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The ACTU Congress gave a whiff of the 
current parlous state of affairs. Big business 
interests have sensed that time is ripe for a 
renewed assault on workers’ rights. Union 
leaderships are being bombarded with the 
message that their role is in question and 
that they should think in terms of “collabo-
ration” if they are to have a future at all. At 
the ACTU Congress a recurring theme was 
that unions’ function was to ease Australian 
workers through the tough times ahead 
and not resist “change”. There was little 
talk of a fi ght back against the assault now 
underway on workers’ pay and conditions, 
though there was some sabre-rattling about 
what unions should do in the event of an 
Abbott-led federal government. It’s hardly 
what the doctor ordered.

A report on proposed changes to the Fair 
Work Act is now in the hands of Workplace 
Relations Minister Bill Shorten. Pressure has 
come mostly from one direction – to weaken 
the status of unions and to extend the scope 
of cowboy arrangements that have taken root 
in the industrial relations system in Australia.

Former ACTU luminary Martin Ferguson 
has led the charge. He says workers in the 
resource sector shouldn’t use any leverage 
they may have at the moment because their 
successors may not have a similar advantage. 
The implication is that the mining transnation-
als might have mercy on future generations of 
Australians workers if the current batch shows 
signs of submissiveness. That’s not how the 
history of the Australian working class reads, 
however. The lesson to be drawn from that 
continuing saga is that “if you don’t fi ght 
you lose”.

Opinions are divided on what form the 
future “collaboration” should take. Hawke/
Keating-era minister Simon Crean has a rosy 
recollection of the Prices and Incomes Accord 
that springs to mind whenever the word “col-
laboration” is mentioned. The co-option of 
union leaderships in those years blunted union 
wage demands (and removed much on-the-job 
organisation) in return for such dubious benefi ts 
as the superannuation guarantee. The downside 
of the “reform”, not highlighted at the time, was 
that this measure would assist the privatisation 
of the state’s former obligation to retired workers 

and provide a pot of investment dollars for a 
capitalist class too reckless to maintain a stable 
fund of its own.

Current ACTU secretary Dave Oliver is a 
bit more realistic. He says we can’t go back 
to a 1980s-style “corporatist” wages accord. 
He could have added that we can’t go back 
because the bosses have conquered so much 
legislative territory that it is largely irrelevant. 
We no longer have a centralised wage fi xation 
system guaranteeing pay rates across industries. 
Workers in unorganised sectors of the labour 
market are almost completely exposed to merci-
less “market forces”.

Back to the future?
Despite the Accord’s negative legacy, class 

collaboration is back on the agenda. There was 
much talk of it at the Prime Minister’s Economic 
Forum held in Brisbane last month. ACTU 
secretary Dave Oliver spoke of the “need” for 
“industry councils where unions, the employ-
ers and government can identify problems and 
develop solutions.”

“We have a shared interest in a prosperous 
economy, and unions are keen to participate in 
taskforces in industries like tourism, hospitality, 
fi nance, construction, mining, and childcare and 
to plan infrastructure, skills and public services,” 
Mr Oliver said.

He highlighted these industries because they 
are in sectors suffering from the high exchange 
rate of the Australian dollar, among other prob-
lems. He also said that the Economic Forum 
shouldn’t become a platform for the ideology 
of “diminished public services, less regulation, 
lower corporate tax and fewer workplace rights.”

The fundamental fl aw in the whole notion 
of a “shared interest in a prosperous economy” 
is that it denies the reality of irreconcilable 
class interests. It doesn’t ask the basic ques-
tion “prosperity for whom?” The cold hard fact 
is that, regardless of whether we have a high 
dollar or low dollar, high infl ation or low, high 
interest rates or low ones, the bosses’ ideology 
described by Mr Oliver doesn’t change.

If any proof were needed we need only look 
at the booming resource sector where fortunes 
are being made by the transnationals involved. 
Despite the super profi ts, they are pushing for 
circumstances where even greater fortunes 
can be made at the expense of workers’ pay 
and conditions. At established projects, unions 

already have to compete to be the “negotiating 
agents” for workers. Destroying the unity of the 
workers and their ability to defend their interests 
is another central plank of the bosses’ ideology. 
Now they want the same chaos to apply to new 
projects with their “greenfi eld agreements”.

“The requirement to negotiate exclusively 
with unions means that major projects may 
be exposed to unreasonable wage demands,” 
Australian Petroleum and Exploration 
Association CEO David Byers said recently. 
“Given project schedule demands and the costs 
of delay, this may leave project construction 

management with little option to concede, 
ratcheting up project construction costs.”

Big business interests have always and 
will always seek to remove workers’ bargain-
ing power and to leave them at the mercy of 
management.  Misery and humiliation follows 
whenever they succeed in disorganising their 
employees. Workers must resist the push for 
retrograde changes to the Fair Work Act that 
would expose them further to the designs of 
the transnationals and certainly reject the false 
notion of “shared interests” and “collaboration” 
with the capitalist class. 
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The NSW government says it will privatise a vast array of public 
services to achieve greater efficiency. That’s nonsense. Apart from 
the massive job cuts involved, virtually everything they propose 
involves a replacement or duplication of existing infrastructure. If 
you want efficiency, look at the Guardian staff! You could count 
their numbers on two hands, and most of them are only part-time 
workers. However, we must admit that we also depend on our 
readers, who supply us with the occasional titbit of information. 
They also contribute to the Press Fund, which helps us meet our 
operating costs – and that’s what we’d like you to do this week, 
please, if you weren’t going to do so already! Many thanks to this 
week’s contributors, as follows:
Bernie Boson, in memory of Anne Duffy-Lindsay, $50 
Bryan Edmund, in loving memory of Anne Duffy-Lindsay, $50
Max Callahan $12, Vincent Coleman $100, Mark Mannion $5, HE 
Patterson $35, “Round Figure” $18
This week’s total: $270 Progressive total: $4,830

“Protectionism” and exploitation
The current neo-liberal free market policies being pursued 

by both the Labor and Liberal parties need to be seen in his-
torical context. The mantra that “protectionism” is bad for the 
economy is to both promote the idea that massive and growing 
profi ts are the solution and saviour of the economy, and that 
there is no alternative.

Historically, tariffs were a duty levied on imports with the 
objective of making the price of such goods higher, thereby giv-
ing a better opportunity for locally produced goods to compete. 
The Victorian state government was the fi rst to introduce tariffs 
in Australia in the 1860s. The aim was to protect the rising 
secondary industries which were beginning to be established.

The Victorian government also provided subsidies on agri-
cultural products to enable farmers to sell at prices competitive 
with similar products grown in other countries. Other state 
governments soon followed the Victorian lead. At this time, 
Federation had not taken place and there was no federal gov-
ernment. The states were, for all practical purposes, direct 
colonies of Britain.

With Federation and the formation of the first 
Commonwealth government in 1901, a tariff policy for the 
purpose of “protecting economic and effi cient Australian in-
dustries and granting preferential treatment to certain imports 
from countries in the Commonwealth” was adopted.

The ALP was a supporter of tariff protection. Its 1915 plat-
form, under the heading of “New Protection” called for the 
“encouragement of local industry” through bounties, excise 
rebates, protective tariffs and the encouragement of home 
consumption. But as the economic and trade problems of all 
industrialised countries increased “export more and import 
less” became the slogan. Tariff barriers were seen as serious 
obstacles.

We are now in the age of transnational corporations and 
giant monopolies whose manufacturing and trading operations 
span many nations. They want to move products freely around 
the world, use the most profi table and convenient raw material 
and energy sources, employ the cheapest labour. Also use the 
countries with the most favourable taxation policies and weakest 
laws governing employment, safety, health and environmental 
protection.

So we have mining giants here carrying out a ruthless po-
litical campaign against paying taxes. This is also behind the 
growing offensive against organised labour, in many cases in 
the name of “competitiveness” and “effi ciency”. As to what 
they mean in practice it is instructive to quote former prime 
minister Bob Hawke.

Speaking on the waterfront in 1991 he stated: “By year’s 
end, the national waterfront labour force will be cut by over 
1,500 – in anyone’s language a major gain in efficiency.” 
Australian ships will have “smaller, more effi cient crews.” 
Indeed, Ships of Shame with super-exploited foreign crews.

Wage restraint and cuts across industries and workplaces 
– the increased exploitation of labour – is at the top of the 
corporate agenda. Serious inroads are being made into all as-
pects: permanency, hours of work, holiday loadings, safety and 
health. Enterprise agreements and individual work contracts 
have resulted in very serious losses of conditions.

Sooner or later the working class will have to take the more 
far-reaching step of ending the system which is increasingly 
crisis ridden and reactionary. This will need the introduction of 
new principles which include economic planning and running 
the economy and trade for the benefi t of the working people. 
That is the road to the basic solution of the problems which 
are overtaking the people of Australia today.

Joint Statement

Iraqi trade unions 
in Basra denounce 
sham elections
Four Iraqi workers’ federations 
and their unions in Basra (please 
see signatures below) have met 
to state their official position 
regarding the sham workers elec-
tions conducted by the so-called 
“Preparatory Committee” set up 
by the Ministry of Labour and 
Social Affairs. This “Preparatory 
Committee” has invited a group 
of individuals – less than a dozen 
– who have no trade union affi li-
ations, to a meeting behind closed 
doors to hatch a conspiracy – 
through fake elections – to appoint 
an Executive Bureau for the trade 
union body, the General Federation 
of Workers (GFIW) in Basra.

In view of this, our meeting 
condemns this opportunistic move 
which has been endorsed and certainly 
blessed by the government. The meet-
ing reports the following:

The “Preparatory Committee” has 
falsifi ed elections by inviting a few 
individuals with no trade union cre-
dentials instead of the current GFIW 
executive of Basra.

This process is a means to delude 
working people that the GFIW is the 
only trade union structure in Iraq. It 
stands against the democracy which 
this group boasts about and is opposed 
to trade union pluralism.

The undersigned unions and fed-
erations in Basra, in defence of the 
trade union right to organise and to 
ensure pluralism for the trade union 
movement, therefore declare:

1. The meeting condemns the 
establishment of the offi cial prepara-
tory committee which has interfered 
blatantly in the internal affairs of 
unions and put obstacles to impede 
the free formation of trade union 
organisations, which is a clear viola-
tion of international conventions such 
as Convention No. 87 (1948).

2. The meeting condemns govern-
ment interference in the affairs of the 
unions and condemns those who are 
working – with government blessing 
and protection – to sabotage the work 
of free and democratic trade unionism. 
An example of this is the interference 
by the above-mentioned infamous 
“Preparatory Committee”.

3. The meeting condemns the 
government use of the notorious 
anti-union laws and decrees, such as 
Law No.150 of 1987, that constrain 
and inhibit trade union activities in 
key active Iraqi [public] sectors and 
deny trade union freedoms.

4. The meeting deplores the 
decrees that were issued by the 
[defunct] Governing Council, such 
as Decree No.3 of 2004, that were 
aimed at impeding the development 
of the workers movement and its trade 
union organisations.

We also demand:
1. That the government respects 

its responsibilities with regard to 
trade unionist freedoms, especially 
the rights to form and join unions in 
both the private and public sectors, 
and the right to free assembly and 
demonstration. The meeting would 
like to remind the government of its 
responsibility to respect its interna-
tional obligations toward interna-
tional conventions such as Convention 
No.87 and No.98 of 1948.

2. That the government stops the 
blatant interferences by dominant 
political parties and militias in order 
to politicize trade unionism and their 
attempts to dominate it.

3. The abolishment of the 
decisions made by the [defunct] 
Governing Council and the occupa-
tion government which impede trade 
union work defl ects it away from 
defending workers’ interests. We 
also demand that the government 

refrains from using the anti-union 
laws decreed by the former regime 
against the labour movement and its 
organisations in Iraq.

4. Speeding up the process for the 
enactment of a fair and just Labour 
Law that respects workers rights and 
guarantees the freedom of trade union 
organisation, assembly and demon-
stration and to strike, and preventing 
government interferences and the 
government-backed domination of 
political parties.

5. The involvement of all work-
ers federations and unions in Iraq 
without exception in any discussion 
relating to the Labour Law, whether 
being prepared by the government 
or in Parliament, in order to ensure 
that workers’ views are heard and to 
guarantee the rights of workers to 
organise themselves.

Based on the outcome of the 
meeting and as a result of trade union 
solidarity and coordination among the 
federations and unions present, it has 
been decided to form a Coordinating 
Committee for trade union work in 
Basra, from the participants in this 
meeting.

Long live Iraq
Long live the trade union move-

ment in Iraq
Signatories:

General Federation of Iraqi 
Workers in Basra (GFIW)

General Federation of trade 
Unions and Workers 

Councils in Basra

Iraqi Federation of Oil Unions 
(IFOU)

Union of Engineering 
Professionals in Southern 

Electricity Sector

June 2012 

Sydney
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The Lives on Hold report com-
missioned by the ACTU on the 
growth of insecure work illustrates 
the impact of the various forms 
of insecure employment and how 
employers exploit and abuse their 
vulnerability.

Gabrielle was one of a number 
of workers who gave evidence to the 
inquiry. She was employed as a casual 
working 38 hours per week through 
a labour hire company with no sick 
leave or annual leave entitlements. 

“When a person can only choose 
between casual employment (which 
benefi ts the employer and not the 
employee), and unemployment, then 
this is not a free market … It is a very 
unhealthy way to live as it causes a 
great deal of fi nancial, emotional and 
psychological stress, especially in 
times of sickness and unpaid public 
holidays,” Gabrielle told the inquiry.

“They want all casuals to be avail-
able 24/7 without exceptions, or risk 
not being called,” Joel a casual hospi-
tal assistant said. “Some weeks I will 
not work at all, and then sometimes I 
will not stop working for two weeks 
straight…. You never know if you are 
going to have enough to pay bills…”

The process of casualisation not 
only reduces the wages, working 
conditions and entitlements of work-
ers and ability of unions to organise, 
it undermines the rights of organised 
workers in more secure employment 
under an enterprise bargaining agree-
ment. It makes it more diffi cult for 
employers in competition with those 
using casual labour to continue doing 
“the right thing”.

One of the submissions quoted 
in the report is from Professors 
Rosemary Owens and Andrew Stewart 
of the University of Adelaide Law 
School. They make the telling point: 
“The concept of casual employment 
is entrenched in legislation such as 
the Fair Work Act 2009, which denies 
casuals entitlements to annual leave, 
paid personal leave and severance pay. 

But more importantly, it is enshrined 
in awards which make no attempt to 
confi ne its use to temporary short term 
or irregular engagements. As we and 
many other researchers have pointed 
out, this has led to a situation where a 
large number of ‘casuals’ are perform-
ing regular and predictable work.”

The report makes a number of 
recommendations for defi ning “casu-
al” work and calls for the extension of 
the National Employment Standards 
to all workers.

Cause of crisis
The growth of insecure work has 

risen to “crisis levels”. The process 
“has been driven by the internation-
alisation of our economy, rapid tech-
nological change, and changes to our 
household arrangements.” The report 
then says “the internationalisation of 
our economy was necessary to secure 
Australia’s future as a modern, open 
society – and an inevitable part of 
that project was changing the way we 
regulate our labour market.”

Its message is confused, at times 
becoming an apologist for the neo-
liberal economic policies and changes 
to industrial relations laws that have 
underpinned the development of the 
crisis. Then in another sentence it 
sees sham contracting arrangements 
as being “clearly designed to maxim-
ise profi t and minimise [employer] 
liabilities.”

It blames internationalisation in 
the abstract, instead of pointing to 
the real culprits – the transnational 
corporations, the fi nancial conglomer-
ates who have demanded deregulation 
of economic, fi nancial and labour 
markets to facilitate globalisation on 
their terms, in their interests and to 
boost their profi ts.

It correctly notes that the “struc-
ture of government funding in certain 
sectors such as education actually 
promotes greater casualisation, the 
misuse of fi xed-term contracting, the 
deterioration of working conditions 
and increased insecurity for those 
engaged in more permanent jobs.”

But it also claims: “Community 
expectations of what governments 
can do for citizens, and our policy 
makers’ preferred means of delivering 
services, have shifted in ways that 
have changed the nature of public 
sector employment.”

Policy has changed but have com-
munity expectations really changed? 
Liberal and Labor governments are on 
the nose for abandoning the traditional 
roles of government, are winding back 
services, starving education and health 
of funds and sacking public servants. 
The community does not support pri-
vatisation, casualisation or the other 
changes taking place.

“People change their work status 
much more frequently – moving 
between jobs, between education or 
caring and work, from unemployment 
to employment or from employment 
to retirement. These shifts have fur-
ther displaced the single breadwinner 
in full-time employment model of 
working life, and fed the demand for 
more part-time jobs.”

There are some groups who do 
seek part-time work – eg women 
with family responsibilities, older 
workers easing into retirement. But is 
it correct to suggest changes in work 
status are feeding demand for more 
part-time jobs? Or is it the reverse, 
that the employer drive for greater 
use of part-time and casual forms 
of employment that is forcing such 
changes onto workers?

Reform agenda
The report simultaneously seeks 

reforms to ameliorate the situation 
and adopts an almost a defeatist 
attitude. It says, “We must acknowl-
edge, however, that the shift towards 
the core and periphery model of the 
labour market is not a temporary 
phenomenon.

“It is the result of a major 
restructuring of our economy, and 
it is changing the nature of working 
life.” It does not consider there are 
other economic options, alternative 
policies that do not adopt what it 
aptly describes as the present “use-
and-throw-away” mentality of many 
employers.

The report makes a number of 
recommendations to widen the defi -
nition of “employee” and ensure that 
casual workers could also receive 
entitlements.

It proposes universality of 
labour law, where the defi nition of 
“employee” is widened and all work-
ers have access to basic entitlements 
and minimum and negotiated wages 

and working conditions. It calls for 
the licensing of body hire companies.

Its focus is on improving the 
wages and conditions of casual, 
contract and body hire workers and 
ensuring job security where the work 
is ongoing.

It is strong in its rejection of the 
use of “temporary overseas workers 
as a substitute for investing in the 
Australian workforce – an approach 
that employers and government are 
increasingly turning to.”

The report also calls for life-long 
learning and for reforms to Australia’s 
tax system and payment of welfare 
benefi ts which the present Labor 
government is unlikely to heed.

It calls for a stronger “safety net”, 
referring to the inadequacy of the 
NewStart Allowance and for the liquid 
assets waiting period be abolished for 
unemployed workers.

May’s ACTU Congress made 
a commitment to properly resource 
and further develop the Secure Jobs. 
Better Future campaign. The report 
will be studied and appropriate rec-
ommendations developed at the next 
meeting of the ACTU.

The issue of job security is an 
issue that affects all workers. It will 
require more than an inquiry and an 
ACTU Congress resolution to halt and 
reverse the huge setback that work-
ers have experienced in Australia. It 
requires an all out, united struggle by 
all unions, if the basic right to work 
is to be restored to the 40 percent 
of the workforce who are presently 
denied it. 

Australia

Pete’s Corner

Use and throw-away workers (Part 2)

Insecure employment 
and exploitation

Sydney

Demand more money for
public health, not for war

Thursday 12 July 4.30 – 5.30pm
Electoral Offi  ce of Minister for Health, Tanya Plibersek

150 Broadway, Chippendale (near Broadway shopping centre)

Rally with drones, submarines & marines on sti cks

www.keepwarfromourdoor.org
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Activist Michael Mansell says a 
Forest Agreement Bill introduced 
into the Tasmanian Parliament 
last month has the hallmarks of 
Joh Bjelke-Petersen’s 1985 “anti-
Mabo” legislation. The legal direc-
tor of the Tasmanian Aboriginal 
Centre says sections of the Bill 
– aimed at ending the state’s long-
running forest confl ict – have been 
added to lock Aboriginal people 
out of owning or managing any of 
the likely 500,000 hectares of land 
in question.

He said the Bill hands any Crown 
lands reserved to the Parks and 
Wildlife Service.

The TAC had previously entered 
into talks with Forestry Tasmania, 
which currently has tenure of the land, 
about managing the land.

Mr Mansell said the Bill was a 
Greens agenda to prevent Aboriginal 
management of reserved areas.

“The Greens don’t trust us, and 
have swayed government thinking,” 
he said.

“We were shocked to see an 
additional clause preventing Forestry 
Tasmania from leasing or sub-leasing 
any of the lands it controls.

“This is a clear reference to the 
possibility of FT leasing lands to 
Aboriginal people so that Aborigines 
can manage the lands, allow pub-
lic access and make money from 
tourism.”

Mr Mansell said another provi-
sion stating that “no compensation 
is payable to any person as a result 
of this agreement” had the hallmarks 

of anti-Mabo legislation struck down 
by the High Court in 1992.

“We will investigate whether, or 
not we can take legal action to claim 
compensation and have section 11 
struck out as being invalid,” he said.

“These trees were not grown 
by Forestry Tasmania, these trees 
were grown by our own people after 
burning, these trees are 500 or 600 
years old.

“They were here before white 
people came and they say we have 
no interest in the forest. Aborigines 
clearly have an interest.

“(The Bill) effectively precludes 
Aboriginal people from making any 
claims for compensation for the loss 
of trees that our people nurtured.”

A group of about 20 Aboriginal 
people with fl ags and placards voiced 
their objections outside of Parliament 
House as the Bill was being tabled.

Blatant tactic
Mr Mansell said the introduction 

of another “token” bill to return 148 
hectares of land to the Aboriginal 
community on the same day was a 
blatant political tactic, intended to 
confuse the debate about Aboriginal 
management of the forests.

“The tactic is designed to convey 
the false impression that the govern-
ment is pro-Aboriginal land rights,” 
he said.

“It is dirty politics and takes 
advantage of our weak position.”

Energy and Resources Minister 
Bryan Green said the accusations 
were unfair.

“We’re working with the 
Aboriginal community all the time 

on issues to make sure that we keep 
faith with the community,” he said.

Mr Mansell labelled the Forest 
Agreement Bill a straight betrayal 
of Aboriginal people, representing 
a rejection by the government and 
the Greens of the proposal put by 
Aborigines for ownership and man-
agement of the reserved areas.

“The government talks of land 
rights, but talk is cheap. If the govern-
ment were genuine it would have left 
the door open for Aboriginal involve-
ment in the forest agreement,” he said.
Koori Mail 

Anger over Tas forestry move

A government staffer gave Aaron Everett (centre) from the TAC the controversial bill as soon as it was tabled in 
Parliament. He is pictured here with protesters outside of Parliament House in Hobart.

cubabrigade.org.au

Queensland government 
medical officers issue warning
Members of the union of public 
sector workers, Together, have 
voiced serious concerns about the 
possible community impact of a 
collective agreement offer made 
to Queensland Health medical 
offi cers.

Medical offi cers are working 
across Queensland Health facilities, 
as surgeons and anaesthetists, as well 
as in Emergency Departments.

“We are angry and concerned 
because Queensland Health’s current 
offer as it stands will lead to a sub-
stantial reduction in conditions affect-
ing the overall service to Queensland 
communities by pushing doctors to 
work even longer hours,” Together 
vice president Dr Sandy Donald said.

“The current offer will drive 
doctors out of Queensland and in 
particular Queensland Health serv-
ices. This will have serious effects 

on health services for the public,” Dr 
Donald said.

Medical officers have staged 
meetings about Queensland Health’s 
recent new offer at Brisbane, and 
regional centres including Nambour, 
Gold Coast, Cairns and Hervey Bay.

Together secretary Alex Scott 
said Queensland Health has reneged 
on 15 weeks of negotiations towards 
the next round collective agreement 
for state government medical offi cers.

Mr Scott said: “At this stage 
Queensland Health has rejected all 
our members’ claims and provided an 
‘employer only’ focused offer.

“Our members have a right to 
be concerned for Queensland com-
munities and families because the 
Queensland Health agreement offer 
would effectively exacerbate ongo-
ing public health services workload 
issues.

“We have signifi cant concerns 
that should such an agreement be 
implemented that Queensland Health 
will experience an exodus of expe-
rienced, skilled and senior doctors. 
Those doctors who are left behind 
to provide health services shall be 
more fatigued.

“Additionally, Queensland Health 
will fail to attract young doctors 
whose pay rates are put on hold in 
the offer. Our members working as 
medical offi cers keep a promise that 
Queenslanders make to each other 
that we will help out where we need 
to, that we will protect the vulnerable, 
look after the sick,” Mr Scott said.

“Medical officers are highly 
trained professionals who are dedi-
cated to working for Queenslanders 
and they are entitled to fair and bal-
anced wages and conditions for the 
future.” 

Whingeing mining 
companies never 
better off
Peter Colley – National 
Research Director CFMEU

“Resource nationalism” has 
become the new whinge for min-
ing companies worldwide. And in 
Australia they add “skill shortages” 
and “industrial relations”.

One would think the mining 
companies were losing money 
when the overall picture for the 
mining industry globally is one of 
rude good health.

PriceWaterhouseCoopers, one 
of the global Big 4 accounting 
fi rms, in their annual survey of 
the mining industry summarised 
the good news for big mining 
companies:

“In 2011, the fi nancial results 
for the Top 40 hit new heights”, it 
said, listing the following facts:
• Revenues increased 26% to over 

$700 billion 
• Net profi t was up 21% to $133 

billion 
• Operating cash fl ows grew 34% 

to $174 billion 
• Investing cash fl ows grew 92% 

The Top 40 returned 156 per-
cent more to shareholders than in 
2010 

Total assets remained above 
$1 trillion and grew a further 13 
percent.

Share prices might be down, 
mostly because the investment 
community is generally risk-averse 
amid fears of a resurgent Global 
Financial Crisis. Despite that, or 
perhaps even because of it (it’s bet-
ter to buy a company when its share 
price is down), mergers and takeo-
vers activity is strong.

According to Ernst and Young, 
another of the Big 4 accounting 
fi rms, mergers and acquisitions 
surged 43 percent to US$162 bil-
lion, a level not seen since the pre-
GFC days.

Life is so good at the top that, 
in one of the biggest mergers deals 
now underway, that of Xstrata and 
its largest shareholder Glencore, 
the deal grants A$262 million of 
“golden handcuffs” to the Xstrata 

management team – with the big-
gest chunk of A$45 million going 
to Chief Executive Mick Davis. 
There are no performance hurdles 
at all – they just have to stay around 
for three years and collect the extra 
money on top of their already stu-
pendous packages. Money for jam!

But the super-rich always want 
more. Glencore Chief Executive 
Ivan Glasenberg, one of those who 
negotiated the deal with Xstrata, 
and one of the world’s richest 
people (worth US$7.3 billion and 
125th richest person in the world 
according to Fortune magazine), 
has bemoaned Australia’s taxing of 
mining, oil and gas companies.

In a recent speech to that bas-
tion of the mining industry, the 
Melbourne Mining Club (meeting 
in London!), Glasenberg com-
pared Australia to the Congo and 
Argentina, saying Australia had 
become a risky place to invest 
because of the carbon price and the 
Minerals Resource Rent Tax!

If one looks at what min-
ing companies do, rather than 
what they say, the lie is exposed. 
Investment in Australian mining is 
at astronomical levels and contin-
ues to increase, straining the fabric 
of regional communities and the 
nation. The latest Australian gov-
ernment fi gures show committed 
investment surging 12 percent in 
just the last six months to A$261 
billion – all since the carbon price 
and MRRT became law.

The whinge about “resource 
nationalism” seems curious. It is a 
complaint that nations are somehow 
being greedy or unscrupulous in 
seeking to maximise the benefi ts of 
resource industries for their people.

Surely it is the duty of gov-
ernment to maximise the benefi ts 
of natural resources for the peo-
ple who own the resources! The 
Glasenbergs of this world appear 
to believe government should be 
competing away the benefi ts of the 
industry so that entrepreneurs like 
him can add further billions to their 
fortunes. 
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Peter Mac

Last year the O’Farrell govern-
ment said it would cut 5,000 NSW 
public service positions. The recent 
state budget nominated another 
10,000 job cuts, making 15,000 
altogether. However, according to 
a leaked internal Treasury memo, 
the government has set no limits 
to its proposed cuts.

Workers facing redundancies 
include teachers’ aides, school 
counsellors, TAFE teachers and 
paramedics, speech pathologists, 
radiographers, cleaners, caterers, 
hospital porters, fi re fi ghters and 
child protection, disability support 
and national parks employees. School 
teachers, nurses and police have been 
quarantined from the cuts, but they 
would be under pressure to do the 
work of those who lose their jobs.

The memo says: “There is no 
fl oor or cap on redundancies”, but 
tries to shift the blame onto the heads 
of government departments, saying 
10,000 is only an “indicative fi gure” 
which “shows the extent of the cuts 
should every Director General choose 
only the redundancy option.”

The government also wants to 
privatise major elements of public 
infrastructure, including bus services, 
Sydney Ferries, sections of the rail 
system, and child protection and dis-
ability support services.

The government has already 
announced it wants to split up 
Railcorp, the state’s rail system, so 
that the country rail services operate 
as a separate organisation. The coun-
try, Illawarra and Eastern Suburbs 
services all operate on rail systems 
that are relatively independent of the 
main Sydney service, and are sitting 
ducks for privatisation.

The government says it is seeking 

greater effi ciency, but the new pri-
vately run north-west rail line will 
utilise single-decker carriages, which 
will have completely different engi-
neering and maintenance requirements 
from the current double deckers. The 
tunnels being built for this line will 
only be big enough to accommodate 
the single-decker trains.

The government’s claim that sin-
gle-deckers achieve faster passenger 
discharge rates has been challenged 
by the Greens. The governments 
of several European countries are 
currently changing major city rail 
services from single-decker to double-
decker systems.

Public losses ...
Under the government’s plans the 

Health Department would lose 300 
staff over four years.  This fi nancial 
year it would lose $88.8 million in 
funding, representing a loss of 906 
jobs, or six percent of its non-nursing 
staff. The Department of Family and 
Community Services would lose 800 
staff, including 242 (seven percent of 
the total staff numbers) this fi nancial 
year.

According to the Treasury docu-
ment, the Department of Education 
will be forced to shed 2,400 jobs 
over four years. This fi nancial year 
it will lose $40.8 million in funding, 
equivalent to 408 full-time jobs and 
200 part-time positions. However, 
according to the Sydney Morning 
Herald unions have now been told 
the losses could be even greater, with 
the loss of 600 full or part time non-
teacher positions.

The job losses would inevitably 
involve cuts in the provision of public 
services. Steve Turner, assistant gen-
eral secretary of the Public Service 
Association, commented: “... frontline 
services ... delivered by front-line staff 

that will be cut (include) the provision 
of disability services, homecare for 
the elderly, child protection services, 
(consulting) farming communities 
about their land, looking after marine 
parks, fi sheries and waterways”.

According to the Treasury docu-
ment the Department of Education 
would be forced to lose more than half 
its language and literacy programs for 
disadvantaged people. Funding for 
education of migrants and disadvan-
taged people would be cut by $27.1 
million to $12.4 million. Demountable 
school building funding would drop 
from $23 million to $11.9 million, 
and for printing from $19.6 million 
to $13.8 million.  

... and private gains
The government says it must cut 

the state’s expenditure by 1.2 percent 
per annum, and achieving that goal 
may necessitate privatising some 
service areas. However, privatisation 
will not cut costs. Charges for most 
government services are non-profi t, 
i.e. they are merely intended to gener-
ate enough income to cover these cost. 
In contrast, private fi rms also need to 
make profi ts, and as big as possible, 
for the new owners.

The government is the servant 
of capital. Its real objective is to 
transfer as many government service 
organisations as possible to the private 
sector, preferably setting them up to 
be highly profi table before doing so.

To ensure the sale of some assets 
they intend to enter into franchise 
contracts with private fi rms in which 
the infrastructure would be retained 
by the government, which would also 
bear the long term costs of upgrading 
it. The fi rms would merely pay the 
workers and charge the customers.

That’s the idea for the Sydney 
ferry services. They were once 

privately run, but the fi rms made 
insuffi cient profi t, largely because 
of high infrastructure costs, and the 
government was forced to take them 
over in order to continue providing 
the service.

Later the Iemma Labor govern-
ment tried but failed to sell them 
off. The new franchise arrangement 
is intended to provide an irresist-
ible temptation for private transport 
corporations.

The government also intends to 
ensure the privatisation of assets by 
cutting wage costs and increasing 
work time, prior to the sale. One 
example involves the State Transit 
Authority, which runs public bus serv-
ices in Sydney and Newcastle. State 
Transport Minister Gladys Berejiklian 
recently commented “Privatisation 
of STA is not currently government 
policy, but I expect State Transit to 
become more effi cient and deliver 
improved services to customers”.

Despite her denials, the govern-
ment is defi nitely interested in selling 

off the STA. During recent discussions 
with transport unions the government 
confi rmed this by indicating that 
privatisation of State Transit might 
be avoided if employees accept the 
loss of penalty rates, shorter breaks 
between trips and a casual labour 
regime.

However, a surrender by transport 
staff and unions on these issues would 
actually increase the likelihood of 
privatisation, because the new owner’s 
anticipated wage bill would be lower 
and profi ts higher.

Conversely, prospective buyers 
would be more wary of taking over 
an organisation with a militant work-
force. And that’s the point. The only 
reason the government has exempted 
teachers, nurses and police from the 
proposed cuts is because they have 
very strong union representation, and 
widespread community support. The 
unions and the community are gearing 
up to defeat this savage onslaught on 
the NSW public service. It can and 
must be done. 

O’Farrell’s open 
season on job cuts

Perth workers rally
Vinnie Molina

Despite threats issued by the 
new Australian Building and 
Construction Commission under 
the Fair Work Australia umbrella, 
close to 9,000 workers walked off 
the jobs in Perth on July 4.

Union members and the com-
munity concerned about their 
livelihoods came together despite 
the media attempt to divide the 
working class by playing the race 
card as a means to subvert the 
genuine concerns of workers. The 
rally brought together hundreds 
of CFMEU, MUA, AMWU, ETU, 
CEPU, CPSU and other white 
collar unions protesting about the 
lack of planning by government 
in authorising mine leases with-
out any economic planning and 
without a plan to skill and train 
workers currently unable to access 
employment and for the next gen-
eration of workers.

The rally at Parliament 
House demanded jobs and train-
ing for local workers rather than 
the cheaper, shortsighted option 
allowed by the federal government 
in support of big business interests 
such as the Enterprise Migration 
Agreements (EMAs) being deliv-
ered by the government to Gina 
Rinehart.

Under the EMA signed recently 
for the Roy Hill site in the North 

West of WA up to 2,000 overseas 
workers will be allowed to under-
cut local workers at a cheaper rate 
and Gina Rinehart will be able to 
swell further the already obscene 
profi ts she draws from the labour 
of the working class. The guts of 
the agreement is that guest work-
ers would get paid under common 
law contracts or Award rates which 
are well below current wages paid 
under collective agreements.

Gina Rinehart and the multina-
tional mining corporations want to 
ensure a compliant workforce who 
are dependant and don’t know their 
rights, fear joining their respective 
unions and often lack good English 
language skills to defend them-
selves from exploitation.

The EMA aims to increase the 
levels of profi t in two ways, the 
obvious being by paying a lesser 
rate but also in saving on recrea-
tion and rest periods by not allow-
ing these workers time to go home 
to see their families at the end of 
each roster period.

Unions believe bosses and the 
media have falsely presented a 
shortage of skilled labour as the 
excuse to bring in temporary work-
ers but the shortage is really of 
well-paid unionised jobs

The race card has been used 
by the multinationals and other 
employer groups as well as sup-
ported by the media monopoly, 

which aims at dividing the work-
ing class.

Unions have a big task ahead 
to dismiss their current campaign 
as racist as they fi ght one of the 
biggest struggles for survival.

We must be able to pass the 
message through that our struggles 

are the same; we must fi nd ways 
to unite local and guest workers in 
this struggle against the exploita-
tion by the same employer. We 
carefully choose our language to 
ensure our working class message 
is heard and not distorted to over-
come the media campaign and this 

should be one of the key priorities 
for the union movement.

The threats of fi nes and penal-
ties didn’t deter workers and in 
fact infuriated them so much they 
decided to march to Rinehart’s 
offi ce in West Perth to express 
their anger. 

Photo: Rob Mitchell (CFMEU WA)

Photo: Anna Pha
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Peter Castaldo *
About six months ago I went to a talk 
presented by a group called Beyond Zero 
Emissions (BZE). They spoke about a plan 
to repower Australia with 100% renewable 
energy in 10 years. I’d always been inter-
ested in renewable energy and wondered 
why we don’t use it more. By the end of the 
talk I felt like they’d simplifi ed this great big 
complicated topic. I was inspired by their 
ambition and vision and now have a much 
greater understanding of the big picture on 
renewables, C02 emissions, and how to solve 
the climate change problem.

The talk was so refreshing in a world that’s 
squabbling about achieving 20% C02 reductions 
by 2020 and here was a plan to show how we 
can have 100% reductions. So I bought their 
fi rst book Stationary Energy Plan and started 
reading then cross referencing on the internet 
to check it all made sense. It all stacked up! So 
I felt I had to get on board with this amazing 
organisation. It took me a while before I felt I 
had a basic grasp of the subject and couldn’t 
wait to go out to speak to others about it. Today 
is my fi rst presentation to the general public. 
It’s also the fi rst time I’ve spoken in front of an 
audience about something that’s really important 
and I’m passionate about. 

Beyond Zero Emissions
Beyond Zero Emissions is a not-for-profi t 

organisation focusing on research and then 
communicating it to the public. The fi rst major 
report produced is the Stationary Energy Plan (or 
otherwise known as the Electricity Grid Plan). 
This is the fi rst of six plans that are currently 
being produced and cover: Buildings, Transport, 
Land Use, Industrial, and fi nally, Australia a 
Renewable Energy Superpower.

Normally we struggle to deliver the full talk 
in one hour, with plenty of pictures, so I’ll do 
my best today to give you a broad overview. The 
Zero Carbon Australia Project is collaboration 
between BZE and Melbourne University and 
is largely volunteer run with as many as 600 
volunteers, including myself. 

Climate change 
BZE’s research started by accepting the need 

to act now towards a carbon neutral economy 
before we cause catastrophic and irreversible 
damage to the environment by hitting danger-
ous climatic tipping points. This is why we’ve 
chosen to head for such a bold vision of 100% 
renewables in 10 years. We have to act now 
using only existing, commercial, fully tested 
and working technology to get things going.

Traditionally we’ve used fossil fuels to 
generate the vast majority of the electricity on 
the grid. And, of course, burning this coal for 
our power results in millions of tonnes of car-
bon emissions that are accelerating dangerous 
climate change.

So we need a renewable zero emission 
process to replace the way we create our energy. 
The research at the BZE has shown that the two 
standout technologies that can avoid all the 
pollution of the current dirty fossil fuel power 
plants are concentrated solar thermal power 
with storage, and wind.

Concentrated solar thermal 
(CST) power plants

These are the most exciting thing to hap-
pen in renewable energy and are the big game 
changers that absolutely makes 100% renewa-
bles possible. 

Does anyone know about concentrated solar 
thermal with storage? Basically it’s a way of 
collecting the sun’s rays in a fi eld of mirrors, 
all refl ecting it into a giant tower in the middle 
of the fi eld that has molten salt that is heated 
to over 500° C from the sun’s rays.

I don’t know if any of you have experi-
mented with the power of the sun’s rays. I have, 
with a small magnifying glass and the poor 
ants in my garden. Well, these mirrors are 10 
metres by 12 metres in size. That’s big! Then 
imagine nearly 18,000 of them all concentrated 

on the molten salt in the tower. Now that’s a 
lot of energy.

This molten salt is then collected in a giant 
tank that stores the heat energy. The molten salt 
is then used to make steam in the same way as 
is done at a coal power station, but with no pol-
lution. I don’t know if any of you have worked 
in a coal mine or coal power plant. They release 
many fi ne particles and other toxins that cause a 
whole range of respiratory and health problems. 
I guess they are a little like giant cigarettes. I’d 
much rather think that the people supplying the 
energy I use in my house every day don’t have to 
work or live near such places. Interestingly, the 
union did a poll and found 90% of coal workers 
would prefer to work in renewable energy if 
they had the same entitlements.

History 
Solar thermal power towers with molten 

salt storage were proven in the 1990s by the 
US Department of Energy. This was ready to 
be ramped up to larger scale systems when 
unfortunately, in the early 2000s, funding for the 
solar program of the US Department of Energy 
was almost completely stopped. 

However, a number of companies bought 
the rights to the solar thermal technology from 
the US and began rolling out this technology 
in Spain. 

One of the main criticisms of renewable 
energy has been that it is unable to supply base 
load electricity or the bulk of energy we use 
every day consistently.

Currently operational in Spain is a plant that 
has enough storage for 15 hours of power when 
the sun isn’t shining that would provide power 
even in the middle of winter continuously. This 
is renewable electricity that can be dispatched at 
any time of the day or night, as needed, which 
is in fact of far higher value than infl exible 
baseload fossil fuel systems which take many 
hours to power up or down.

Spain is spending more than AU$20 billion 
on a variety of concentrated solar thermal plants 
due to be completed by 2013. Spain is serious 
on renewables and is on track to achieve more 
than 42% of their electricity from renewable 
energy by 2020.

In the US they’ve started building a number 
of these CST fi elds and China and Africa have 
started working on very signifi cant plans for 
the future. This is such a wonderful, safe, 
pollution-free solution, it just seems too good 
to be true ... except they’ve already built them 
and they work, supplying many thousands of 
homes with electricity ... so why not here in the 
sunburnt country?

Wind power 
The other key commercially available 

technology is wind power. Right now wind 
power is the cheapest, most technologically 
mature renewable energy source. There has 
been global wind power growth of 30% a year 
for the last decade. China, USA, Denmark, 
Sweden, Portugal and Germany all have mas-
sive projects underway.

Demand 
So now, to design the system, we need to 

know how much energy we might need in 2020. 
We expect good energy saving in many areas but 

we also plan to convert cars, heating of buildings 
and industrial processes from fossil fuels and 
get their energy in future from the electricity 
grid. So the total amount of electricity required 
will rise by around 40%.

System 
So we’ve looked at the key technologies 

used and how they work together to create 100% 
renewable energy for Australia.

Three main components are: 
* concentrated solar thermal power 
* wind power
* upgrading the current electricity grid to 

bring the power to where it’s needed.

CST60% 
Concentrated solar thermal with storage 

has been chosen to supply 60% of Australia’s 
2020 electricity demand. And when we build 
them you don’t just build one. We’re suggesting 
19 of these towers all linked together to form 
a 3500 MW plant or solar region. That’s 30% 
bigger than the biggest coal power station in 
Australia. There would be 12 of these solar 
regions dispersed across Australia to supply 
60% of Australia’s energy.

Wind power 40% 
The other 40% of Australia’s energy in 2020 

would be supplied by wind. Wind power has the 
lowest cost, so the plan utilises as much wind 
power as possible. This would require around 
6,400 of the biggest wind turbines dispersed 
across Australia in 23 of the best wind regions 
for good geographical diversity.

Risks 
So now that we’re suggesting that wind 

and solar are used, we need to be confi dent 
that there’s enough. So detailed modelling was 
analysed over a two-year period using half-hour 

wind and solar measurements from the Bureau of 
Meteorology. That shows us roughly how much 
solar and how much wind can be expected at 
each of the chosen sites and the design works 
for 98% of the time.

For the short times where there isn’t enough 
solar or wind resource, a combination of exist-
ing hydro and a small amount of crop waste 
bio-mass is used to ensure 100% demand is 
met. This is 100% renewable zero emissions 
technology meeting Australia’s full energy 
demand for an entire year. 

I think when you break it down like that, 12 
solar fi elds and 23 wind regions, it all sounds 
very achievable, so then what about other 
resources required?

Resources

In terms of total resources, how much steel 
and concrete do we need? Only 7% of the con-
crete produced every year. And 20-30% of our 
domestic steel production or only 2% of the 
iron ore that we export.

How about the labour requirements? The 
plan would create 40,000 new jobs in opera-
tions and maintenance that would continue for 
the life of the wind and solar plants. This would 
be more than enough to replace the 20,000 
jobs in today’s domestic fossil fuel industry. 
Secondly, manufacturing half the required wind 
turbines and solar thermal mirrors in Australia 
would create another 30,000 jobs. Thirdly, to 
build everything we’d need a peak construction 
workforce of 75,000.

So there are a lot of jobs there.

Economics 
The next question you might have is how 

much is it going to cost? The projected cost of 
wind and solar thermal power is another good 
news story. The fi rst-of-a-kind plants of any 
technology are always going to be expensive but 

A concentrated solar thermal power plant.

Moving towards 
100% renewable energy in 10 yea

Right now Australia is on track to spend 
$1.2 trillion on importing foreign oil over the 

next 30 years. That’s three times the cost 
to create 100% renewable energy. 
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David Williams, Executive Director 
Victorian TAFE Association, June 2012 

The Association is the peak body for all 
14 TAFE Institutes and 4 Dual Sector 
University across Victoria.

The government Budget cuts to TAFE across 
Victoria equate to around:
• $300 million per annum made up of 2 

components
• $130 million reduced funding for training 

delivered 
• $170 million removal of “Full Service 

Provider” funding for TAFEs community 
service and statutory obligations

Looking at the $130 million reduced fund-
ing for training, the government hopes that a 
substantial amount of that $130 million can be 
recovered in increased student fees. TAFEs do 
not share the view that the community, employ-
ers or students can bear the sort of fee increases 
necessary for many courses and so, as well as 
many TAFE course fees increasing substan-
tially, a wide variety of courses will no longer 
be offered in many TAFEs across Victoria for 
example; business administration, hospitality, 
retail, events management, sport and recreation. 
The reduction of government support funding to 
$1.50 per student hour for these programs would 
make the student fee contribution exorbitant at 
Cert 1 to Cert IV program levels and impossible 
for students to fund.

At Diploma level where there is access to a 
Loan Scheme, the fees for Diploma’s will still 
have to rise to between $5,000 to $8,000 per 
annum and students will then weigh up their 
options to pay these fees or forgo vocational/ 
applied education and training altogether and 
not upskill or retrain, or rather access a uni-
versity place.

For regional Victorians that is no solution 
and will often mean relocation or distance 
education.

The $170 million for FSP Funding removal 
is absolutely immoral. This money equates to 
about $2.15 for each hour of student training 
and has been previously funded by government 
to provide for TAFEs’ Community Service 
obligations and Full Service Provider facilities 
such as libraries, cafeteria’s, Counselling Service 
Offi cers, Disability Services Offi cers and to 
part fund the statutory obligations of TAFEs 
to comply with the government’s public sector 
employment and wages policies.

Many if not all of these obligations remain 
but the government is removing the funding 
in total from January 1 next year. In effect the 
government is defunding what it has required 
in retrospective obligations on TAFEs. The 
obligations will continue, the funding to support 
those obligations will not. 

That is simply immoral and that is why the 
cuts about to be experienced are so hard hitting.

The rationale for the cuts is based on lies. 
The Treasurer Kim Wells has stated the 

“TAFE System was clearly unsustainable”. 
(Hansard June 7)

The leader of the National Party Peter Ryan 
stated on Jon Faine’s 774 program on 8th June: 
“On the issue of TAFE, it is unsustainable, we 
were told by Labor in 2008 that by 2011 the 
growth would have been from $800 million to 
$900 million, it’s gone to $1.3 billion, you just 
can’t have that continue” 

Lies and deception
TAFE has not grown unsustainably. We 

accept that the government has a training spend 
blow out. We predicted it and told Labor in 
2008 that it would happen. We told Minister 
Hall right throughout 2011 that the growth 

was unsustainable in the training spend. All the 
quarterly fi gures indicated a major cost blow out.

But is was not a TAFE spending blow out. 
It was a huge expansion in the number of 

private RTOs (registered training organisation) 
from 200 to 411 providers delivering training 
and the amount of their training exploded in 
many areas particular focussed in Metropolitan 
Melbourne; in courses such as business, fi tness, 
sport and recreation.

If we take an average right across Victoria 
the growth in training by student enrolments 
2008 to 2011 was 308% in private RTOs and in 
the last year alone March 2011 to March 2012 it 
was a 97% growth. TAFEs’ growth is the same 
periods were 4% and 5% respectively.

From 2008 to March 2012 private RTOs 
market share of training delivered is up from 
14% to 46%.

In the same time public TAFEs is down 
from near 70% to 45%. 

So yes there was a huge blowout is train-
ing, some needed in skill shortage areas, some 
excessive and arguably unnecessary and some 
proven to be very poor quality and involving 
disreputable and fraudulent activity by some 
private RTOs.

So for all this your local TAFE and your 
Gippsland students, employers and community 
get the punishment from a government and 
bureaucracy that did not heed our warnings 
and take measured pre-emptive action as we 
constantly advised and pressed to avoid the 
obviously evolving blow out. 

Remember, all the fi gures I am quoting are 
from the Minister’s own Department’s statistical 
collections on a quarterly basis. They are their 
fi gures – not ours, not made up – they are their 
fi gures that they have made openly available on 
their website over the past 18 months. (Latest 
fi gures are from “Victorian Training Market 
Quarterly Report Q1 2012”.)

The Gippsland trend in fact is completely 
at odds with the state-wide fi gures. 

I mentioned before that the explosion was 
in Metro areas where Training by private RTOs 

increases between 2008 and 2011 by fi gures 
such as 447% Southern Metro, 364% Western 
Metro. In the last 12 months Southern Metro 
growth was 109% and Western Metro 124%.

TAFE in comparison in these Metro areas 
actually had reductions in enrolments.

Let’s look more closely at these fi gures as 
they relate to Gippsland. 

In 2008 to 2011 private RTO student enrol-
ments declined by 5%, TAFEs also declined by 
5% in Gippsland from 2008 to 2011.

In the last 12 months Private RTO student 
enrolment grew by 46% but off quite low num-
bers of 1,051 to 1,533 and TAFEs a growth of 
2% in Gippsland. 

So where is the unsustainable growth in 
TAFE, let alone in training in Gippsland as a 
whole by all education and training providers?

It has in fact declined in the years 2008 to 
2011 by 23% and then grown marginally in the 
last 12 months by 7%.

People in Gippsland are now limited to 
enrolling in no more than two government sup-
ported programs in a calendar year. Pathway 
programs from diploma to higher education 
have now become unviable contrary to stated 
government policy objectives and many pro-
grams that relate to your regional skill shortage 
requirements will no longer be offered.

The government has got it all wrong. It 
needs to immediately reinstate the $170 million 
TAFE Full Service Provider Funding and needs 
the review the exceedingly low funding rate 
to courses such as business and hospitality to 
ensure they are still able to be offered.

The government needs to review the needs 
of regional Victorians on a regional basis as 
well to ensure a diverse range of programs 
and pathway programs to higher education are 
able to be offered in regional Victoria without 
astronomical fee increases to students.

As I have demonstrated the government 
knows there has not been unsustainable growth 
in training in Gippsland so why then are they 
ruthlessly slashing funding to training in 
Gippsland? 

the more you build the cheaper they get. This 
is due to the effect of mass manufacturing and 
supplying a large industry. This is basically the 
same effect that has made solar panels on our 
roofs, big screen televisions and mobile phones 
much cheaper than they were ten years ago.

In looking at the total cost of building the 
plan, we see ensuring a safe climate future as 
a bargain at only 3% GDP (Gross Domestic 
Product) for 10 years. Over the 10 years we 
would invest $370 billion to make this a real-
ity. This is $37 billion/year in a $1,200 billion 
economy. In comparison, each year Australia 
spends around $40 billion on insurance and 
almost $20 billion on gambling.

And remember, this would be a mixture 
of public and private money – we’re not sug-
gesting that taxpayers fund the whole project. 
Renewable energy in the short term needs a 
price support policy like the one used to help 
lower the cost of solar power panels to make it 
viable for private companies to invest capital. 
This needs to be seen as a nation-building 
project like the Snowy Mountains Scheme. 
When you then start to think about all the free 
fuel provided by the sun and the wind, the real 
benefi ts start to be seen and the massive savings 
start to build up over time.

Right now Australia is on track to spend 
$1.2 trillion on importing foreign oil over the 
next 30 years. That’s three times the cost to 
create 100% renewable energy. Burning oil is 
like burning our hard-earned savings away and 
creating continued carbon pollution.

Conclusion 
We believe Australia should now move 

to zero emissions, 100% renewable energy 
to secure our climate, our energy supply and 
our future. 

The plan shows it’s technically do-able 
using technologies like solar thermal that are 
commercially available. The transition has 
been fully resourced and will provide tens of 
thousands of new, secure jobs for Australians. 

And it has been fully costed.

Our choice
So it comes down to a choice Australians 

have to make. Do we continue down the same 
path with the future dangers of peak oil and ever 
more pollution of our environment until we are 
forced to change our ways? Or do we look to 
the skies, harnessing the wind and sun that they 
provide free of charge, causing no pollution or 
resource shortages?
*A talk given at the Melbourne Unitarian 
Memorial Church
The Beacon 
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Thousands turned out to the Fight the TAFE Cuts! Rally in Melbourne earlier this year.
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The half-century-old US economic 
blockade against Cuba was broken 
in one small corner of the United 
States on June 30. Three groups 
of ordinary citizens had come 
together to defend Cuba’s right 
to set its own course.

That day a small truck and a 
car from Maine crossed the inter-
national border at Norton, Vermont, 
to join 30 or so Quebecers at a 
brief solidarity gathering just north 
of the border. Together they then 
carried boxes of humanitarian aid 
material to the US border station 
where they would be loaded onto 
the Maine’s vehicles.

US offi cials knew that donated 
supplies were heading for Cuba and 
also that US blockade rules were 
being violated, specifi cally those 
requiring licenses for humanitarian 
donations to Cuba. Nevertheless, 
after inspecting the boxes effi ciently 
and amiably, the border offi cials let 
them pass. They joined in talking 

about the activists’ return to the border 
next year.

That no license was requested 
or obtained was intentional. People 
allied to the three groups are all 
rejecting US regulations aimed at 
causing suffering in Cuba and policies 
seen throughout the world as illegal, 
immoral, and cruel.  For 20 years, the 
United Nations General Assembly has 
supported a Cuban resolution calling 
for an end to the blockade. Recently, 
the United States and Israel have been 
alone in rejecting the resolution.

Since 1992 one of the organi-
sations, Let Cuba Live of Maine, 
has tried to inform the public and 
elected offi cials about US Cuban 
policies, encouraged people-to-people 
US-Cuba contacts, and engaged in 
direct action.

New-York-based Pastors for 
Peace began the Cuba Friendshipment 
Caravans in 1992 just as the US anti-
Cuban blockade was being tightened 
and Cuba’s economic survival was 
under threat from loss of Soviet 
bloc trading partners. The caravans 

challenge US policies by rejecting 
the required US authorisation to take 
humanitarian aid and US citizens to 
Cuba.

For 20 years Let Cuba Live has 
contributed humanitarian supplies 
to the caravans and recruited Maine 
people to get aboard and go to Cuba. 
This year, the 20th anniversary year 
of both the caravans and Let Cuba 
Live, the latter group held public 
meetings for talk about Cuba and 
Pastors for Peace and fi lm showings 
that included “Joe Marti, Eye of the 
Canary,” “Maestra” (about Cuba’s 
1961 literacy campaign), and “Little 
Yellow School Bus” (story of the 
early Friendshipments). Maine peo-
ple attending these sessions showed 
unprecedented generosity in donating 
toward this year’s Friendshipment.

The Caravane d’amitié Québec-
Cuba of Montreal has long supported 
the Friendshipments. Members are 
especially active on behalf of the 
Cuban Five US political prisoners. 
Annually for 14 years, the Caravane 
has collaborated with Let Cuba Live 
in bringing aid material across the 
international border to be transferred 
to a Friendshipment bus and taken to 
Cuba. In a “reverse challenge,” Let 
Cuba Live in 2001 took aid mate-
rial north to Montreal for shipment 
to Cuba.

At the gathering prior to the June 
30 crossing, a Let Cuba Live spokes-
person predicted that this crossing, 
like the two previous ones at Norton, 
would take place without incident. 
He explained that at crossings ear-
lier at Highgate Springs, Vermont, 

and Coburn Gore, Maine, activists 
resisted border offi cials’ harassment 
and confi scation of aid material and 
vehicles. His suggestion was that 
authorities welcomed relief from 
the extra paperwork and slowdown 
of regular border traffi c caused by 
confrontations.

Maria Sanchez of Portland, 
Maine, lauded the international scope 
of resistance to the US anti-Cuban 
blockade. Born in Peru, she noted 
that among Quebecers and Mainers on 
hand were those originating from sev-
eral Latin American, European, and 
Middle Eastern countries. Sanchez 
and her two daughters joined the 2011 
Pastors for Peace Friendshipment to 
Cuba.

Donated goods from Quebec 
and Maine went on to Boston on 

July 2 via a Let Cuba Live truck. 
At a Friendshipment send-off event 
there, they were loaded onto a 
Friendshipment bus that, along with 
other buses travelling south through 
the United States, will arrive in 
McAllen, Texas, on July 15. At soli-
darity sessions along the way, buses 
will take on people and aid material. 
From McAllen, buses and supplies 
proceed to Tampico, Mexico, where 
they are put on board a ship bound 
for Cuba.
The present writer, representing 
Let Cuba Live of Maine, is joining 
the current Friendshipment. 
Websites of the three 
organisations featured in this 
article are: ifconews.org, letcubalive.org, 
and solidaritequebeccuba.qc.ca.
People’s World 

At Maine-Canada border, 
anti-Cuba blockade is broken

Bloody Sunday 
murder probe 
“must be kept 
non-political”
Paddy McGuffin 

The murder investigation into the 
1972 Bloody Sunday massacre 
must be free of “interference, 
prevarication and destroying of 
evidence” said the British state 
Sinn Fein.

Police Service of Northern 
Ireland Chief Constable Matt 
Baggot announced the investigation 
last week, saying it may take up to 
four years to complete. 

It’s been sparked by the fi nd-
ings of the Saville inquiry which 
found that all those killed and 
injured on Bloody Sunday were 
innocent and that there was no jus-
tifi cation for the army opening fi re 
on the civil rights demonstrators. 

The inquiry also found that 
Deputy First Minister Martin 
McGuinness had “probably” been 
armed with a sub-machine gun that 
day but had done nothing to justify 
the army’s actions.

The murder investigation has 
been welcomed by the relatives 
of those killed, and the SDLP 
(Social and Democratic Labour 
Party) and Sinn Fein but there 
was opposition from union-
ists, with the DUP (Democratic 
Unionist Party) demanding that Mr 
McGuinness also be investigated 
and some suggesting a “hierarchy 
of victimhood.”

Kate Nash, whose brother 
William was among the Bloody 
Sunday victims, said: “We never 
asked for an inquiry. We always 
asked for prosecutions because my 
brother was an innocent victim. 
They were all innocent.”

She said the police inquiry 
should go to wherever the evidence 
took them, even if it meant Mr 
McGuinness being questioned as 
well.

SDLP Foyle MP Mark Durkan 
said the Saville report’s fi ndings 
made it “perfectly understandable 
and proper” that a murder investi-
gation has been launched.

“They should not be meeting 
resistance from political representa-
tives,” he added.

And Sinn Fein MLA Raymond 
McCartney said: “Following the 
revelations at the Saville Inquiry 
and the acceptance by British Prime 
Minister, David Cameron that 
the killings were “unjustifi ed and 
unjustifi able” today’s development 
comes as no surprise.

“I hope that once initiated that 
the British government and its 
agencies co-operate fully and that 
we don’t have a repeat of the inter-
ference, prevarication and destroy-
ing of evidence that we witnessed 
during the Saville inquiry.” 

But Northern Ireland Police 
Federation chairman Terry Spence 
questioned why overstretched 
police resources were to be devoted 
to “a particular event” when the 
unsolved murders of 211 police 
offi cers and over 2,000 civilian 
unsolved murders were being 
investigated through the Historical 
Enquiries Team.
Morning Star 

DO YOU HAVE SOMETHING TO SAY?
Write a letter 

to the Editor

Canadian unions celebrate 
deal with Rio Tinto
Unions claimed victory last week 
after a long running dispute at the 
Rio Tinto Alcan smelter in Alma, 
Canada ended with workers in 
three groups voting in favour of 
a new deal.

The 780 United Steelworkers 
union members, who were locked 
out on December 30 last year, voted 
to accept by margins of 82 percent 
to 92 percent.

One of the key issues in the 
dispute was outsourcing. The 
multinational company wanted to 
replace retiring workers with sub-
contractors who would be paid 
lower wages.

The United Steelworkers said 
that the new contract limited out-
sourcing, bolstering the interests of 
the Quebec employees.

During the dispute the union 
had also denounced the company’s 
continued operation of its dams and 
the selling of its electricity produc-
tion to Hydro-Quebec.

“We faced the third-largest 
mining company in the world and 
we won,” said United Steelworkers 
international president Leo Gerard.

“The message to multinational 
corporations is clear: workers are 
more determined than ever to 
defend their rights.”

“I thank our members and their 
families who have never abandoned 
the fi ght despite six months of lock-
out,” USW Local 9490 president 
Mark Maltais said. 

The lockout caused a one-third 
reduction in output at the smelter 
and Alma’s mayor had said that it 
had hit the local economy hard.

He said the positive outcome 
would bring welcome relief to the 
community, which has been watch-
ing its pennies over the last few 
months.
Morning Star 

Monti cabal to cut €26 billion
The Italian government last week 
approved austerity cuts of up to 
€26 billion over the next three 
years. There will be spending cuts 
worth €4.5 billion this year, €10.5 
billion in 2013 and €11 billion in 
2014.

Unelected Premier Mario 
Monti’s cabinet approved a decree 
that includes a 10 percent cut in 
public-sector staff and a 20 per-
cent cull of high-level managers, 
cutbacks in hospitals and judicial 
offi ces and a 50 percent reduction 
in use of offi cial cars.

There will also be a fi re sale 
of many of its network of small, 

state-owned companies. Public-
sector staffi ng levels will be 
assessed by October and some 
workers will be sent home for 
two years on 80 percent of salary 
before being laid off or forced into 
retirement.

Job reductions in the public 
sector have already drawn attacks 
from unions, which have threatened 
a nationwide general strike.

“Be careful of creating 
social confl ict,” warned Susanna 
Camusso, leader of Italy’s largest 
trade union CGIL.

Monti, a banker who was 
appointed last November to head a 

so-called technocrat government to 
tackle the fi nancial crisis, has been 
criticised by trade unions and busi-
ness organisations for continuing to 
raise taxes without reference to the 
fact that many Italians are already 
hard pressed.

The unemployment rate was 
10.1 percent in May, but the job-
less rate among 15 to 24-year-olds 
stands at 36.2 percent.

The decree is effective immedi-
ately, but must be passed by parlia-
ment within 60 days or it expires.
Morning Star 
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Soraya Sepahpour-Ulrich

George Santayana wisely said: 
“Those who cannot remember the 
past are condemned to repeat it.” 
Oblivious to history and its lessons, 
the United States and its Western 
allies are repeating their actions 
from the 1950s by imposing an 
oil embargo on Iran. The US-led 
alliance has forgotten the past.

Iran remembers
When, under the leadership of the 

nationalist Mohammad Mossadegh, 
Iran opted to nationalise its oil 
industry, the British Royal Navy 
blocked Iran’s oil exports to forcefully 
prevent it from nationalising its oil. 
In retaliation for Iran’s nationalistic 
ambitions, and to punish Iran for 
pursuing its national interests, the 
British instigated a worldwide boycott 
of Iranian oil.

In the 1950s, Iran did not have the 
military might to retaliate against the 
oil embargo, and the naval blockade 
was aimed at crushing the economy 
in order to bring about regime change. 
The subsequent events are described 
in a New York Times article as a “les-
son in the heavy cost that must be 
paid” when an oil-rich Third World 
nation “goes berserk with fanati-
cal nationalism.” Iran learned that 
sovereignty and nationalism neces-
sitate tactical/military strength and 
determination.

Not heeding the aftermath of the 
1950s, the American-led Western 
allies have once again imposed an oil 
embargo on Iran. In retaliation, Iran 
has drafted a bill to stop the fl ow of oil 
through its territorial waters, the Strait 
of Hormuz, to countries that have 
imposed sanctions against it. This 

bill is not without merit, and unlike 
during the previous oil embargo, it 
appears that Tehran has the upper 
hand and the heavy cost associated 
with the embargo will not be borne 
by Iran alone.

Iran’s legal standing
The 1982 United Nations 

Convention on the Law of the Sea 
stipulates that vessels can exercise 
the right of innocent passage and 
coastal states should not impede their 
passage. Although Iran has signed 
the treaty, the treaty was not ratifi ed 
and as such it has no legal standing. 
However, even if one overlooks 
the nonbinding signature, under the 
UNCLOS framework of international 
law, a coastal state can block ships 
from entering its territorial waters 
if the passage of the ships harms 
the “peace, good order, or security” 
of said state, as the passage of such 
ships would no longer be deemed 
“innocent.”

Even if Iran simply chooses to 
merely delay the passage of tankers by 
exercising its right to inspect every oil 
tanker that passes through the Strait 
of Hormuz, these inspections and 
subsequent delays will maintain or 
contribute to higher oil prices. While 
higher oil prices will benefi t Iran and 
other oil-producing countries, they 
will further destabilise the European 
economy, which is already in crisis.

The military option
Although US-led Western allies 

are fl exing their muscles by send-
ing battleships to the Persian Gulf, 
Washington’s own war game exer-
cise, the Millennium Challenge 2002 
(with a price tag of US$250 million), 

underscored its inability to defeat Iran. 
Oblivious to the lesson of its own 
making, by sending more warships 
to the Persian Gulf the US is inching 
toward a full-scale confl ict. The inher-
ent danger from a naval buildup is 
that, unlike during the Cuban Missile 
Crisis, the forces in the Persian Gulf 
are not confi ned to two leaders who 
would be able to communicate to 

stop a runaway situation. Nor would 
the consequences of such a potential 
confl ict be limited to the region.

Given that 17 million barrels of 
oil a day, or 35 percent of the world’s 
seaborne oil exports, go through the 
Strait of Hormuz, incidents in the 
Strait would be fatal for the world 
economy. While only 1.1 million 
barrels per day go to the US, a sig-
nifi cant amount of this oil is destined 
for Europe. One must ask why the US 
demands that its “European allies” 
act contrary to their own national 
interests, pay a higher price for oil by 
boycotting Iran’s exports, and increase 
the risk of Iran blocking the passage 
of other oil tankers destined for them.

Again, history has a straight 
answer. Contrary to conventional 
wisdom about oil producing-
countries, it is the US that has used 
oil as a weapon. Some examples 
include the pressure Washington put 
on Britain in the 1920s to share its 
oil concessions in the Middle East 
with US companies. After World War 

II, the US violated the terms of the 
1928 Red Line Agreement, freezing 
the British and the French out of the 
agreement.

In 1956, the US made it clear to 
Britain and France that no oil would 
be sent to Western Europe unless the 
two countries agreed to a rapid with-
drawal from Egypt. The US was not 
opposed to the overthrow of Egyptian 
President Gamal Abdel Nasser, but 
President Dwight D Eisenhower said: 
“Had they done it quickly, we would 
have accepted it.”

It is possible that the leaders 
of Western European countries are 
beholden to special interest groups 
such as pro-Israel lobbies, as the US 
is. Or they may believe that Iran will 
not call their bluff by ratifying the 
bill passed by the Majlis and that oil 
will be delivered unhindered. Either 
way, they are committing fi nancial 
suicide and may well suffer serious 
consequences before Iran’s resolve 
is shaken.
Information Clearing House 

Strait history: Iran’s options
International

If the US loses Syria, the US loses its Empire
Tony Cartalucci

The US’ increasingly unhinged 
rhetoric reached a new level 
of absurdity this week as US 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton 
called on Western nations and their 
Arab proxies to “make it clear 
that Russia and China will pay a 
price because they are holding up 
progress” in regards to the US’ 
premeditated campaign of ter-
rorism and violent regime change 
in Syria.

It was made public as early 
as 2007 by Seymour Hersh in his 
report “The Redirection” published 
in the New Yorker that the US, 
Israel, Saudi Arabia and others 
were gathering, funding, arming, 
and deploying a front of violent 
sectarian extremists, many with ties 
to Al-Qaeda, to undermine, desta-
bilise, and eventually lead to the 
overthrow of the governments of 
Lebanon, Syria, and Iran.

The violent campaign was 
rolled out publicly in the wake of a 

similarly premeditated geopolitical 
ploy, the so-called “Arab Spring,” 
and has since then been clearly 
exposed as the work of violent ter-
rorist networks. Ironically, these 
terrorist networks are those alleg-
edly the impetus of the “War on 
Terror,” now paradoxically being 
funded, armed, and politically 
backed by the West.

It was reported that Libyan ter-
rorists led by Abdul Hakim Belhaj, 
commander of the Libyan Islamic 
Fighting Group (LIFG), a US 
State Department-listed “Foreign 
Terrorist Organisation,” had joined 
the so-called “Free Syrian Army” 
(FSA) along with sectarian extrem-
ists from Iraq who specialise in the 
indiscriminate terrorist bombings 
now ravaging Syria.

In fact, the true nature of 
Syria’s “rebels” has become so 
well known, that recent attempts 
to sway public opinion with con-
tinued, but unsubstantiated reports 
of “atrocities” aimed at demonis-
ing the Syrian government have 

been met with scepticism, doubt, 
and even indignation by the pub-
lic - giving nations like Russia and 
China not only the opportunity to 
defy Western dictates, but a moral 
imperative to do so as well.

Collapsing legitimacy, 
collapsing Empires

The global hegemony of Wall 
Street and London has been built 
behind a facade of “human rights,” 
“freedom,” and “democracy”. As 
these principles are eroded back 
home in the West, their use for 
dressing up otherwise naked impe-
rialism, corporate monopolisation, 
and military aggression abroad 
has become overt and increasingly 
ineffective.

While the US Secretary of State 
attempts to blame Russia and China 
for “holding up progress” in the 
West’s campaign of premeditated 
destabilisation in Syria, it is more 
likely that the West’s own loss 
of legitimacy is the true reason 

it has not successfully convinced 
the world to go along with what is 
increasingly appearing to be a self-
serving and very untenable agenda.

Should the US fail in its 
attempts to overthrow the govern-
ment of Syria, and quite likely even 
if it does manage to succeed at this 
late hour, so much damage has been 
done to the West’s credibility, as 
well as to the credibility of its alleg-
edly independent institutions, that 
future gambits will be even more 
diffi cult to execute. As the West’s 
economy and geopolitical power 
crumbles and its reach becomes 
less subtle and more adversarial, 
shareholders will seek more secure 
investments, fi nancially, politically, 
and even tactically.

Maintaining an empire relies 
on an immense global infrastruc-
ture the West still possesses – but 
it is an infrastructure that is meet-
ing competition from not only 
rival hegemonies, but from within 
individual nations as well, on both 
a national and grassroots level. 

Empires are also built on psycho-
logical factors such as faith in one’s 
institutions and fear of one’s mili-
tary prowess. The West has been 
increasingly faltering in all respects 
in a world where these concepts are 
becoming increasingly challenged 
by shifting social, economic, and 
technological paradigms.

What the West should be doing 
is positioning itself for this chang-
ing world – instead it is clinging to 
a crumbling empire, scrambling to 
build a global paradigm rendered 
antiquated long before it has even 
been implemented. Boycotting the 
corporate-fi nancier interests behind 
this attempt at establishing glo-
bal hegemony will accelerate and 
ensure its failure – while resolving 
ourselves to creating genuine insti-
tutions on a local and national level 
for and by the people will ensure 
that we are not left in disarray once 
these corrupt globalist institutions 
are rendered moot.
Information Clearing House 

By sending more warships to the 
Persian Gulf the US is inching 
toward a full-scale conflict.
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NATO, 
Libya and 
the UN
While the US and its NATO partners 
continue their proxy war against Syria 
using mercenaries posing as “freedom fi ght-
ers”, they are maintaining a propaganda 
campaign of prodigious proportions. The 
well-known CIA stooge that calls itself 
“Human Rights Watch” has predictably been 
wheeled in to the fray, suddenly discovering 
that Syria is positively overrun with “torture 
centres”. NATO’s subversion efforts are so 
blatant that the North Atlantic military outfi t 
is understandably anxious to fi nd a way to 
capture the moral high ground. Not an easy 
task, given NATO’s recent track record.

Apart from joining in the US-led war in 
Afghanistan, NATO’s most recent military 
adventure was the destruction of the State of 
Libya, which had used its oil income to build up 
a public health and education system that was 
the envy of the rest of Africa, and which also 
used its oil wealth to help other poorer African 
countries. Now it is a country standing on the 
brink of disintegration and complete chaos.

The so-called “rebel militias” that NATO 
was supposedly merely “supporting”, were 
actually paid a monthly stipend in return for 
their loyalty to NATO. The US of course denies 
that that makes them mercenaries, just because 
they fi ght for money. When these payments 
were cancelled in April, no less than 200 of 
these fi ghters for democracy promptly tried to 

assassinate the NATO-appointed interim Prime 
Minister, Abdurrahim al-Keib.

The payments – allegedly a “compensation” 
program for the rebels – had already consumed 
some US$1.4 billion before the program was 
suspended amidst claims that the lists of militia 
members used to make payments included the 
names of dead people and people who were 
never part of the fi ghting against Muammar 
Gaddafi . Another fraudulent stunt was to send 
people abroad for treatment who had never been 
injured. A free holiday at NATO’s expense. Even 
the NATO-installed government (the “National 
Transitional Council” or NTC) thought that 
was a bit rich!

Mind you, since the brutal murder of 
Gaddafi  on October 20 last year, the entire 
motley crew of separatists, Islamists and just 
plain opportunists that make up the “rebel 
militias” have been helping themselves at every 
opportunity to whatever isn’t nailed down. 
Billions of dollars have gone missing from the 
country’s national treasury. A further US$2.5 
billion in oil revenues have gone missing, too. 
Meanwhile the NTC is arguing with the NATO 
countries about Libya’s foreign assets which 
were frozen by imperialist governments as part 
of their anti-Gaddafi  campaign, and which those 
same Western states seem reluctant to hand back.

In the meantime some 7,000 (probably 
more) Libyans have been detained inside the 
country. Their crime? They helped to defend 
Libya against NATO’s 10,000 air strikes 
or the NATO-organised, armed and funded 
insurrection. The NTC passed a law ordering 
all these people to be rounded up and also 
eliminated them from the electoral rolls. Many 
have been subjected to torture and in numerous 
cases extra-judicial killing.

To make matters worse, the imperialist tactic 
of encouraging the break-up of reasonable-sized 
countries into smaller, non-viable statelets is 
also being pursued in Libya (little countries can 
be pushed around so much more easily). In the 
Eastern part of the country the so-called “Barqa 
Council” is supporting secessionist tendencies 
and demanding autonomy from the authority of 
Tripoli. In the south of the country, meanwhile, 
fi ghting between the Toubou people and Arab 
tribesmen has killed many.

Meanwhile, Canada – which ostensibly led 
the NATO “mission” against Libya – has been 
rocked by scandal over the real cost of the war. 
Last October the government told the Canadian 
people the bombing of Libya had cost them 
US$50 million, but now the Canadian press 
reports that the actual cost was seven times
higher, a cool US$347 million.

Nice to know it was all worth it, eh?
On the Russian website Pravda.Ru, Timothy 

Bancroft-Hinchey responded to the question of 
how to strengthen the UN with his own question: 
“How can you strengthen a body that is sick to 
the core? How can you strengthen a UN which 
purports to represent the world community when 
it has an obvious bias against Serbs and Africans, 
when it pretends its International Criminal Court 
is an international court while, for example, 
citizens of the USA cannot be tried there?

“Where was the UN Security Council when 
Iraq was invaded outside its auspices? Where 
was that Council when the FUKUS three 
[France/United Kingdom/United States] gave 
guarantees to Russia and China that they would 
fi ll in the details later on their mission in Libya 
and then proceeded to do a spectacular mission 
creep breaking all the rules in the book?

“If the UN wants to represent the world 
community, then why in 2012 is the Security 
Council composed of nations in the northern 
hemisphere and does not have one representative 
from Oceania, from Africa or from Latin 
America?

“It has proven useless in preventing the 

most horrifi c human rights violations and war 
crimes by the NATO/FUKUS axis in recent 
years: murderous imperialist orgies that have 
pandered to the lobbies that gravitate around 
the White House.”

Bancroft-Hinchey proposes this solution to 
his own question: “Let us split the UN in two 
and praise its wonderful humanitarian work, 
let us praise UN Women for its tremendous 
strides towards gender equality, women’s 
empowerment and defence of women’s rights, 
fi ghting against gender violence, against female 
genital mutilation, sponsoring girls’ schooling 
…let us remember António Guterres for his 
amazing work in UNHCR helping refugees 
… let us praise its enormous strides taken in 
science, in protecting cultural heritage.

“And let a new United Nations rise up that 
is not controlled by a handful of cliques pulling 
its strings, an organisation that is composed of 
and represents the peoples from the four corners 
of the Earth and fundamentally one that uses 
the same set of weights and measures in the 
implementation of international law, which it 
upholds for all.”

Hear! Hear! 

Letters / Culture & Life

Man made nuclear 
disaster
Many people will be marking 
Hiroshima Day in August – a trib-
ute to those who died, those who 
lived with radiation sickness and 
a reminder to us all of the dangers 
of nuclear weapons. This year we 
may see more people in the streets 
of Japan demonstrating against 
restarting nuclear plants. Over the 
past month large demonstrations 
were held outside Japan’s prime 
minister’s offi ce, refl ecting deep 
grass-roots opposition against 
restarts after the catastrophic 
meltdown in Fukushima.

The Fukushima disaster will be 
fresh in the minds of the people not 
only in Japan but across the world. 
We still do not know what the real 
effect on marine life has been. The 
pictures of the debris from Fukushima 
found in the US and Canada shows 
once again that a disaster in one part 
of the world affects everybody.

Japanese MPs investigating the 
Fukushima nuclear disaster said that 
it was “man made” and should have 

been avoided. They pointed out in 
their report that the meltdowns 
had been the result of collusion 
between the government, regula-
tors and private operator Tepco that 
allowed lax preparations and shoddy 
precautions.

This is a devastating indictment 
of the existing system which is com-
pletely corrupt. Not only was there 
collusion between the main players, 
there has been a massive cover-up of 
the health impact. Both the govern-
ment and Tepco failed to provide 
the public with vital information on 
radiation leaks and soil contamination. 
Very little was said about ocean con-
tamination. This also presents a big 
issue for the neighbouring countries 
which depend on fi shing.

The report urged the Japanese 
government to set clear disclosure 
rules about its relationship with 
nuclear operators, develop a cross-
monitoring system and get nuclear 
energy laws to “global standards of 
safety, public health and welfare”.

On its part, the government does 
not seem to care too much about the 
public opinion. Even before the fi nal 
report on the Fukushima disaster was 
made public it enthusiastically sup-
ported the restart of nuclear plants 
– very much contrary to the opinion 
of experts and activists who criticised 
the government, saying that it was 
putting business before safety by let-
ting reactors be restarted before study-
ing the report. Before the Fukushima 
meltdown Japan was getting one-third 
of its electricity from nuclear plants. 
It has paid a very high price for it 
and may be now it is a good time 

to think hard about the alternatives. 
Japan is a small country and another 
disaster could quite easily make it 
uninhabitable.

T Southern
Brisbane

No smugglers

No one is being smuggled to 
Australia; ergo, there are no smug-
glers. Why is it that the media in 
this country are so brainwashed 
and deluded that they keep going 
along with Ruddock’s ridiculous 
invention?

The end result is that dozens 
of Indonesian children are jailed 
alongside murderers. Asylum seek-
ing is not people smuggling. There 
is a difference because the refugees 
are in control when they freely seek 
transport across borders rather than 
stay home and die.

Smuggling under international 
law is the forced removal of migrants 
across borders for gain, slavery or 
exploitation.

How come in all these years 
no one can tell the difference? Is it 
ignorance or doesn’t the media care?

Marilyn Shepherd
SA

Tribute
I would like to add a few more 
details to the splendid speeches 
that were made at the funeral and 
wake of our Comrade, Anne Duffy.

During the Vietnam War, Anne 

Duffy, Charlie King from the 
Rationalist Platform, Pastor Arthur 
Neville, a prominent evangelist and 
myself, organised three Domain 
speakers’ rallies to end the war and 
secure the release from prison of all 
the conscientious objectors.

The rallies were well attended and 
were addressed by most of the regular 
Domain speakers with the exception 
of Percy McDonald and John Webster 

both of whom used their platforms 
to malign the labour movement and 
denigrate left wing speakers.

Anne Duffy was a comrade of 
the highest integrity. It was hearten-
ing to see, among the mourners, a 
number of young people of diverse 
ethnic backgrounds honouring her 
memory.

Bernie Rosen
NSW

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au
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Rob Gowland

US defence Secretary Robert Gates at a NATO meeting when the Libyan No Fly Zone was 
discussed.

Perth
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Sat 21 July

The documentary series Race 
To London (ABC1 Tuesdays 

at 8.00pm), has been following 
the fortunes of six contenders for 
selection in this year’s Olympic and 
Paralympic Games. It is well-made 
if fairly basic observational journal-
ism. Its strength is its straightforward 
reporting rather than any analysis, 
which in fact it seldom attempts.

The strategy of following athletes 
as they compete for selection in 
the Olympic teams gives the series 
tremendous natural drama. Two of 
those being followed are former 
gold medal winners Libby Trickett 
and Michael Klim, both attempting 
to make a “comeback” and secure 
a place at the London Games too. 
Their mixed fortunes give this week’s 
episode an elegiac tone, amidst the 
realisation that someone who is into 
their 30s is already “over the hill” as 
an athlete.

One of the would-be paralympians 
being followed is Rylie Batt, generally 
recognised as the world’s best 
wheelchair rugby player. Rylie has 
an achiles heel, however: his lack 
of anger management. He reacts 
violently to “provocations” from his 
opponents, so in the spirit of true 
sportsmanship they do everything 
they can to make him lose it. When 
he does, he lands in the sin bin and 
his team is a man down until the next 
goal is scored. It’s hardly the spirit 
of the Olympics but it helps to win 

games so in the modern defi nition 
of sportsmanship it is allowable 
behaviour.

There are a number of sports-
related documentaries around at the 
moment because of the forthcoming 
Olympics, but this series is one of the 
better efforts.

This week’s episode (the last) 
of Ross Kemp: Extreme 

World (ABC2 Wednesday July 18 
at 10.00pm) deals with what used 
to be called, euphemistically, “white 
slavery” but which is now recognised 
as just common slavery. Women from 
Europe, Africa and Asia are routinely 
still traffi cked all over the developed 
world to work as slaves in broth-
els. For a while the Romanian and 
Albanian mafi as were the main organ-
isers of the traffi c in East European 
women, but now the suppliers have 
shifted focus to encompass women 
from Thailand, Lithuania, Nigeria 
and China.

But it is not just women for 
the sex trade: any trade that can be 
carried out by unskilled labour is 
suitable for slaves. So Vietnamese 
children are traffi cked into Britain 
and forced to work on UK cannabis 
farms. They have been brought 
into the country illegally so cannot 
appeal to the authorities and are 
being forced to “work off a debt” 
from which they will never be free. 
There are an estimated 7,000 illegal 
cannabis farms in the UK, mainly 
staffed by Vietnamese kids provided 
by organised crime syndicates.

Kemp’s conclusion is bleak: 125 
years after the supposed abolition 
of slavery, it is alive and well in the 
UK. And that should be an affront 
not just to humane organisations but 
also to the government, the union 
movement and the entire progressive 
movement, deserving of at least as 
much government and media attention 
as phone hacking by The News Of 
The World.

The ABC will be exclusively 
telecasting the 2012 London 

Paralympics, which no doubt accounts 

for the greater attention being paid to 
the Paralympics by the ABC than by 
the commercial channels. Similarly, 
Britain is where the Paralympics 
originated, so British TV producers 
are ensuring that the Paralympics 
receive their due share of coverage 
in the lead-up to the 2012 Olympic 
Games.

The result is some interesting 
television, including this week’s 
Inside Incredible Athletes (ABC1 
Thursday July 19 at 9.30pm). 
The program profi les six British 
Paralympics athletes, but adds an 
extra dimension through the use 
of advanced scanning technology 
to create what the producers call 
“biomechanical portraits” of the half 
dozen chosen athletes. The result is 
fascinating.

The six are interesting enough 
in their own right without the added 
feature of the modern technology. 
Dave Clarke is a blind footballer. 
He works in an offi ce using a Braille 
keyboard, and can fi nd an open door 
along an offi ce corridor by sensing the 

subtle change in air pressure when he 
is opposite it. The soccer ball he uses 
in competition has a small rattle inside 
it, but he still amazes his workmates 
when he takes part in a match against 
them. They fi nd his ability to control 
the ball and to place it where he wants 
it on the fi eld to be uncanny. They 
quickly stop thinking of him as blind.

Liz Johnson swims breaststroke. 
She is brain damaged and 
consequently paralysed down one 
side of her body. Tests show however, 
that when swimming breaststroke, 
where the arms and legs on each side 
of her body mirror each other, the 
undamaged side of her brain takes 
over the functioning of both sides of 
her body. She has diffi culty walking 
where her limbs must function 
alternately but can breaststroke with 
the best of them.

Lee Pearson is a paraplegic 
equestrian who specialises in dressage 
(like the Australian girl Grace 
Bowman who is featured in Race 
To London). He controls his horse 
extremely well, and there is a very 

interesting sequence where four young 
ballerinas perform a sequence from 
The Nutcracker on stage while Lee 
dances his horse to the same music 
around a special dressage arena in 
front of the stage. It is imaginative 
and a unique way to demonstrate a 
rider’s ability.

The engaging detective series 
Death In Paradise (ABC1 

Saturdays at 7.30pm) ends next 
week. This week’s penultimate epi-
sode concerns a murder at the local 
carnival, a murder that makes the 
comeback of a once-famous local 
band at once abortive and profi table.

Ben Miller makes a very capable 
job of the London detective Richard, 
stranded in the Caribbean by his 
superiors but overwhelmingly anxious 
to return to the familiarity of cold, 
wet England. He is a detective in the 
classic mould: he solves his cases by 
deduction after examining the clues 
(á la Sherlock Holmes) and unmasks 
the perpetrator at a gathering of all 
the possible suspects (á la Hercule 
Poirot). Good fun. 

Rob Gowland
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Richard Titelius

In Western Australia the momen-
tum continues to build for the 
fracking of unconventional gas. 
Part of this momentum comes 
from the exploration companies 
and another part from the politi-
cians who the gas corporations are 
lobbying to secure the least govern-
ment oversight and regulation pos-
sible and thereby ensuring the most 
profi ts for their industry. On June 
20, the Liberal, National and Labor 
members of the WA Legislative 
Council combined to vote down 
Greens MLC’s Moratorium on 
fracking of unconventional gas.

On June 22, National Party 
MLC’s for the Agricultural Region, 
Grant Woodhams and Philip Gardiner 
conducted the last of three workshops 
at Gingin on fracking in the Mid 
West region of WA following similar 
forums at Dongara and Eneabba. 

The speakers who formed part 
of a fracking road show were either 
public servants who represented the 
interests of government to promote 
the benefi ts of fracking (including the 
royalties which the government would 
receive) or exponents from the gas 
industry itself, who prefer the more 
euphemistic, onshore gas industry to 
unconventional gas.

The fi rst speaker to present at 
the workshop was Bill Tinapple, 
Executive Director of WA Department 
of Mines and Petroleum and a 
former petroleum engineer. Tinapple 
addressed the 60 farmers from the 
Gingin and surrounding areas includ-
ing a few representatives from the 
anti-fracking group, No Fracking 
Way who had come from Perth, on 
the need to have diversifi ed sources 
of gas to tackle a fairly tight supply 
and demand over the next 20 years. 
This situation he stressed was one of 
the push factors for the steep rise in 
gas over recent years – that and so 
much of the conventional gas from the 
North West Shelf is being shipped as 
condensate to overseas buyers.

Tinapple added that there had 
been no pollution from the 290 wells 
which had been drilled in Western 
Australia which was a consequence 
of a careful and considered approval 
process which involved environmental 
management plans as well as safety 
plans for each well drilled. 

He said that while current legis-
lation cannot force US corporation, 
Halliburton which controls the patents 
for most of the chemicals used in the 
mix of sand and water sent down each 
well to facilitate the fracking process, 
it was hoped that legislative changes 

being contemplated would bring about 
a greater public disclosure.

The next speaker was also from 
the DMP, Kim Anderson, an envi-
ronmental manager who oversaw the 
Environmental Management Plans 
(EMP) which the DMP mandated 
from gas explorers for each well 
drilled to facilitate fracking for shale 
or tight gas.

Anderson also emphasised that 
the EMP’s had to identify risks and 
impacts on fl ora and fauna as well 
as underground aquifers and surface 
streams.

A spokesman from the Australian 
Petroleum and Exploration 
Association (AAPEA), Bill Stedman, 
addressed the workshop to assure 
those farmers present about the 
safety of processes used in frack-
ing and the minimal impact which 
fracking activities had on people and 
the environment – especially that 
fracking “produces signifi cantly less 
greenhouse gases than other forms of 
carbon based energy”even when the 
science indicates that one of the main 
by products of the fracking process is 
methane, a greenhouse gas which is 
more than 70 times more harmful to 
the atmosphere than emissions from 
the burning of coal. 

Despite the assurances of 
Stedman that, “The proponents of gas 
fracking had developed a voluntary 
code of conduct as a demonstration of 
the industry’s commitment to safety 
and protection of the environment”, 
few people in the room were left con-
vinced that their farmland and water 
resources were free from the  risks 
associated with fracking as evidenced 
by leaks and accidents in the eastern 
states and overseas, especially in the 
United States.

If ever there was someone who 
could sing the praises of gas and 
petroleum exploration and drilling it 
was the next speaker Craig Marshall-
the managing director of Empire Oil 
and Gas NL. Craig Marshall’s take 
on fracking in the Gingin area is that 
due to the soft geological strata of the 
area only drilling is required to gain 
access to the gas condensate rather 
than fracking of shale or tight rock 
formations for shale or tight gas.

In some cases Empire Oil and 
Gas can conduct a portion of their 
seismic exploration for gas and oil 
from the air using either a helicopter 
or an aeroplane.

Marshall also spoke of the obli-
gation of miners to take out well 
insurance when drilling a well for 
unconventional gas. Empire Oil and 
Gas according to Marshall claims 
not to use hydraulic fracking in his 

operations but instead a process 
called perforation which requires a 
perforating gun. 

It is misleading to say perfora-
tion is distinct from fracking, as the 
process of perforation and the use 
of a perforation gun are steps of the 
fracking process when the drill is 
at the horizontal drilling stage and 
charges are released through pre set 
holes in the pipes. Later, water, sand 
and chemicals are pumped down the 
well to loosen the hydrocarbons in 
the rock formations and then release 
the gas to the surface through steel 
pipes reinforced with concrete and 
steel casings. 

Marshall also said that it was 
important for drilling companies to 
spend money on infrastructure for 
individual farmers and their com-
munities as a way of demonstrating 
that the drilling companies have a 
commitment to the area and not just 
their corporations’ profi ts.

The fi nal approved spokesperson 
for the workshop was Peter Stone 
who was a scientist for CSIRO and 
a representative of the Gas Industry 
Social and Environmental Research 
Alliance (GISERA) who addressed 
the forum on many of the concerns 
which farmers and other people in 
rural communities have about frack-
ing such as the over extraction of 
water, the contamination of water 
supplies, remediation of exploration 
sites once extraction from a well has 
ceased and decision making about 
land access and compensation. Stone 
believed there is enough informa-
tion out there to inform people 
about what is happening though he 
seemed to contradict this by assert-
ing, “there should be a symmetrical 
presentation of information” or 
public access to information of the 

mining companies and governments, 
inferring that this transparency does 
not currently exist.

Philip Gardner, one of the two 
MLC’s responsible for the Fracking 
road-show, spoke briefl y to summarise 
the motivation behind the workshops 
on fracking which was, “to build a 
collaborative framework between 
landowners and industry to ensure 
that fairness exists and that it does 
not just become big business versus 
small business” – being farmers and 
other rural business interests.

However, a measure of the Philip 
Gardiner’s authentic desire for fair-
ness was his glib dismissal of the 
iconic documentary, “Gaslands” from 
the USA made in 2010, which high-
lighted many of the environmental 
problems posed by fracking, many 
of which have popped up in countries 
all over the world including Australia, 
where fracking operations have taken 
place. His dismissal of the fi lm was 
based on two scenes from the movie: 
a scene from a mountain stream 
in Pennsylvania and another from 
Colorado of the fl ammable substance 
coming from a household tap.

Curiously, the senior offi cial from 
the Mines Department, Bill Tinapple, 
when questioned about the movie, 
“Gaslands”, made reference to the 
movie, “Truthlands” which was made 
by proponents of the gas industry who 
would have us believe that we are 
entering a new Golden Age of gas. 

Questions
However, it was during the ques-

tion time which followed the formal 
part of the workshop that a true 
measure of the traction of notions of 
the safety and reliability of fracking 
were put to the test.

The fi rst was a short speech by 
the Chairman of Doctors for the 
Environment, Dr Kingsley Faulkner 
in which he advised the meeting that 
the state Minister for Mines had dis-
invited him from the latter workshops 
after he deemed that his message 
about the public health concerns was 
inconsistent with the general theme of 
the workshops which was to promote 
fracking of unconventional gas.

However, Dr Faulkner believed 
that health professionals should be 
a part of the panel that oversees and 
regulates the fracking process. There 
have not been any accidents from 
fracking yet, mainly due to the small 
scale and short time span of fracking 
operations in this state. Therefore 
Dr Faulkner added, “there may be 
impacts on the environment and peo-
ple’s health that may be felt further 
down the track.” Another doctor in the 
audience who had lived seven years 
in the Jurien area of the Midwest also 
submitted that there were over 2,500 
chemicals used in the fracking process 
of which 29 are known carcinogens 
and many of which we know little or 
nothing about. One of the glossy pub-
lications handed out by the AAPEA 
on the day tended to play down the 
risks associated with the chemicals by 
saying they were found in household 
items such as soaps, detergents, pool 
cleaners, antiperspirants, soil condi-
tioners and food additives.

Another member of the audience 
suggested that the government was 
not doing enough to promote renew-
able energy which was also being 
produced in the region, when clearly 
methane gas which is a by-product of 
fracking contributed signifi cantly to 
global warming.

A number of farmers including a 
representative from the WA Farmers 
Federation spoke of the need for a 
veto over land access inserted into 
the Petroleum Act which shouldn’t 
be too hard as such a veto currently 
exists for land owners under the 
Mining Act.

The workshop was a success 
for local farmers and for concerned 
citizens in WA generally after the col-
lapse of Greens MLC Alison Xamon’s 
Moratorium, as it highlighted the 
difference between what parliament 
believes represents the democratic 
will of the people and what the people 
actually know and fear about frack-
ing. The people who attended these 
workshops demonstrated their very 
real concerns which require address-
ing and that they are not prepared to 
be the cheer squad for the fracking 
industry. 

No Fracking Way
Fracking Workshop – Gingin, Western Australia

The state Minister for Mines had disinvited 
Chairman of Doctors for the Environment, Dr Kingsley Faulkner, 
from the latter workshops after he deemed that his message about the 
public health concerns was inconsistent with the general theme of the 
workshops which was to promote fracking of unconventional gas.
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