlers” would be far worse off under a Coalition 
government.

With the exception of Kearney who failed to 
mention the ALP directly in her opening speech, 
they all talked up the relationship between the 
ALP and the trade union movement.

Gillard described her presence at the 
Congress as a “real sense of homecoming” to 
“the great Australian trade union movement, 
the trade union movement that gave birth to our 
political party. It’s good to be home with you.” 
There were constant references to “your Labor 
Party”, “your Labor government”.

The message to delegates was Labor is 
their party and they are still tied by the umbili-
cal chord.

Gillard repeatedly referred to “Labor values” 
and what Labor has done for different groups 
of workers to give them a “fairer go”.

Shorten used the term “our” more than 30 
times in his speech, linking the ALP to the union 
movement. He indicated he was still a union 
member and would be until the day he dies.

“Labor movement”
The written copies of Gillard’s and Shorten’s 

speeches refer to “Labor movement”, as though 
the Labor Party and the ACTU are one move-
ment. Neither Labor leader referred to “labour 
movement” which is a far broader term, encom-
passing non-ALP forces, such as non-affi liated 
unions, the Communist Party and other working 
class activists.

Gillard kept trying to reassure delegates 
that there “was nothing to fear”, “nothing to 
fear at all”, countering the widespread anxiety 
many workers have about the future and the 
economic crisis. Workers have a great deal to 

fear from the austerity measures in the recent 
budget and employer offensive on their wages 
and working conditions.

They are already hurting, as delegates heard 
when they were presented with the ACTU’s 
Lives on Hold report outlining the appalling 
conditions 40 percent of the workforce are 
currently subjected to in precarious employ-
ment situations.

Rejection of class struggle
“We have shown we can ignore past rivalries 

and see beyond factional alliances… We have 
been unifi ed, and we have delivered for work-
ers,” Lawrence said, referring to the consensus 
politics that have replaced the former struggles 
between the Right with its class collaborationist 
line and the Left’s class struggle position.

“There is a real danger of an Abbott govern-
ment. We need to come out of this congress more 
unifi ed than ever,” Lawrence said, reminding 
delegates of the employers’ wish list.

“The history of our movement comes from 
being part of our communities,” Dave Oliver 
told Congress, hoping for a repeat of the suc-
cessful Your Rights @ Work joint trade union-
community campaign that played an important 
part in the defeat of the Howard government.

Shorten said: “We should be very, very clear 
that as diffi cult as the political climate is at the 
moment, we shouldn’t hang our heads and be 
pessimistic and set the counsels of negativity 
and fear.” In other words, don’t give up, fi ght 
for a Labor victory.

Delivering change
Shorten repeated a number of times the need 

for unions to “lead not follow”, that “the Labor 
movement does well” when “we lead, not follow 
on the issues to do with our changing society”.

“That is what trade unions do best. We don’t 
turn our face against change. We’re not like the 
conservatives who sit opposite, who sell this 
lie and this myth that Australia never needs to 
change, that we can turn to the past rather than 
the future, that it’s too hard to compete with 
the rest of the world, that our farmers and our 
small business and our workers can’t compete 
with other parts of the world unless we slav-
ishly imitate the labour relations practice of 
third world nations or other parts of the world.

“But I believe that unions and the Labor 
movement and the Labor Party have always 
been agents of helping people through economic 
change,” Shorten said getting to the main ques-
tion – Labor steering in major changes that will 
hurt working families and “battlers”.

“We are the movement, which says that 
change and competition is not too hard, that we 
can actually make our way in the world, that 
we can actually help guide people through, and 
work with people to adjust to change. That is 
our DNA. That is who we are,” Shorten told 
delegates.

Referring to claims that productivity has 
declined, Shorten said, “This is what I would 
say to some of the conservative economic com-
mentators who say that the union movement and 
Labor is shy about the productivity issue – no 
we are not.”

His message to the commentators and big 
business is that Labor with the help of the union 
movement will lead in increasing productivity 
– which is spin for reducing the costs of labour 
and increasing profi ts.

Labor will deliver productivity and other 
changes without resistance, without class 
struggle:

“I do not subscribe to the view that the union 

movement would seek confl ict in the workplace, 
instead we would seek harmony, I believe. That 
is the Labor way.

“We know what makes a good workplace. 
It’s a workplace where people can speak up. 
It’s a workplace where people can see trans-
parently the decision making and that they’re 
capable of engaging in dialogue and creating 
value in the workplace. I have a great depth of 
optimism in the capacity of Australian workers 
and Australian enterprise to create value though 
positive relationships. Now I’m not naive. 
Sometimes there will simply be the arguments, 
and that is as it is. But we mustn’t let ourselves 
get fi tted up – that somehow we are the class 
warriors,” Shorten said.

Workers speak up and the bosses welcome 
it? Who’s he trying to kid?

“I know what we’ve accomplished and 
I also know what – working in tandem with 
a Labor government – can be accomplished. 
I don’t believe – and perhaps some do, but I 
don’t – I don’t believe that the ‘us and them’ 
rhetoric is what describes the modern Australian 
workplace, or describes 98 to 99 percent of what 
Australian trade union representatives do. I also 
know what doesn’t also describe the Australian 
Trade Union movement.”

Shorten can deny the existence of the class 
struggle in the workplace all he likes. It will not 
change the reality. Workers know full well the 
reality they face every day, as bosses (them) 
attempt to take back past gains won through 
struggle, deny them secure employment, deny 
them their legal entitlements.

The austerity measures being imposed on 
the peoples of Europe are part of an overall 
transition of national economies being driven 
by the major global corporations and fi nance 
sector. Australia is no exception. A radical 
transformation of the Australian economy, of 
labour relations and social expenditure is on 
the agenda. This includes slashing corporate 
taxes, slashing government spending, sacking 
public servants, winding back the “welfare 
state”, further deregulation and privatisation, 

reducing real wages, and making Australia’s 
workforce more “competitive”.

These changes will be extremely painful 
to working people, pensioners and welfare 
recipients. Labor is setting the scene to be able 
to deliver them with the cooperation of the trade 
union movement. Just as Labor is attempting 
to “lead” with a budget surplus, Labor plans to 
lead in delivering future neo-liberal changes.

Accord model
This message was reinforced by the invita-

tion of three former leaders – ACTU secretary 
Bill Kelty, Labor treasurer and prime minister 
Paul Keating and prime minister Bob Hawke 
to the Congress dinner. This troika oversaw a 
radical (economic rationalist) transformation of 
economic, industrial relations and social policies 
and structures in Australia.

The troika were invited for a political rea-
son, not just to pay tribute to Bill Kelty. Labor 
has an agenda for the union movement, one 
that serves big business and the fi nancial sec-
tor at a time of economic crisis and economic 
transformation, as it did in the 1980-‘90s under 
the threesome.

Keating summed it up in his tribute to Kelty, 
describing him as the most impressive of leaders 
produced by the trade union movement in the 
post-war years: “Certainly none more prepared 
to take responsibility for necessary change – to 
strike out, in directions many would otherwise 
be fearful of”.

Keating referred to the “abysmal levels 
of productivity and falling competitiveness”, 
lack of wage fl exibility within sectors of the 
economy, the tariff structure, the Accord (social 
partnership) between Labor and the ACTU under 
which the unions agreed to restrain wages and 
“co-operate with employers”.

Keating praised Kelty for pressing on with 
the “abolition of centralised wage fi xing for a 
system of enterprise bargaining,” which has 
since seen many workers’ working conditions 
and wages take a hit.

Hawke became prime minister in 1983, 
at the peak of a serious economic crisis and 
high unemployment. Hawke and Keating set 
in train major “free market” reforms – what 
was then referred to as a structural adjustment 
program or economic rationalism, but today 
called neo-liberal.

These  i nc luded  p r i va t i s a t i on 
(Commonwealth Bank, Telstra, etc), deregula-
tion, competition policy, trade liberalisation 
(tariff removals, etc), and the fl oating of our 
currency. They signed up to the World Trade 
Organisation and negotiated free trade agree-
ments that undermined Australia’s economic 
sovereignty. The impact on manufacturing in 
particular was devastating, and is still taking 
its toll today.

They also commenced the process of dis-
mantling the centralised award system which 

Lawrence, Oliver and Kearney at the ACTU Congress.

Labor’s agenda for the ACTU

Workers have a great deal to fear from the 
austerity measures in the recent budget 
and employer offensive on their wages 
and working conditions.



7The Guardian
May 30 2012

had provided comprehensive coverage of wages 
and working conditions for all workers. They 
did it in small steps by stealth. They brought in, 
“fl exibility clauses”, wage rises were paid for 
by workers through trading off their working 
conditions. Real wages fell, profi ts soared but 
the promised new investment went offshore or 
into labour-replacing technology.

This was done with very little resistance 
from the organised trade union movement – 
something a Liberal government could never 
achieve. Struggle was suppressed by workers’ 
unions, a contributing factor to the decline in 
trade union membership rates.

Hawke promoted consultation – a tripartite 
corporate state model under which struggle was 
replaced by sitting around a table with the bosses 
and government. The employers welcomed the 
cooperation (class collaboration) and kept taking 
and demanding more blood.

Kelty’s role was critical. He delivered the 
trade union movement. Any union that stepped 
out of line, attempted to gain a real wage rise, 
was quickly jumped on. Opposition to privatisa-
tion and other economic and social measures, 
including the 35-hour working week campaign, 
vanished from ACTU policy documents.

“Lowest spending growth for 30 years”, the 
Australian Financial Review’s headline for its 
coverage of the May 1987 Keating mini-budget 
said it all. “The savings in government spending 
I will announce tonight centre on the abolition of 
unemployment benefi ts for 16 and 17 year olds, 
means testing family allowances, the abolition 
of the Community Employment Program, cuts 
in defence expenditure, sales of government 
assets and cuts in Commonwealth payments to 
the States,” Keating told Parliament.

Thirty-fi ve years on, Kelty is telling ACTU 
delegates, the media and the big end of town 
that, “This is a transition in the Australian 
economy that for many people will be very 
hard but the truth is also this – that the very best 
people to manage that transition is a Labor Party, 
it is unions, it is managing in a Labor way.”

The message is that Labor can manage the 
next economic and political transformations that 
are underway in Australia and globally.

There is no doubt from the contributions of 
speakers that the ruling class’s agenda means 
there are rough times ahead that would normally 
be met with strong resistance, as seen in Greece, 
Spain, Portugal and in the Middle East.

Labor used the ACTU Congress to try to 
bring on board the trade union movement, what 
it sees as its movement, to not only gain work-
ing class support in the elections, but to be able 
to say to the ruling class it can do something 
the Coalition cannot do – deliver the union 
movement (as it did under the Accord) minimal 
resistance during another period of fundamental 
and extremely regressive and painful change for 
working people. 

Magazine

Iraq Genocide 
Memorial Day

Felicity Arbuthnot

“Get some new lawyers.” (1999: The then 
US Secretary of State Madeleine Albright 
to UK Foreign Secretary Robin Cook on his 
assertion that the bombing of Balkan States 
was illegal under international law).

In this 16th anniversary year of Madeleine 
Albright stating her endorsement of half a 
million child sacrifi ces at the altar of the UN 
Embargo on Iraq as a “price worth it,” this silent 
holocaust is to be commemorated annually.

In New Haven, Connecticut, on May 
12, marking the day of Albright’s infamous 
broadcast a banner was unfurled and a 
minute’s silence held as the Middle East Crisis 
Committee, the Council on American-Islamic 
Relations, the Tree of Life Education Fund and 
We Refuse to be Enemies, inaugurated the fi rst 
Iraq Genocide Memorial Day.

Stanley Heller, Chair of the Middle East 
Crisis Committee commented, “This horrifi c 
loss of life was ignored for six years until the 
US Ambassador to the UN appeared on 60 
Minutes and admitted the deaths of half a mil-
lion children ... We in the Middle East Crisis 
Committee call for May 12th to be marked as 
Iraq Genocide Memorial Day.”

Iraq’s children, of course, continued to die 
at an average of 6,000 a month until the illegal 
2003 invasion wrought further apocalyptic 
disaster. Currently, many hospitals are assessed 
as even more woeful than under the embargo, 
thus they continue to die in a near forgotten 
tragedy of UN-US-UK making. Soaring cancers 
and birth deformities linked to weapons used 
in the 1991 bombings, 12 years of subsequent 
bombings, 2003 and the following years have 
exacerbated and compounded a tragedy of 
enormity.

As others accused of crimes against human-
ity and crimes against the peace end up at the 
International Criminal Court (but so far, only if 
black or Eastern European, it seems) Albright 
gathers a bizarre collection of “humanitarian” 
awards.

One of the strangest is surely the Freedom 
Award from the International Rescue Committee, 
initiated by Albert Einstein which “responds to 
the world’s worst humanitarian crises and helps 
people survive and rebuild their lives (offering) 
life saving care and life-changing assistance ...” 
Endorsing infanticide hardly falls within the 
IRC’s lofty stated aspirations.

Two years after her statement on disposable 
children, Albright, now having abandoned fur-
ther tarnishing the United Nations’ fi ne founding 
aspirations, to become US Secretary of State, 
declared (February 1998) : “Iraq is a long way 
from (here), but what happens there matters a 
great deal here. For the risks that the leaders 
of a rogue state will use nuclear, chemical or 
biological weapons against us or our allies is 
the greatest security threat we face.”

A year later, the 1999 razing of much of the 
Balkans became known as “Madeleine’s war.” 
The largely unrecognised nation of Kosova, 
carved from that decimation, is now rated one 
of the most corrupt and lawless countries in the 
region and high in world ranking, according 
to December 2011 fi ndings by Transparency 
International.

Talking after the virtual destruction of 
Iraq as a nation state, its records, government 
institutions bombed, looted, stolen, she told Jim 
Lehrer on The Newshour in September 2003: 
“ ... I think we actually ... kept him (Saddam 
Hussein) in a strategic box. We bombed very 
much if you remember all the maps, always in 
terms of North and South – covers a great por-
tion of Iraq. I think we had him in the box.” No 
mention that both the bombing and the “box” 
were comprehensively illegal.

As ever, the majority of “bombed” victims 
were Iraq’s children for whom her contempt was 
seemingly boundless: small rural shepherds and 
goat herders tending the family fl ocks on the 
vast fl at tundra, with no place to hide.

One politician with whom she had sparred 
did take a stand in vast contrast. Robin Cook, 
Britain’s Foreign Secretary, resigned in protest 
two days before the invasion. His resignation 
speech in Parliament on the March 18, 2003 
was a searing indictment of stark double stand-
ards on dealing with Iraq, deliberate selective 
perception which could now equally apply to 
threats to Iran:

“I have heard it said that Iraq has had not 
months but 12 years in which to complete dis-
armament, and that our patience is exhausted,” 
he began.

“Yet it is more than thirty years since (UN) 
Resolution 242 called on Israel to withdraw 
from the occupied territories.

“We do not express the same impatience 
with the persistent refusal of Israel to comply.”

He talked of “ ... the strong sense of injustice 
throughout the Muslim world at what it sees 

as one rule for the allies of the US and another 
rule for the rest.”

Britain’s credibility was not “helped by the 
appearance that our partners in Washington are 
less interested in disarmament than they are in 
regime change in Iraq.

“That explains why any evidence that 
inspections may be showing progress is greeted 
in Washington not with satisfaction but with 
consternation: it reduces the case for war.”

And as applies to Iran now, he pleaded 
that: “Inspections be given a chance” and 
that Britain was “being pushed too quickly 
into confl ict by a US Administration with an 
agenda of its own.”

He asked for the halt of “commitment of 
troops in a war that has neither international 
agreement nor domestic support” and ended: “I 
intend to join those tomorrow night who will 
vote against military action. It is for that reason 
alone, and with a heavy heart, that I resign from 
the government.” 

On the fi rst anniversary of the invasion, he 
stated in Parliament, “It seems only too likely 
that the judgement of history may be that the 
invasion of Iraq has been the biggest blunder 
in British foreign and security policy in the half 
century since Suez,” he said.

“In truth we would have made more 
progress in rolling back support for terrorism 
if we had brought peace to Palestine rather than 
war to Iraq.”

Robin Cook died of a heart complication 
whilst hill walking on remote Ben Stack in 
Scotland, coincidentally within a swathe of 
land owned by the Duke of Westminster, a 
Major General, and at the time Assistant Chief 
of Defence Staff, who visited British held Basra 
a number of times after the invasion.

His death was on August 6, 2005, 
Hiroshima Day and the 15th anniversary of 
the imposition of the all-denying embargo 
on Iraq. A price Robin Cook had clearly not 
thought “worth it”.

It has to be hoped that the Iraq Genocide 
Memorial Day spreads worldwide, both in 
memory of those abandoned by the inspiring 
words committed to in the UN Charter, the 
numerous hidden casualties, dead and alive, - 
and as a reminder that for a great swathe of the 
world, mortifyingly, it is the West which appears 
to be increasingly despotic.
pravfa.ru 
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Dan Glazebrook

The scale of the ongoing tragedy 
visited on Libya by NATO and its 
allies is becoming horribly clearer 
with each passing day. Estimates of 
those killed so far vary, but 50,000 
seems like a low estimate; indeed 
the British Ministry of Defence 
was boasting that the onslaught 
had killed 35,000 as early as last 
May. But this number is constantly 
growing. The destruction of the 
state’s forces by British, French 
and American blitzkrieg has left 
the country in a state of total 
anarchy – in the worst possible 
sense of the word.

Having had nothing to unite them 
other than a temporary willingness 
to act as NATO’s foot soldiers, the 
former “rebels” are now turning on 
each other. Infi ghting has killed 147 
in Southern Libya in a single week 
earlier this year, and in recent weeks 
government buildings – including the 
Prime Ministerial compound – have 
come under fi re by opposition forces 
demanding cash payment for their 
services. Around US$1.4 billion has 
been paid out already – demonstrating 
once again that it was the forces of 
NATO colonialism, not Gaddafi , who 
were reliant on “mercenaries” – but 
payments were suspended last month 
due to widespread nepotism.

Corruption is becoming endemic 
– a further US$2.5 billion in oil rev-
enues that was supposed to have been 
transferred to the national treasury 
remains unaccounted for. Libyan 
resources are now being jointly 
plundered by the oil multinationals 
and a handful of chosen families 
from amongst the country’s new 
elites; a classic neo-colonial stitch-
up. The use of these resources for 
giant infrastructure projects such as 
the Great Manmade River, and the 
massive raising of living standards 
over the past four decades (Libyan 
life expectancy rose from 51 to 77 
since Gaddafi  came to power in 1969) 
sadly looks to have already become a 
thing of the past.

But woe betide anyone who 
mentions that now. It was decided 
long ago that no supporters of 
Gaddafi  would be allowed to stand 
in the upcoming elections, but recent 
changes have gone even further. Law 
37, passed by the new NATO-imposed 
government last month, has created a 
new crime of “glorifying” the former 
government or its leader – subject to a 
maximum sentence of life imprison-
ment. Would this include a passing 

comment that things were better under 
Gaddafi ? The law is cleverly vague 
enough to be open to interpretation. It 
is a recipe for institutionalised politi-
cal persecution.

Even more indicative of the 
contempt for the rule of law amongst 
the new government – a government, 
remember, which has yet to receive 
any semblance of popular mandate, 
and whose only power base remains 
the colonial armed forces – is Law 38.

This law has now guaranteed 
immunity from prosecution for any-
one who committed crimes aimed at 
“promoting or protecting the revolu-
tion”. Those responsible for the ethnic 
cleansing of Tawergha – such as 
Misrata’s self-proclaimed “brigade 
for the purging of black skins” – can 
continue their hunting down of that 
city’s refugees in the full knowledge 
that they have the new “law” on their 
side. Those responsible for the mas-
sacres in Sirte and elsewhere have 
nothing to fear. Those involved in the 
widespread torture of detainees can 
continue without repercussions – so 
long as it is aimed at “protecting the 
revolution” – i.e. maintaining NATO-
TNC dictatorship.

This is the reality of the new 
Libya: civil war, squandered 
resources, and societal collapse, where 
voicing preference for the days when 
Libya was prosperous and at peace is 
a crime, but lynching and torture is 
not only permitted but encouraged.

Nor has the disaster remained a 
national one. Libya’s destabilisation 
has already spread to Mali, prompt-
ing a coup, and huge numbers of 
refugees – especially amongst Libya’s 
large black migrant population – have 
fl ed to neighbouring countries in a 
desperate attempt to escape both aerial 
destruction and lynch mob rampage, 
putting further pressure on resources 
elsewhere. 

Many Libyan fi ghters, their work 
done in Libya, have now been shipped 
by their imperial masters to Syria 
to spread their sectarian violence 
there too.

Most worrying for the African 
continent, however, is the forward 
march of AFRICOM – the US mili-
tary’s African command – in the wake 
of the aggression against Libya. It is 
no coincidence that barely a month 
after the fall of Tripoli – and in the 
same month Gaddafi  was murdered 

(October 2011) – the US announced 
it was sending troops to no less than 
four more African countries – the 
Central African Republic, Uganda, 
South Sudan and the Democratic 
Republic of Congo. AFRICOM have 
now announced an unprecedented 
14 major joint military exercises in 
African countries for 2012. The mili-
tary re-conquest of Africa is rolling 
steadily on.

None of this would have been 
possible whilst Gaddafi  was still in 
power. As founder of the African 
Union, its biggest donor, and its one-
time elected Chairman, he wielded 
serious infl uence on the continent. It 
was partly thanks to him that the US 
was forced to establish AFRICOM’s 
HQ in Stuttgart in Germany when it 
was set up in February 2008, rather 
than in Africa itself; he offered cash 
and investments to African govern-
ments who rejected US requests for 
bases. 

Libya under his leadership 
had an estimated US$150 billion 
of investments in Africa, and the 
Libyan proposal, backed with £30 
billion cash, for an African Union 
Development Bank would have 

seriously reduced African fi nancial 
dependence on the West. In short, 
Gaddafi ’s Libya was the single biggest 
obstacle to AFRICOM penetration of 
the continent.

Now he has gone, AFRICOM is 
stepping up its work. The invasions 
of Iraq and Afghanistan showed the 
West that wars in which their own 
citizens get killed are not popular; 
AFRICOM is designed to ensure that 
in the coming colonial wars against 
Africa, it will be Africans who do the 
fi ghting and dying, not Westerners. 
The forces of the African Union are 
to become integrated into AFRICOM 
under a US-led chain of command. 
Gaddafi  would never have stood for 
it; that is why he had to go.

And if you want a vision of Africa 
under AFRICOM tutelage, look no 
further than Libya, NATO’s model 
of an African state: condemned to 
decades of violence and trauma, and 
utterly incapable of either provid-
ing for its people, or contributing to 
regional or continental independence. 
The new military colonialism in 
Africa must not be allowed to advance 
another inch.
Counterpunch 

An ongoing disaster
Libya, Africa and Africom

The use of resources for giant infrastructure projects such as the Great Manmade River (pictured), and the massive raising of living standards over the past four 
decades sadly looks to have already become a thing of the past.

Britain plunges into even deeper recession
Louise Nousratpour 

Britain’s big-headed Con-Dem 
government was told last week 
to ditch its failed austerity plans 
after fi gures revealed the country 
was in an even deeper double-dip 
recession than thought.

The Offi ce for National 
Statistics second estimate of GDP 
growth in the fi rst quarter of this 
year showed that the economy 
shrank by 0.3 percent – down from 
0.2 per cent.

Labour, left campaigners and 
trade unions said the revised fi g-
ures highlighted the urgent need 
for a “Plan B” approach – one that 
focused on economic growth by 

investing in jobs, manufacturing 
and the public sector to stimulate 
the economy.

But the government refused 
to budge on its cuts agenda and 
once again blamed the eurozone 
crisis for all of Britain’s economic 
ills. Treasury Secretary Danny 
Alexander said that the economy 
was suffering a “chilling” effect 
from the situation in Greece, while 
his minister Chloe Smith suggested 
that a way out of the crisis was for 
the Bank of England to print more 
money – an approach discredited by 
many experts.

But Trade Union Congress gen-
eral secretary Brendan Barber said 
rather than blaming Europe, the 

coalition should take responsibility 
for taking the country’s economy in 
the “wrong direction.”

“The government needs to face 
facts and focus on investment in 
infrastructure and jobs, rather than 
continue with self-defeating cuts 
that are holding back businesses, 
lowering living standards and fail-
ing to deal with the defi cit.”

Centre-left think tank Compass 
said its alternative economic strate-
gy put forward in October 2011 was 
more relevant now than ever.

“All the things we said in the 
autumn 2011 have come true and 
our Plan B stands tomorow,” a 
spokesman told the Morning Star. 

The report argued for a Plan B 

that would reverse the cuts, invest 
in new green jobs and save hun-
dreds of thousands existing ones to 
ensure people have money to spend 
on the high street.

To cut the defi cit, the think tank 
argued £200 billion could be saved 
at a stroke if the Private Finance 
Initiative debts were cancelled.

Investment should also be 
focused on preventing illness and 
social deprivation and disruption 
rather than spending billions on 
symptoms, it added. 

Shadow chancellor Ed Balls 
said: “This is a recession made in 
Downing Street. Despite all the 
problems in the euro area, France, 
Germany and the eurozone as a 

whole have so far avoided recession 
and only exports to other countries 
stopped us going into recession a 
year ago.”

Communist Party of Britain 
general secretary Rob Griffi ths said: 
“The only thing constant about offi -
cial economics statistics from every 
source is that they have underesti-
mated the scale and duration of the 
crisis in Britain.

“There is no need to print extra 
money when the banks have so 
much already. What is needed is 
to tax the rich and big business 
in order to invest in housing and 
infrastructure.”
Morning Star 
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Solidarity call from 
Cuban unions

International

Burkina Faso: At least 30 people from the Peul ethnic 
group were killed in clashes over land rights at the border 
between Burkina Faso and Mali last week. As many as 1,000 
others have fl ed fearing more violence, according to the gov-
ernor of Burkina’s northern region. Governor Boukary Kalil 
Bara said the clash between the Peul, who are traditional-
ly herders, and the Dogon, who are farmers, erupted in the 
village of Sari. The violence appears to be one more rip-
ple effect of Mali’s two-month-old coup, which was itself 
fuelled by an infl ux of heavy weapons from war-torn Libya.

Switzerland: An experimental solar-powered aeroplane has 
taken off from Payerne on its fi rst transcontinental fl ight aim-
ing to reach north Africa next week. Andre Borschberg and 
Bertrand Piccard’s mission is described as the fi nal dress 
rehearsal for a round-the-world fl ight with a new and improved 
aircraft in 2014. In 2010 the Swiss team fl ew non-stop for 26 
hours to demonstrate that the 12,000 solar cells attached to the 
aircraft could soak up enough sunlight to keep the plane air-
borne through the night. A year later, Mr Borschberg took Solar 
Impulse on its fi rst international fl ight to Belgium and France.

Canada: Mining lobbyists have demanded that the federal 
government break a 4,800-strong strike at rail fi rm Canadian 
Pacifi c. Mining Association of Canada boss Pierre Gratton said 
the Teamsters’ action would hit shipments to and from mines. 
Engineers, conductors, traffi c controllers and yard workers 
walked out over planned changes to conditions and pension cuts. 

Algeria: The Constitutional Council handed a few seats to the 
opposition yesterday ahead of parliament’s new session but the 
ruling parties still have a 42-seat majority. After checking 170 
complaints it took 17 seats off the National Liberation Front, 
which has run the country for most of the time since it won inde-
pendence from France in 1962 and remains the biggest party. 

Middle East: An Iranian warship rescued a US-fl agged 
cargo ship from pirates in the Gulf of Oman last week. 
Sailors helped the Maersk Texas fend off several pirate 
boats north-east of Fujairah, United Arab Emirates. The 
Iranians have run anti-piracy patrols in the area since 
Somali raiders hijacked an Iranian-charted ship in 2008.

Global Briefs

Dear friends,

Upon the triumph of the Revolution 
over the tyranny that had been 
brought to power and maintained 
by the United States and claimed 
more than 20,000 Cuban lives, the 
American administration began 
taking aggressive actions against 
our country.

As early as March 10, 1959 the 
so-called Secret Agenda of the US 
Security Council included as one of its 
main items “bringing to power another 
government in Cuba” (at that time, 
nothing had been nationalised and the 
socialist nature of the Revolution had 
not been declared yet).

In line with the measures of eco-
nomic war that had been developed, 
on March 17, 1960 President Dwight 
D Eisenhower approved the so-called 
“Program of Covert Action against 
Castro Regime”, which consisted of 
four parts:
• The creation of a responsible 

and united Cuban opposition 
to Castro regime in Cuba and 
abroad.

• The development of mass media 
for the Cuban people, as part of a 
strong propaganda offensive.

• The creation and development 
in Cuba of a secret intelligence 
and action organisation, which 
would be sensitive to orders and 
instructions of the opposition in 
exile.

• The development of a 
paramilitary force outside Cuba 
for future guerrilla actions.

In the 1990s, the government of 
George Bush Senior continued the 
same policy against Cuba, orchestrat-
ing new campaigns and accusing Cuba 
of committing terrorist acts, engaging 
in drug traffi cking and human rights 
violations. This was followed later by 
his son George W Bush.

All this was in accordance with 
the US National Security Council 
Directive 17, which stated: “To create 
public pressure against Cuba in order 
to prevent public opinion, especially 
in the United States and Europe, from 
limiting the policy of confrontation 
towards the Cuban government.”

Throughout these 50 years, US 
administrations have supported the 
organisational efforts, guidance, 
funding and propaganda of certain 
individuals, who are eager for easy 
funding and other political or profi t-
able purposes, including the access to 
international media. Said administra-
tions have granted false union recog-
nition to these individuals, which are 
neither recognised nor even known by 
workers in any workplace. To achieve 
this, the current administration has 
spent US$20 million this year alone.

All this was carried out in a 
continued hostile atmosphere that 
included the adoption, in different 
moments, of measures aimed at inten-
sifying the criminal blockade, which 
is condemned by the Cuban people 
and has been condemned by the over-
whelming majority of the international 
community on 19 occasions. The 

blockade deprives Cubans of means to 
attain development, and even worse; 
it prevents them from the possibility 
to obtain food, medicines and medi-
cal equipment, which are essential to 
saving lives.

In this regard, during the last two 
years, punitive measures have been 
further intensifi ed against banks, 
companies and institutions from third 
countries having some economic rela-
tion with Cuba. These elements have 
been supported even by sending letters 
to entrepreneurs and governments, 
threatening them with retaliation and 
demanding them to sever ties with 
Cuba, thus ignoring the needs and 
dangers to which they expose their 
own people.

These individuals also dissemi-
nate false information and unleash 
campaigns through the international 
media, for which they feed on mil-
lions of dollars approved by the US 
government through the publicly 
known Bush Plan against Cuba. Said 
individuals engage in propaganda 
work and activism in favor of the 
blockade and the aggressive plans of 
the Administration. We must recall 
also that this macabre plan, which has 
not been offi cially eliminated by the 
current administration, includes the 
use of international forums such as 
the International Labour Organisation 
(ILO), to discredit Cuba and make it 
appear as a country ignoring the law 
and violating all rights, thus justifying 
the US policy against our country.

The latest evidence of their true 
political mercenary intentions were 
their provocations they tried to stage 
for foiling the visit by the Supreme 
Pontiff Benedict XVI to Cuba last 
April, for which they received means, 
guidance and funding from organisa-
tions linked to the US government 
in Miami.

Recently, these individuals sent, 
under the aegis and guidance of the 
United States, accusations against 
Cuba to the ILO containing countless 
diatribes and forgeries in order to 
obtain the recognition that they are 
unable to obtain internally. They go 
to Cuba-friendly organisations, affi li-
ated to the International Trade Union 
Confederation, in order to create 
confusion and claim their support for 
a possible membership in the ITUC.

Likewise, and as part of said cam-
paign, they have requested the ILO 
to include Cuba on the fi nal list of 
countries that should give an account 
of union rights violations to the ILO’s 
Committee on the Application of 
Standards and Conventions, thus 
trying to get an international sound-
ing board to achieve their political 
purposes. Echoing this destructive 
campaign, Cuba has already been 
included on the preliminary list 
for the 101st International Labour 
Conference.

Should this malicious request 
come to fruition, the ITUC would be 
led to violate the ILO Convention 98, 
which in its Article 2 states: “shall be 
deemed to constitute acts of inter-
ference, within the meaning of this 

Article, in particular, acts which are 
designed to promote the establishment 
of workers’ organisations under the 
domination of employers’ organisa-
tions, or to support workers’ organisa-
tions by fi nancial or other means with 
the object of placing such organisa-
tions under the control of employers 
or employers’ organisations.”

In the particular case of these 
“independent unionists”, we should 
never forget that the employer, organ-
iser, fi nancier and entity providing 
guidance and orientation is no other 
than the government of the world’s 
greatest superpower: the United 
States. We should not overlook either 
the purely political and conspiratorial 
purpose of these pseudo organisa-
tions, which is the exact reason why 
most of these individuals are granted 
special passes to have free access to 
the United States Interests Section 
in Havana and use computer equip-
ment from some diplomatic offi ces in 
Cuba; the governments of which adopt 
unfriendly stances against our country.

Only a few days ago, in the con-
text of May 1 celebrations, millions 
of Cuban workers walked the streets 
and demonstrated in clear support of 
the Revolution and its achievements, 
an occasion on which we were joined 
by more than 1,900 unionist friends 
and social fi ghters from 117 countries, 
who had the chance to experience 
once again the reality of our country 
and to see for themselves the mali-
cious and deceitful nature of these 
campaigns.

This is why we, being aware of 
the opportunistic and cynical efforts 
made by these individuals to sow 
confusion among friends of the 
Confederation of Cuban Workers and 
Cuba and to consequently use the 
ITUC and even ILO through the ITUC 
as a political platform against Cuba, 
write to you to provide you with 
details of the real nature and purposes 
of these so-called “organisations” so 
you may take, with due knowledge 
and information, your decision with 
regard to this matter.

With a fraternal embrace,
Confederation of 

Cuban Workers 
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Vegans against cruelty

Last February, I was shocked, as 
were many in NSW, when video 
footage from a Hawkesbury Valley 
abattoir showed scenes of extreme 
cruelty, including a worker who 
bashed a pig over the head with 
a metal bar and sheep being hung 
by their legs while still conscious. 
The abattoir was shut down, but 
that cruelty now has licence to 
continue – the plant reopened after 
only a $5,200 fi ne.

It’s outrageous that the price 
on cruelty has been set so low. The 
abuses at the Hawkesbury plant are 
not isolated incidents. Animal welfare 
breeches have been uncovered in all 
10 of NSW’s abattoirs that kill pigs 
and cows, including animals who are 
not stunned properly and are dismem-
bered while still conscious.

The incident is another reminder 
of why I’m vegan, and it reinforces 

my view that the only way to pre-
vent this cruelty to animals is not 
to eat them. Many meat-eaters have 
expressed shock at the paltry penalty, 
but people should realise this is the 
reality when we raise and slaughter 
animals for food.

I say the best way to prevent these 
horrifi c abuses from recurring is to 
stop paying for it with our dollars – by 
going vegan. Websites from groups 
like PETA have helpful information 
for getting started.

Fawn Porter
Sydney

Duty-free tobacco cut 
will raise revenue, 
improve health
The Australian government’s 
reduction in duty-free tobacco 
sales, announced in the budget, has 
been welcomed by health leaders.

Under existing rules, inbound 
travellers aged over 18 were allowed 
to bring in 250 cigarettes or 250g of 
tobacco products tax-free – this will 
be cut to 50 cigarettes or 50g. 

Tax- and duty-free products 
undermine health goals and result in 
signifi cant revenue losses. It makes 
no sense for government to give tax 
breaks to the tobacco industry and its 
deadly addictive products.

This is a win-win for govern-
ment – they’ll raise an extra $600 
million over four years, and end this 

anachronistic concession for our lead-
ing cause of death and disease.

Around 320 million duty-free cig-
arettes are sold in Australia each year. 
Cutting this allowance will reduce 
another form of tobacco promotion, 
support world-leading government 
initiatives like plain packaging, and 
save taxpayers millions.

Anne Jones
Chief Executive

Action on Smoking and Health 
(ASH)

Siege: The last stand 
of an excluded man
The disturbance and fear in the 
Melbourne suburb of Keilor dur-
ing the two day seige was totally 
unnecessary. That is part of the 
cost of ignoring a proposal around 
Chris Binse seven years ago, for 
a peer mentoring project as an 
alternative to prison.

Since then the government 
has built two more prisons and 13 
Community Offenders Support 
Programs, spending a billion dollars 
each year to fester problems creating 
more Chrises, rather than strength-
ening our communities using the 
principles of inclusion.

In February 2005 Justice Action 
accepted a mentoring role with Chris 
Binse, then described as the most dan-
gerous prisoner in NSW, meeting him 
on release after 13 years in prison. 

During his imprisonment he had been 
leg-shackled and handcuffed. He told 
the media: “I was denied parole on 
at least four occasions because I was 
allegedly too dangerous. Yet they 
release me now with no housing or 
job. Do they want me to reoffend?”.

Justice Action presented his good-
ness and potential to the media and 
MPs including Andrew Humpherson 
and Gladys Berejiklian. Community 
and victim groups supported an 
expansion of the successful peer-
mentoring project to include funding. 
Chris presented a survey of Goulburn 
prisoners showing their eagerness to 
change, and yet lack opportunity to 

learn and absence of incentives such 
as earned release. But the government 
wasn’t interested.

Corrective Services was embar-
rassed by the presentation of such a 
likeable person breaking the stere-
otype. Chris Binse wasn’t going to 
get any help and didn’t. Justice Action 
couldn’t maintain him through the 
social enterprise Breakout Media 
Communications. Last week the 
prison system gave itself another 
victory by its failure – and we all 
pay the costs.

Brett Collins
Justice Action Coordinator

www.justiceaction.org.au
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The empire 
in trouble
Did you see the lengthy TV interview last 
week with the CIA whistleblower talking 
about how the US government has become 
increasingly enamoured of the use of torture, 
which the CIA of course is expected to 
administer? Many, perhaps most, CIA agents 
would not hesitate to use torture. And of 
course, the Pentagon’s notorious School of 
the Americas actually trains interrogators 
– military, security and police interroga-
tors – from South and Central America in 
torture techniques.

For others however, torture is not what 
they joined the CIA for. They joined to “protect 
American values” and democracy. It must 
be a fearsome shock to their ideals and their 
consciences to learn the sordid truth.

The USA’s infamous record however 
does not even put a dent in Hilary Clinton’s 
composure as she lectures the world about the 
rule of law and her government’s determination 
to “defend democracy”. I believe that condition 
is called moral bankruptcy and she is by no 
means the only imperialist leader to suffer 
from it.

All the major imperialist powers – USA, 
Britain, France and Germany – backed up 
by their junior partners including Australian 
imperialism, are shamelessly intervening in 
the internal affairs of other countries, initiating 
assassinations (and now blatantly using pilotless 
aircraft to publicly carry them out) and funding 
and arming mercenary armies of “insurgents” 
to foment civil war.

It may appear at fi rst sight, especially after 
the catastrophe that NATO infl icted on the 
people of Libya and its continuing efforts to do 
the same in Syria, that the world’s progressive 
forces are powerless against imperialism’s 
ruthless determination to reorder the world for its 
own benefi t. But I believe that view is deceptive.

Imperialism in fact has been forced onto the 
back foot. It is still very powerful, of course, but 
it is also in deep trouble. Its global economic 
system is in disarray. Even if the capitalists’ 
dire predictions of fi nancial disaster manage to 
frighten enough people to secure victory for the 
Right in the Greek elections, economic distress 
and fi nancial turmoil is now endemic in Europe. 
There will certainly be more demonstrations, 
protests and riots.

In the meantime there has been a seismic 
shift in the alignment of economic powers that 
would not be at all to the liking of imperialism. 
The richest capitalist economies display very 
little growth in their gross domestic product 
(GDP). Nil or even negative growth in the GDP 
is a sign of economic stagnation. This year, the 
top seven capitalist economies, the so-called 
G7, secured only 9.5 percent of world GDP 
growth. On the other hand, the so-called BRICS 
countries (Brazil, Russia, India, China and South 
Africa) – usually treated as also-rans by their 
major capitalist rivals – provided a whopping 
56 percent of world GDP growth.

True, the BRICS countries have a long 
way to go to reach the level of economic 
development of their G7 rivals, but at the 
rate they’re going it won’t take too long. 
Meanwhile, the G7 countries are falling into 
recession. The richest of them, the USA, once 
the world’s industrial powerhouse, is actually 
becoming de-industrialised. Vast swathes of 
closed and shuttered factory towns litter the 
US country-side.

President Obama boldly declares he’s 
going to rebuild American industry. But it’s 
not there anymore. The bosses of global 
capitalism have no interest in the welfare of the 
American worker, only in their own wellbeing. 
Globalisation meant they could boost their 
profi ts by shifting production from countries like 
the USA, with a unionised workforce and a high 
standard of living (at least in the industrial part 
of the country) to Brazil, India or China, where 
labour is cheaper and tax and other legislation 
is much softer.

This is good news for the BRICS countries’ 
economies, but leaves the G7 countries high 
and dry, more victims of the chaotic unplanned 
system known as capitalism.

The volume of trade within the BRICS bloc 
grew almost tenfold from $27 billion in 2002 
to $250 billion in 2011. More worrying still for 
imperialism, it is predicted that by 2035, the 
BRICS countries will outrun the G7 in terms 
of their economic potential.

No wonder the imperialist powers are trying 
so hard to get their hands on everybody else’s 
energy reserves!

If the Left can successfully unite the people 
behind the working class and strengthen the 
movement for socialism, now is the time to do it. 

At the same time the bourgeoisie is undoubtedly 
looking for a demagogue who can become a 
potential leader for their traditional response 
to developing working class power: fascism. 
The bourgeois media’s promotion of the female 
French fascist (accompanied by hypocritical 
expressions of shock and horror) who briefl y 
threatened to run for President was a warning 
of what could be forthcoming there.

Changing the subject entirely: did you see 
where Meredith Alexander, the environmentalist 
who had been appointed with much fanfare 
to be “ethics Tsar” of the upcoming London 
Olympics, resigned that post in protest at the 
ethical position of a number of the Games’ 
corporate sponsors. These sponsors include Rio 
Tinto, Dow and BP.

BP is famous for its massive and 
ecologically disastrous oil spills, Rio Tinto 
is known all over the world (and not just in 
Australia) for ripping up the environment and 

polluting the planet’s atmosphere in its ruthless 
quest for black gold and other stuff dug out of 
the ground. Dow is infamous for developing and 
making lots of money from the hideous Agent 
Orange; it owns Union Carbide but will have 
no truck with the idea that it somehow should 
compensate the victims of Union Carbide’s 
Bhopal poison gas disaster when 15,000 were 
killed and tens of thousands injured.

Meredith Alexander told a meeting in 
London last month: “The modern Olympics were 
founded here in the UK to promote peace and 
understanding between the peoples of the world. 
The Olympic values are all about celebrating 
our common humanity.

“But the Olympics is also big business. 
There is an expensive machine behind the 
Games that is funded by corporate sponsors. 
Sadly, when these sponsors are selected, money 
talks much more loudly than values.” 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

Hilary Clinton lectures the world about
 the rule of law and her government’s 

determination to “defend democracy”. 

www.CPACPA.org.au
Over 13 years of articles from The Guardian

Over 9 years of Pete’s Corner cartoons

Australian Marxist Review going back to 1993

Make use of the extensive Resource Section 
which includes party documents & classic Communist literature

Keep up-to-date with the latest topics & campaigns

Find out about rallies, forums & socials in your area – 
bookmark the What’s On page

CHECK OUT



11The Guardian
May 30 2012 Worth Watching

The Guardian
Editorial Offi ce

74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010
Ph: 02 9699 8844 Fax: 02 9699 9833

Email:guardian@cpa.org.au
Editor: Tom Pearson

Published by
Guardian Publications Australia Ltd
74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010

Printed by Spotpress
24-26 Lilian Fowler Place Marrickville 2204

Responsibility for electoral comment
is taken by T Pearson,

74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010

Special offer subscription to The Guardian
10 issues: $10* 12 MONTHS: $88 ($80 conc.) 6 months: $45 ($40)
NAME:    ___________________________________________________
ADDRESS: ___________________________________________________

_______________________________________POSTCODE:____________

Pay by  Cheque Money order (Payable to “Guardian Publications”)

Phone in details on 02 9699 8844
Or send to: Guardian Subscriptions

 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010, Australia

or by credit card:  Mastercard  Visa *$20 minimum on cards

Card # _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _
Amount: ________ Expiry Date: ____/____  Date: ________
Signature:________________________________________

Sun 3 Jun –
Sat 9 Jun 

What role did plants play in 
the evolution of life on 

Earth? According to botanist Professor 
Iain Stewart, they were not only a part 
of it, they played the key role.

He sets it all forth in the three-
part BBC series How To Grow A 
Planet (ABC1 Sundays at 7.30pm 
from June 3). Like so many experts 
pushing a particular barrow, he does 
not present an all round case but 
concentrates on his particular aspect 
to the virtual exclusion of all others. 
This ends in his seeming to overstate 
his case: you could end up thinking 
that plants played the only role in 
the evolution of life on Earth worth 
mentioning!

That is unfortunate because it is 
actually a distortion of his thesis. He 
is merely trying to emphasise to his 
viewers that the role played by plants 
is highly signifi cant, even crucial.

Professor Stewart travels to 
various countries in the course of 
the program to demonstrate the role 
of plants: how they created oxygen 
and soil, how it was their activity 
that allowed amphibians to leave the 
water, how they were involved in 
the rise – and fall – of the dinosaurs, 
and in the fi nal part of the series, the 
extraordinary role played by grass.

The locations are often 
extraordinary, from huge caves in 
Vietnam to giant Sequoias in America 
(the oldest living and tallest things 
on the planet). Extraordinary too 

are the state-of-the-art photographic 
techniques in use here, techniques 
that for the fi rst time actually show 
plants breathing and even talking to 
each other.

The series is by defi nition dry, but 
if you have any interest in the world 
around us then it should also prove 
fascinating.

The feature-length documen-
tary in this week’s Sunday 

Best slot (ABC2 Sunday June 3 at 
8.30pm) is We Were Here by David 
Weissman and Bill Weber, a moving 
account of the devastating effect AIDS 
had on the previously fl ourishing 
gay community in San Francisco in 
the 1980s.

Since the 1960s, San Francisco 
had been a hotbed of revolutionary 
politics (movements like SDS – 
Students for a Democratic Society 
– and the like) as well as hippie 
groups preaching love and escaping 
the capitalist rat-race by getting high. 
By the ’70s, these two movements had 
spawned a third, a belief that being 
gay was simultaneously an expression 
of sexual freedom and revolution. A 
concomitant of that belief was the 
idea that the more sex one had, the 
freer and more revolutionary one was.

So-called bathhouses fl ourished, 
where young gay men were 
encouraged to have more one-on-
one physical couplings than had 
previously been thought possible. 
The situation was ripe for a sexually 
transmitted disease of some sort to 
run riot. And it did.

The big question, and one that the 
fi lm avoids completely, is whether 
that disease arose spontaneously (i.e. 
accidentally) or was introduced into 
the community deliberately. As far as 
the Right in America was concerned, 
the Civil Rights movement, SDS, the 
Anti-War movement, the Hippies, 
Gay Liberation and Women’s Lib all 
threatened the Establishment and the 
“American Way of Life”. Rightwing 
religious pundit Gerry Falwell is 
shown in a televised address plugging 
his line that AIDS was simply God’s 

punishment for the sinful behaviour 
of the gay community.

At the time, East German 
scientists declared that the AIDS virus 
was man-made and even named the 
US Army establishment where they 
said it had been produced, before 
being tested on selected US prison 
populations, whence it moved (or 
was moved) into the civilian gay 
population.

This claim was met with ferocious 
ridicule from US government 
propaganda sources and soon 
disappeared from the capitalist press. 
It resurfaced recently with a lot more 
credence and less denials now that 
AIDS has faded away.

Curiously, in the circumstances, 
the question of the origin of AIDS is 
not even raised in Weissman‘s fi lm. 
But he’s an American, and patriotism 
is a big thing with them. Even so, 
you’d expect the gay community to be 
very interested in any claim that AIDS 
had been part of a deliberate attempt 
to destroy an “opposition” life-style.

As it is, the fi lm concentrates on 
the human aspect, the hellish loss of 
life, the ghastly nature of the condition 
and the fearsome speed with which 
it killed, as well as the heroism of 
sections of the community who nursed 
the sick and dying when no one knew 
for sure how it was even transmitted.

This is a fi lm about how a large 
group of human beings faced a terrible 
threat which many of them did not 
survive. It is worth watching.

There was a series a year or 
two ago (from Aardman 

Animation I think) in which casual 
comments from people in the street or 
at the seaside were recorded and then 
matched to animated clay animals, to 
quite humorous effect.

This year we have something 
similar, but without the animation. 
In an extension of the common 
practice of putting funny captions 
to photographs of animals with odd 
expressions on their faces, we have 
a new series Walk On The Wild Side 
(ABC1 Saturdays at 5.30pm from 

June 9). Wildlife cinematography 
has been used for the visuals, with 
“suitable” dialogue provided by 
English writer, actor, comedian and 
broadcaster Jason Manford and his 
friends.

Stephen Fry does guest 
voiceover’s in some episodes as a 
“British natural treasure”, and Rolf 
Harris also does guest voiceovers.

It’s hardly side-splitting stuff, but 
it is clever and brings at least a smile 
at the incongruity of the animals’ 
“thoughts” and the visuals.

Another new series that also 
brings a smile starts this 

week: Death In Paradise (ABC1 
Saturdays at 7.30pm from June 9). 
Set on a tiny island in the Caribbean, 
an obscure remnant of the British 
Empire, it stars Ben Miler as a 
detective from the Met who is sent 
there – much against his inclinations 
– to solve the murder of the island’s 
police chief. Needless to say, when he 
has done it, he fi nds himself posted 
there as the new chief. 

Rob Gowland
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Richard Titelius

In resource rich Western Australia the devel-
opment of non-renewable energy is fuelling 
the state’s booming economy from natural 
gas from the north west shelf to uranium 
mining in the Murchison and northern 
goldfi elds and unconventional gas reserves 
in the Midwest and southern Kimberleys.

However, all but one of these forms of 
energy must undertake or at least go through the 
motions of an environmental impact assessment 
overseen by the state’s environmental watchdog 
the Environmental Protection Authority.

With this lack of regulation and transpar-
ency in mind, state Greens Upper House MP 
Alison Xamon has proposed the implementation 
of a moratorium until these issues have been 
resolved. To bring these issues to the attention 
of the public so that they can bring pressure to 
bear on their elected representatives Ms Xamon 
spoke at a public meeting at the Woodvale 
Community Centre in the northern suburbs of 
Perth attended by over 30 people.

Ms Xamon gave a brief overview of frack-
ing and how it can be a hazard to people’s health 
and the environment before providing details of 
the moratorium which she proposed to introduce 
into the parliament.  

In this era of high energy demand the easier 
sources of energy such as coal, oil and natural 
gas are rapidly coming to an end and this is 
putting pressure on companies to explore and 
bring to market more “extreme” and often more 
costly forms of non renewable energy which 
includes coal seam, shale and tight gas. The 
latter two forms which have been opened up to 
prospecting for the various forms of unconven-
tional gas for an area covering over 10 percent 
of Western Australia.

The most lucrative reserves of unconven-
tional gas lie in the Canning Basin and are 
believed to contain more than two thirds of 
the shale gas in Western Australia.  However, 
the exploitation of these reserves also poses 
considerable risks to the environment, human 
health and the vitality of rural communities 
and agriculture.

The reasons for this involve the nature of 
fracking as a mining process and the lax regimes 
for its environmental assessment and regulation.

Fracking involves drilling a well horizon-
tally into the shale where gas can be found.  In 
the case of WA, most of these wells must be 
drilled to over 4,000 metres to depths where 
ancient rock formations exist dating back to the 
Permian and Cretaceous periods. It is known 
that the end of both of these periods was marked 
by the biggest mass extinctions of life on this 
planet (95 percent of all life forms), especially 
the Permian period which saw large quantities 
of highly toxic gases such as carbon dioxide, 
hydrogen sulphide and methane gases released 
into the atmosphere; the latter of these gases 
methane being 70 times more potent than carbon 
dioxide as a greenhouse gas inducing agent.

When the companies that drill down to these 
levels where the shale rock contains deposits of 
these gases (and occasionally oil) they then turn 
the drill horizontally for some distance before 
detonating charges in the pipe to fracture the 
shale or tight rock formations containing the gas.

A mixture of water, sand and chemicals is 
pumped at very high pressure into the fi ssures 

caused by these detonations. The type of 
chemicals which are pumped into the fi ssures 
depends on the type of rock formations which 
are down there and contain the gas. Some of 
these chemicals can be quite toxic (and at times 
carcinogenic) on their own but they can also 
mix with whatever else is down there from 
the Permian and Cretaceous Periods and when 
this comes to the surface with the waste water 
from this process it must be stored somewhere 
safely for a long period of time. It has also 
been observed in the United States that toxic 
gas clouds have formed over operational wells 
which have caused a number of illnesses to 
populations living in the vicinity, quite apart 
from the poisoning of ground water and aquifers 
from gas passing up through porous rock and 
sand located at these operations.

The latter has been the cause of many of the 
protests and general uproar which has occurred 
in Queensland and New South Wales leading to 
the NSW Legislative Council releasing a report 
on the Coal Seam (or unconventional gas) Gas 
industry stating there were serious defi ciencies 
in the land use policy of the of the current gov-
ernment especially as it relates to agricultural 
land use and how it affects populations living in 
urban and coastal areas. Though raising doubts 
about the environmental and public health risks 
of the CSG industry, the pro business Liberal 
government has not yet seen fi t to impose a 
moratorium on the industry until all future 
costs which will arise from the operation of 
this industry are factored into the real cost of 
this energy resource.

In Western Australia, meanwhile, Ms 
Xamon raised the spectre of the large amounts 
of water required for the fracking process espe-
cially in regions of WA where mean average 
rainfall was declining i.e the Midwest around 
Badgingarra, Coorow, Eneabba and Gingin 
where a number of exploratory wells have 
been drilled.  Exploratory wells had also been 
drilled over a 40 year period in a gas fi eld 
area north east of the Margaret River region 
where a proposal for a coal mine was recently 
killed off as a result of public pressure. But 
all these wells were a failure commercially 
(e.g. the Whicher Range Gasfi eld) despite a 
number of different methods and locations 
being tried. These failures are well documented 
on the Department of Mining and Petroleum’s 
website (www.dmp.wa.gov.au) and should make all 
citizens very concerned about what the mining 
companies shoved into the earth to bring the 
gas up and what toxic chemicals in all likeli-
hood came back up from these ancient depths.

The farmers and local government authori-
ties in these marginal agricultural areas have 
recently fallen on hard times due to a drying 
climate and the way the regulations of the 
Department operate in regards to fracking explo-
ration have sidelined and disempowered them.

This has provoked the farmers in these 
Midwest municipalities where fracking is tak-
ing place to form an alliance to take action and 
have attracted an unlikely ally in the Western 
Australian Farmers Federation…a development 
not dissimilar to that which has occurred in the 
Eastern States. With a state election to take 
place in early 2013, this will potentially split 
the National Party which normally does quite 
well electorally in these locations according to 
Ms Xamon.

Like all citizens who have dug deep into the 
detail of what unconventional gas or fracking is 
all about Alison Xamon is appalled by the lack 
of transparency and environmental regulation 
of this industry including the total lack of mate-
rial safety data sheets on the chemicals mixed 
in with water and pumped down the wells as 
part of the fracking process.  Ms Xamon said 
this was because a US corporation, Halliburton 
owns the patent for most of the chemicals used 
in the fracking process and the free access 
of this information would break commercial 
confi dentiality.

An article on fracking in the April 11, 
2011, issue of Time Magazine noted that, 
“it was not for nothing that … in the 2005 
energy bill there is a provision which pre-
vents the Environmental Protection Agency 
from regulating hydraulic fracturing that 
has been nicknamed the Halliburton loop-
hole.” Notwithstanding these limitations at 
a federal level in the USA, on a state level 
Environmental Protection Authority’s  (EPA) do 
regulate fracking and in one state Pennsylvania, 
the Department of Environmental Protection 
in 2010, issued 1,218 violations, out of 1,944 
wells it had inspected ranging in offences from 
littering to spills on drill sites – not counting 
explosions from methane contamination and 
wells that have blown out.

Australia has signed up to an international 
agreement to reduce greenhouse gases by 
20 percent by 2020, and to climb on board 

unconventional gas exploitation as well as the 
conventional coal and gas extraction which is 
continuing at an alarming rate, will make that 
target even more diffi cult if not impossible to 
achieve.

It is for this reason and for the proven 
and unproven hazards of the extraction of this 
resource and its current lack of transparency 
and regulation that Alison Xamon, MLC for the 
East Metropolitan Region of Perth, is calling 
for a “moratorium on all unconventional gas 
exploration and mining in WA”. This is until 
such time as it can be assured that such activi-
ties will: (1) Have no impact on local land users 
and (2) Be governed by government regulations 
that ensure absolute transparency, rigorous inde-
pendent testing and liability for contamination 
to be born by the companies which conduct the 
operations-rather than the government”. For full 
details see www.alisonxamon.org.au.

It is anticipated that this motion will be 
debated in the parliament’s Upper House in the 
second half of May 2012.
In WA fracking is regulated by the 
Department of Mining and Petroleum 
which has signed a Memorandum of 
Understanding with the EPA over when 
it will assess any fracking proposals. 
Concerns have been raised by Ms Xamon 
that DMP have not been doing any 
environmental assessments and that the 
EPA claims it does not have the authority 
to conduct them. 

“What the Frack!”
A public forum on Fracking in Western Australia 
by Greens MLC Alison Xamon


