
Governments dump 
river rescue plans
Peter Mac

The eastern state governments are cutting 
their contributions to the jointly-funded 
Murray-Darling Basin Authority (MDBA), 
thereby abandoning their responsibility 
to rescue the ailing Murray-Darling river 
system.

The Authority is responsible for the river 
system’s infrastructure, including the dams and 
weirs that control the river fl ow, but it also plans 
the long-term use of the rivers and improvement 
of the river environment.

The Authority’s initial draft plan for the 
Murray Darling Basin recommended severe 
cuts in the use of river water, and also made 
recommendations concerning subterranean 
ground water use and agricultural water storage. 

This enraged the big irrigators and many 
members of farming communities, leading 
to ceremonial public burning of copies of the 
report. The NSW and Victorian governments 
also objected that the cuts were too severe. 
In contrast, the South Australian government 
complained, quite rightly, that the cuts would 
still not rescue Adelaide’s threatened water sup-
ply from the Murray River, which was blocked 
at its exit point because of inadequate fl ows.

The Gillard government retreated, disown-
ing its own report, and the head of the Authority 
resigned in disgust. A new report was produced, 
which included recommendations for less severe 
cuts to water diversion than were needed to 
restore the river’s health. That still wasn’t good 
enough for the NSW or Victorian governments. 
They wanted greater diversion of river water, 
not less, especially for irrigation.

Last July the NSW government cut its 
funding for the Authority from $32 million to 
$12 million. That resulted in the cancellation 
of a native fi sh strategic plan and an audit of 
the health of the river system’s water, plants 
and fi sh. The South Australian government 
also reduced its contribution by $14.3 million.

The NSW government recently announced 
a further cut of $3.1 million in funding for 
the Authority. Craig Knowles, the Authority’s 
chairman, has pointed out that if other states 
cut their funding by a total of 50 percent, all 
programs beyond the maintenance of weirs and 
dams would have to be axed. If they followed 
the NSW example and cut their funding by 
70 percent, even this minimal program would 
have to go.

Speaking on behalf of the Australian 
Conservation Foundation, healthy rivers cam-
paigner Jonathan La Nauze said: “The reckless-
ness of NSW in cutting funding to the MDBA 
set off a domino effect which still has some 

way to run. Any farmer knows you can’t run 
down your infrastructure and expect it to keep 
working. This is a problem which the states 
and the Commonwealth must fi x as a matter 
of urgency.”

However, the state governments are unlikely 
to let the river infrastructure fall apart. They’re 
willing to pay for maintaining it, but they bit-
terly resent having to fund scientifi c reports that 
recommend benefi ts for the environment at the 
expense of profi ts.

Damning the Snowy
The Victorian and NSW governments have 

also abandoned any commitment to impartial 
scientifi c advice regarding the Snowy Mountains 
Scheme and its environment. Under federal 
legislation one of Victoria’s two representatives 
on the six-member Snowy Scientifi c Committee 
must represent Snowy Mountains environmental 
groups.

But this hasn’t happened. Last month John 
Gallard, chairman of community group the 
Snowy River Alliance declared: “So far the 
Victorian government has failed dismally to 
consult with the relevant Snowy Rivers interest 
groups, including the Snowy River Alliance, 
the Gunaikurnai Land and Waters Aboriginal 
Corporation, Environment Victoria, the 
Australian Conservation Foundation, Gippsland 
Environment Group, and [the] Dalgety and 
District Community Organisation.”

Not to be outdone, the NSW government 
now wants the Snowy Scientifi c Committee to 
be replaced by a new advisory committee with 

“industry, community and industrial” repre-
sentatives, and with funding from the electricity 
generator corporation Snowy Hydro Limited, 
not the state or federal governments.

Although Snowy Hydro is owned by the 
NSW, Victorian and federal governments, it’s 
a thoroughly commercial enterprise. In 1992 
the NSW, Victorian and federal governments 
agreed to release 70 gigalitres of water per 
year to improve environmental fl ows, but as 
the Snowy River Alliance has pointed out, 
until October last year the corporation had only 
released 38 gigalitres.

Preservation of the river environment would 
be dumped in favour of profi t maximisation 
if the NSW government proposal proceeds. 
Acacia Rose from the Snowy River Alliance 
commented: “ … this so-called advisory group 
won’t be independent from the interests of 
industry or government.” Greens MP John Kaye 
declared: “the [Snowy dam water] releases 
will not be timed to benefi t the Snowy River 
but to maximise the profi t-making activities of 
Snowy Hydro.”

Seven years ago, the federal, NSW and 
Victorian governments attempted to sell off 
their shares in Snowy Hydro, but public pres-
sure forced the Howard regime into a hasty 
retreat and the scheme collapsed The Liberal/
National state governments still want to privatise 
Snowy Hydro.

In October last year a report from 
Infrastructure NSW (the outfi t of former Premier 
and privatisation spruiker Nick Greiner) rec-
ommended “an implementation strategy” for 

privatising water “distribution networks”. The 
NSW government later denied there was a 
plan to sell off the state’s share of the Snowy 
network. But will there be?

Saving water
The NSW government recently removed 

scientifi c advisors from the Sydney Water 
Catchment Authority. The government-owned 
corporation Sydney Water has also removed 
water effi ciency rebates in order to increase 
its profi tability.

The actions of the NSW and Victorian 
Liberal/National state governments demonstrate 
they serve the interests of the big agricultural 
companies, irrigators and industrial enterprises, 
even if that means giving them so much water 
that the native fi sh, birds, and animals from 
the Snowy river and the Murray/Darling river 
system continue to diminish in number or dis-
appear altogether.

The refusal by the state governments to 
support the Murray-Darling Basin Authority 
clearly demonstrates that the federal government 
should take over the river system.

But that’s not enough. The state govern-
ments’ policies of running water institutions 
on a profi t-maximisation basis clearly indicate 
that they are setting them up for privatisation.

If the Liberal/National Coalition takes 
power in September, the joint federal/ state 
conservative government alliance will undoubt-
edly attempt to hand over our crucial national 
water supply institutions to private interests.

And that must be prevented at all costs. 

The Murray River, near the Alps at Towong, Victoria.
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PRESS FUND
The latest popularity figures once again raise the appalling 
possibility of having the Liberal/National coalition returned to 
power, with Tony Abbott as prime minister, and the likes of Scott 
Morrison, Julie Bishop and Christopher Pyne as his sidekicks. 
Mind you, a week’s a long time in politics, so who knows what will 
happen in seven months? We’ll be battling away at The Guardian 
to get the best outcome, but meanwhile, we need to reach our 
target of $14,000 by the end of the year. We should have passed the 
$2,000 mark by now, but we can still get there with your support – 
starting with the next edition, please! Many thanks to this week’s 
contributors, as follows:
Jessie D Kiek $200, Mark Mannion $5, Mick Mooney $29.15, 
Gladys Reed $60, “Round Figure” $15.85
This week’s total: $310 Progressive total: $765

The discussion Australia 
should be having

The Australian public is being prepared for the mother of 
all “Mother Hubbard” acts following the federal election on 
September 14. If the grim predictions of a Coalition victory prove 
correct, we can expect to see Prime Minister Tony Abbott or 
Treasurer Joe Hockey front the media with a long face and say 
that the advice from Treasury is that the economy is in worse 
shape than anyone suspected. Years of allegedly profl igate spending 
by Labor on what will be described as ill-conceived projects and 
welfare for the undeserving poor have left the fi nancial cupboard 
bare. Australians, spared the worst of the economic downturn 
thanks to demand for its mineral exports from China, will now 
have to feel some of the pain felt by workers, pensioners and the 
unemployed in Europe, the US and elsewhere.

Joe Hockey used a speech in London last year to fl ag the “end 
of the age of entitlement”. He warned that if “we” want to go 
further down the road of lower taxes and greater incentives to 
“free enterprise” something will have to give. “The social contract 
between government and its citizens needs to be urgently and 
signifi cantly redefi ned. The reality is that we cannot have greater 
government services and more government involvement in our 
lives coupled with signifi cantly lower taxation,” he said. We should 
no longer feel entitled to the benefi ts of public health, education 
or social security from governments, according to the shadow 
treasurer. “Entitlement is a concept that corrodes the very heart 
of the process of free enterprise that drives our economies.”

Former BHP Billiton chairman and National Australia Bank 
CEO Don Argus took up these themes again last week in a speech 
given in Melbourne. Nightmare scenarios were to the fore: an 
ageing population, public indebtedness that could blow out quickly 
to Irish or Icelandic proportions, debt pressures in households 
and so on. “If we think we can avoid the fallout from the austerity 
measures which will be required to stop the economic bleeding 
in developed economies, then we are viewing the world through 
rose-coloured glasses,” Mr Argus said.

The conservative business elder insists that it is time Australia 
had a “discussion” on the future of “welfare”, which “ ... fund-
amentally involves providing for the needs of those that are less 
fortunate in our community, funded from those that are better 
off.” The class bias of Mr Argus is breathtaking. The reality is 
that the less well off in the community (the workers) produce the 
wealth from which the likes of Mr Argus have drawn an obscenely 
disproportionate share. But his message has been hammered so 
often in recent times that “both” sides of parliament accept its 
skewed pro-corporate, pro-wealth “logic”.

The Gillard government could respond to Mr Argus that it 
has done quite a bit to “reform” welfare and impose “austerity”. 
Qualifi cation for unemployment benefi ts has been made harder 
and harder. It is currently trialling the humiliating Compulsory 
Income Management scheme fi rst imposed during the Northern 
Territory Intervention. The decision to kick single parents onto 
the dole has drawn attention from the United Nations special 
rapporteur. There is now a means test for some bonuses and 
rebates and so an axe has been taken to “middle class welfare”. 
Labor is sticking to the plan to raise the retirement age. And, 
naturally, Mr Argus won’t get an argument with the Coalition 
on the question of “welfare” and the need to put an end to the 
“age of entitlement”.

It is small wonder that many workers look on the “choice” 
before them at the federal election with a combination of cynicism 
and apathy. Unfortunately, that apathy can stand in the way 
of action to ensure that the federal government levies higher 
corporate taxes including a genuine mining “super profi ts” tax. 
It prevents them from mobilising to defend public health and 
education. It limits the response to attacks on trade unions and 
rights in the workplace. It stands in the way of the building of a 
genuine anti-monopoly alternative to the parties of big capital. 
The discussion Australia should be having right now is how to 
shake off apathy and move on from capitalism.

Perth rallies for 
jobs and local 
content

On Thursday February 28 the 
combined blue collar unions 
(CFMEU, AMWU, CEPU and 
MUA) rallied and marched in 
solidarity for jobs and local content 
in Perth.

Despite there being a lack of 
big construction jobs in the city, 
thousands of workers attended the 
protest in defi ance of the individual 
threatening letters received from Fair 
Work Australia Special Inspectorate 
(the former ABCC) under the fascistic 
repressive laws that restrict the right 
to organise and collective bargaining 
in the industry.

Workers are not being hired and 
can’t get a start in the resource sector 
unless the applicant is from overseas 
on 456 or 457 or work holiday visas. 
The unemployment fi gures are on the 
rise due to this rorting of the visa 
program that claims a shortage of 
skilled labour.

The reality is that workers are 
unable to crank a start on those jobs 
in the resource sector because mining 
corporations are not prepared to pay 

union negotiated wages. They prefer 
to look at cheaper options, rorting the 
visa program.

For several years now unions and 
other progressive organisations have 
lobbied the government to either 
cease or tighten up the temporary 
visa program. Up to 200,000 visas 
have been granted in Australia to 
the detriment of local labour. It is 
a race to the bottom as the workers 
brought in are unaware of their rights 
and are very often put on lower than 
market wages.

Another point of contention is 
that workers on temporary visas 
wish to be able to bring their fami-
lies and migrate to Australia given 
the opportunity but this is denied to 
them as they are used by unscrupu-
lous employers as a cheap disposable 
labour force.

These workers often fear for 
their jobs should they choose to join 
a union to represent their industrial 
interests. Those who speak out and 
join their unions face the sack and 
deportation.

Australian governments federal 
and state have allowed this situa-
tion to reach a crisis point with only 
the mining corporations being the 
benefi ciaries.

The rally called for the elimina-
tion and regulation of the temporary 
visa program, for legislation in rela-
tion to local content, and more jobs 
and training and apprenticeships for 
young people. Currently the mining 
corporations do not contribute to the 
training of workers, which will have 
a big impact on the future of the 
industry and will eventually lead to 
the skill shortages that are currently 
only fi ctitious.

The Communist Party of Australia 
supports the demands of the trade 
union movement and calls on the 
government to shut the temporary visa 
program, allowing guest labour only 
in those cases of genuine shortage of 
skilled labour. Guest workers must get 
paid at local union negotiated rates 
and long-term guest workers must 
have the right to residency and to be 
joined by their families. 

Sun, 10 March
1 pm - 3 pm, 3:30 pm - 5:30 pm
Mingara Club, Tumbi Umbi 
Central Coast 

Thu, 14 March 
7:00 pm - 9:00 pm, 
Trades Hall, 
377 Sussex St, Sydney

Fri, 15 March 
6:30 pm 
Max Weber Library 
Fluschcombe Rd, Blacktown

Sat, 16 March
1:30 pm 
MacKillop Hall 
St Aidan’s Catholic Church
Rooty Hill

Sat, 16 March
6:30 pm, 
Herb Greedy Hall 
Petersham Rd, Marrickville

Photo: Richard Titelius
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Tom Pearson

Recent patterns of donations to 
political parties reveal a system 
of rewards for compliant parties 
and punishment for those who fail 
to deliver. And the major parties 
appear more responsive to the 
corporate dollar than the wishes 
and needs of voters. The use of 
political donations reads more like 
corruption than democracy.

Long gone are the days when the 
Labor Party relied on cake stalls and 
trade union donations and the Liberal 
Party was the main benefi ciary of 
corporate sector largesse. With the 
right wing in tight control and a 
leadership determined to prove its 
conservative economic credentials, 
the corporate sector has increasingly 
recognised the benefi ts of lining 
Labor’s coffers.

It is not unusual now for cor-
porations to give large amounts to 
Liberal and Labor, shoring up their 
interests with whoever gets into offi ce. 
Although some are more selective, 
boosting the coffers of an incumbent 
or about to be elected party.

In 2010-11, an election year, 
federal Labor disclosed $10.8 million 
in donations and the Liberals who 
looked like winning, $9.3 million. 
These included individual, trade union 
as well as corporate donations over a 
threshold of $11,500. Spending during 
the year was far higher – Labor $36 
million and the Liberals $35 million. 
State branches of parties made signifi -
cant contributions, as did individuals, 
fund raising events, etc.

Federal donations dropped off in 
2011-12, a non-election year, to $7.5 
million reported to the Australian 
Electoral Commission (AEC) by 
Labor and $4.7 million by the 
Coalition. Major donors came from 
resources and energy, property devel-
opment, gambling, pharmaceutical 
and medical industries and, in the case 
of Labor, from trade unions. The cor-
porate donations in some sectors leant 
heavily in favour of Labor, refl ecting 
the fact it was in government.

The recent multi-million dollar 
media campaigns by the mining 
sector and gambling industries were 
very public and no doubt infl uenced 
many people. But behind the scenes 
they exerted another form of pressure 
– the threat of and actual withdrawal 
of fi nancial support.

Mining dollars
Donations by the mining sector 

are quite revealing. The big boys 
like BHP Billiton and Rio Tinto see 
no need to donate. They contributed 
heavily to the $22.2 million cam-
paign against the Rudd government’s 
proposed resources super profi ts tax 
(RSPT). They then got what they 
wanted by changing a Prime Minister 
and Opposition leader and then sitting 
around the table to draft Gillard’s 
mineral resources rent tax, which has 
so far cost them nothing.

But the next layer of mining cor-
porations feels the need to donate. 
Their donations to the Liberal and 
National Parties rocketed in 2009-10 
to a record $2.4 million following 
the Rudd government’s announce-
ment of RSPT. At the same time 
Labor was punished with the bottom 
falling out of donations from the 
mining sector.

No wonder Abbott hammers the 
point he will abolish the minerals 
resource rent tax and carbon tax.

Billionaire Clive Palmer alone, 
donated over $1 million that year 
through his companies to the con-
servative parties. The Nationals 
relied on his largesse for 20 percent 
of their funding. Other resource 
company donations to the Coalition 
parties included New Hope $100,000, 
Straits Resources $100,000, Straits 
Resources $500,000, Western Areas 
$400,000, Savannah Nickel $125,000 
and Lanfranchi Nickel $125,000.

In Western Australia, mining 
company donations to the state 
branch went from around half a mil-
lion in 2008-09 to almost $2 million 
in 2009-10. Labor went without at 
the state level, where it was not in 
government.

Pokies 

In 2010-11 when the big bat-
tle was on over gambling reforms, 
Clubs NSW and the Australian Hotels 
Association donated over $1 million 
to the major parties with close to 
90 percent going to the pro-pokies 
Coalition. Labor also receives a 
considerable amount of its funding 
from its interests in poker machines, 
including income from Canberra 
Labor Club of $660,000 in 2009-10 
and $300,000 in 2010-11.

The Australian Hotels Association 
gave federal Labor a rather derogatory 
$5,000 when it was attempting to hon-
our its agreement with Independent 
Andrew Wilkie for gamblers to pre-
commit how much they would spend. 
The Liberals received $350,000 for 
their stand against pokie reform.

As Andrew Wilkie pointed out, it 
was little wonder that the government 
broke its promise. “No one hands over 
that sort of money without expecting 
something in return.”

Ethanol stench
Perhaps one of the biggest 

stenches comes from biofuels which 
are burning on the roads of NSW. 
The private company Manildra, a 
fl our miller and ethanol producer, 
has achieved a capitalist’s wildest 
dreams – almost mandatory use of 
its product by consumers, a virtual 
monopoly, no price restrictions and 
a government subsidy.

In 2002, the Howard govern-
ment introduced a 38.143 cents per 
litre excise on ethanol fuel and gave 
local producers a short-term produc-
tion grant of the same amount for 
biofuels produced for transport use in 
Australia. This was to keep out over-
seas competitors. Labor has extended 
that subsidy until June 30, 2021!

This assistance has already cost 
the public purse hundreds of millions 
of dollars. The ethanol is produced 
from wheat or wheat by-products.

The NSW Labor government 
legislated for a mandatory six percent 
of total volume of petrol sold in that 

state to be the biofuel ethanol. The 
usage was being phased in.

In 2011, the O’Farrell Liberal 
attempted to enforce 10 percent 
ethanol on all unleaded petrol users 
but was forced to back off after mas-
sive opposition from angry motorists. 
Not only is the fuel less effi cient, it 
is incompatible with hundreds of 
thousands of vehicles.

Claims about its environmental 
superiority to petrol do not stand up. 
There are also serious health concerns 
as the highly toxic pollutant ozone 
is emitted when low concentration 
ethanol in petrol is burnt. (See Global 
Mail, “Priming Australia’s Ethanol 
Pump”, 13-02-2012)

Manildra has a virtual ethanol 
monopoly in NSW. The company 
donated more than $600,000 to the 
Liberal and Labor Parties at the 
federal level in 2010-11 and around 
$280,000 in 2011-12.

Over the years since Howard 
introduced the subsidy, Manildra has 
lined the coffers of the major parties 
by more than $3 million, mostly in 
NSW.

Reform required
The Greens have been consist-

ently overlooked by the major politi-
cal donors – gambling, resources, 
pharmaceutical and medical and 
banking. Of course this should not 
come as a surprise with the principled 
stand they have taken. (For more 
details on corporate donations visit 
democracy4sale.org) Needless to say, the 
Communist Party of Australia does 

not receive a cent from the corpo-
rate sector. It also misses out on the 
millions of dollars from the public 
purse which is based on the number 
of votes received.

The Greens have pointed to the 
undemocratic nature of the present 
system and are calling for major 
reform. Their demands include:
• Bans on corporate and union 

donations
• Strict limits on private donations
• Much greater transparency and 

timely disclosure.
These are all worthwhile reforms, 

some of which are being introduced 
by state governments. But for the 
electoral system to have some 
semblance of being democratic, all 
candidates should be standing on an 
equal footing.

It is not just a question of 
monetary donations, but the many 
other means of support for parties or 
individual politicians such as the cor-
porate media. Murdoch wields huge 
infl uence through his publications, 
attacking and pressuring governments, 
infl uencing public opinion, calling on 
people to vote one way or another.

There are all the other means 
of buying politicians such as lucra-
tive directorships when they leave 
parliament.

Tackling the huge inequities 
between the resources available to 
parties that serve corporate interests 
and sma ller parties such as the Greens 
and CPA will not be possible without 
more substantial reform of the media 
and electoral rules. 

Australia

What does 
it cost to 
buy a gov’t?

Pete’s Corner
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Hundreds of unionists rallied late 
in February to kick off a national 
effort to force Telstra to back 
down on moves to send hundreds 
of jobs from its Sensis division 
offshore, which the Australian 
Manufacturing Workers’ Union 
(AMWU) has condemned as a 
disgrace.

The AMWU has vowed a force-
ful public campaign to fight the 
offshoring and the wider Sensis cuts 
of 689 full-time positions. National 
secretary Paul Bastian said parent 
company Telstra made $1.6 billion 
last half year and no profi table com-
pany that slashed its local workforce 

to outsource to low-wage nations 
should be permitted to escape without 
sanction.

He said all government subsidies 
and funding should be withdrawn 
from Sensis for its unAustralian 
behaviour, which came after it made 
a $685 million profi t last year.

Sensis intends to cut the jobs 
due to falling revenue from its White 
Pages and Yellow Pages divisions as 
the company moves closer to fully 
online services, but a big number 
of the jobs slated for transfer to the 
Philippines and India are of workers 
with production skills across both 
print and digital platforms.

“This is a company that’s not 
doing it tough. How’s it doing it tough 
with over $600 million in profi t?” 
asked Mr Bastian.

“Our view is that if you’re an 
Australian company or a company 
here in Australia employing Australian 
citizens, and you want to offshore 
work, then you should get nothing 
from the public purse.

“What I want everyone to see 
is an unAustralian company, a com-
pany that’s just laid off 700 workers, 
a company that made $1.6 billion 
profi ts and a company that’s looking 
at transferring nearly 400 of those 
jobs to the Philippines.

“It’s a disgrace and they shouldn’t 
be allowed to get away with it.”

At a rally outside Telstra head-
quarters in Melbourne, members and 
delegates signalled their intention 
to overturn any move to offshore, 
which management said had not been 
fi nalised.

The rally of 450 Sensis workers 
and supporters braved rain to hear 
demands from delegates Chris Breen, 
Marty Raspin and Zoe Erbacher for 
the company to explain why it was 
sacking skilled content makers when 
it claimed its future was digital.

They were angry that their skilled, 
stable jobs were to be sent offshore 
with the intent of exploiting low-paid 
labour there for profi t.

AMWU National Print Division 
secretary Lorraine Cassin said Sensis 
would not be permitted to offshore the 
jobs of workers who built its business.

Victorian state secretary Steve 
Dargavel questioned how govern-
ments could support Telstra when 
its management betrayed their own 
Australian customers and digital-
smart workers.

“I understand people are feeling 
shock but when you get over that 
there’s the need for us to get angry 
and take action. We know these jobs 
can be saved, it’s not inevitable,” Mr 
Breen said.

“It’s not only about our jobs, it’s 
about future jobs for everyone’s kids.”

He noted the last CEO, Bruce 
Akehurst, departed Sensis last year 
with a $5.3 million package, including 
his $2.9 million salary, with new CEO 

John Allen likely to be on a similarly 
lucrative package.

Sensis workers voted to walk 
off the job for the rest of the day and 
demanded Mr Allen meet them and 
AMWU offi cials to reveal the fi gures 
behind the offshoring decision, rather 
than blaming it on information tech-
nology costs.

Workers placed 390 yellow pages 
paper planes in the Testra HQ foyer, 
each representing a job sent overseas.

The Sensis decision came on the 
same day printing fi rm Geon, with 800 
jobs nationally, went into voluntary 
liquidation while eco-friendly Vega 
Press was placed in administration. 
It employs 70 people.

Ms Cassin said both companies 
hoped to continue operating but the 
top priority was saving jobs and 
ensuring members received their pay 
and entitlements.

Geon, like Sensis, had not con-
sulted the AMWU and Ms Cassin 
said the AMWU would hold them 
accountable.

About 221 Sensis sales jobs 
are scheduled to go across all state 
capitals and many regional centres, 
with the biggest remaining cuts in 
Melbourne, Brisbane and Sydney 
from March to November.

Sensis documents leaked to the 
media said 390 skilled roles would be 
hit by the “potential introduction” of 
overseas “partners” to gradually carry 
out editing, production, artwork and 
contact centre work for Yellow Pages 
and White Pages. 

Penalise Sensis for 
betraying Australian workers

The Recall Records dispute 
in WA escalates
Richard Titelius

The picket at the Recall Records 
Corporation dispute at the Malaga 
warehouse in Western Australia 
has now gone into its second week, 
despite attempts by the workers 
and the National Union of Workers 
(NUW) to resolve the dispute.

Last week when it looked like 
the clients of Recall Records would 
start putting pressure on the com-
pany to resolve the dispute and 
allow the free fl ow of the corporate 
records to and from the warehouse, 
Recall Records responded by seek-
ing injunctions in the Federal Court 
against the union to allow the 
records to leave the warehouse.

The second injunction was 
granted on Friday and on Saturday 
March 1, NUW organiser Alex 
Falconer reported that “Some scabs 
drove up to the premises and one 
of the managers opened a gate to 
allow the records to come out.”

Falconer advised that the union 
had tried to speak to a number of 
managers at Recall Records to try 
to resolve the dispute but none 
were prepared to talk creating the 
impression that pressure has been 
brought to bear on them to close 
ranks to ensure that the dispute is 
settled only on the terms of Recall.

While this tactic if it succeeds 

may save Recall Records some 
money it will not do much for 
morale or enthusiasm to work for 
such a repressive corporation once 
the workers return.

The dispute between Recall 
Records Corporation and their 
workers is over a pay claim for a 
period of three years where workers 
are seeking twelve percent and the 
management seek nine percent.

Neither side has lodged an 

application for conciliation with 
Fair Work Australia, which requires 
the will to bargain in good faith by 
both parties and is something which 
is distinctly lacking on behalf of the 
owners of capital at Recall Records.

On last Sunday the NUW 
organised a community barbeque at 
the picket site in Malaga to main-
tain morale and raise money for the 
struggle of the workers. 

Community Barbeque at NUW picket at Malaga.

Perth

Sydney Uni staff to strike
National Tertiary Education Union 
(NTEU) members at the University 
of Sydney will strike for 24 hours 
next Thursday March 7 over 
enterprise bargaining.

“This is the fi rst strike in a decade 
and shows just how riled our mem-
bers are at management’s arrogance 
and its lack of commitment to the 
enterprise bargaining process,” said 
branch president Michael Thomson.

“We logged our enterprise bar-
gaining claims on August 7 last year. 
Management took ages to respond. Its 
main thrust since has been a serious 
attack on working conditions. While 
management has now backed down 
on removing protections around intel-
lectual freedom, it is offering less job 
security, wants to reduce sick leave 
entitlements, cut workload and work 

hours provisions and requirements to 
properly classify general staff posi-
tions,” he said.

“Management is refusing to limit 
the numbers of casuals and is trying to 
wind back provisions for fi xed-term 
staff to convert to ongoing posi-
tions. It wants to reduce obligations 
to consult about workplace change, 
remove all commitments to prevent 
and eliminate discriminatory employ-
ment practices and do away with 
restrictions on general staff having 
to work regular overtime.”

In a recent ballot conducted by 
the Fair Work Commission, members 
voted overwhelmingly in favour of 
work stoppages. At a further meeting 
on the main campus members voted 
in favour of a 24 hour stoppage. A 
meeting at the Cumberland Campus 

also endorsed the strike action.
If university management fails 

to sign a “heads of agreement” by 
mid-March, members will strike for 
a further 48 hours on March 19-20.

Thomson said that the NTEU 
would mount pickets on all seven 
main entrances to the University of 
Sydney campus on March 7, from 
7 am. 

“Over 90 members signed up for 
picket line duty right after our meeting 
on Wednesday and more support is 
pouring in. Around 500 new members 
have joined since our last enterprise 
agreement was signed in September 
2009,” he said.

The NTEU branch is meeting 
with Unions New South Wales to 
secure support of the trade union 
movement more broadly. 

Photo: Richard Titelius
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Scott Morrison – the Opposition 
spokesman on immigration – 
plumbed new depths of political 
opportunism last week with a slur 
on the reputation of all asylum 
seekers released into the com-
munity. Abbott’s shadow minister, 
who may well be in charge of such 
matters after the federal election 
on September 14, demanded that 
police and neighbouring residents 
should be notifi ed when an asylum 
seeker moves into their district 
and that “terms and conditions” 
should be made clear to asylum 
seekers prior to their release from 
detention. This type of treatment is 
usually reserved for sex offenders 
released from prison. The insulting 
comparison would not be lost on 
intolerant sections of the electorate.

Morrison’s statements were 
made following reports of an alleged 
indecent assault by a Sri Lankan 
asylum seeker on a young woman 
at a university dorm in Sydney. 
The would-be immigration minister 
jumped on the news item, hoping to 
ride a wave of misconception that 
refugees are abusing the supposed 
generosity of their Australian hosts 
and, in general, failing to “fi t in”. The 
cynicism of Mr Morrison’s politicking 
horrifi ed many commentators. Some 
of his Coalition colleagues also found 
it distasteful. “This kind of vilifi cation 
of asylum seekers is unacceptable 
in this nation,” Victorian Liberal 
backbencher Russell Broadbent said.

Columnists and bloggers had a 
fi eld-day with the ignorance of Mr 
Morrison’s intervention. Some noted 

that, according to statistics kept on 
these matters, members of the general 
public are 45 times more likely to be 
charged with a crime than asylum 
seekers. A suggestion has been put 
that the addresses of Parliamentarians 
should be made known to residents 
living in their vicinity, given the 
proportionately high number currently 
under investigation for criminal acts.

Morrison has sought to massage 
his outrageous attack by saying 
better records of asylum seekers’ 
whereabouts ought to be kept so that 
they can more easily be connected 
with support services. This has all the 
sincerity of the claim that mandatory 
offshore detention is a compassionate 
response to the high numbers of 
desperate asylum seekers drowning 
at sea when the rickety boats they 
have boarded go down on route to 
Australia.

Unfortunately, politicians from 
both major parties are trying to exploit 
the misconceptions out there in the 
electorate – lies and distortions fan-
forced by shock-jocks and poisonous 
email campaigns. Over the weekend, 
Murdoch’s Adelaide Advertiser pub-
lished results of a survey of issues of 
concern to people in South Australia. 
“Assimilation of migrants” was a 
concern for 17.8 percent of just over 
1,500 respondents. That’s signifi cantly 
below the 72.2 percent worried about 
the cost of living and the 46.2 per-
cent who believe employment is the 
most important issue at the federal 
election but the racist section of the 
community is loud and active at the 
moment. Party leaders clearly think 
they are worthy of a “dog whistle”.

Prime Minister Gillard got on 

board with a statement that self-harm 
and hunger strikes by asylum seekers 
will not improve their chances of 
being released into the community. 
“The only thing that happens for 
people in our asylum seeker facilities 
is that there is a proper assessment 
of whether or not they are genuine 
refugees,” the PM said last week. 
The Department of Immigration 
and Citizenship (DIC) has released 
fi gures that about 90 percent of boat 
arrivals in the fi nancial year 2011-12 
were “genuine refugees”. It is also 
plain that very high numbers of these 
people are fi nding the conditions of 
their offshore detention intolerable.

The Department took three 
months to release incident reports 
about the fi rst quarter of operation 
of the Nauru detention centre. Two 
men attempted suicide in detention 
on October 13. An estimated 260 
out of the 377 people held on the 
remote island joined a hunger strike 
in November in protest at their 
conditions.

Gillard is playing to the 
xenophobic attitude that Australians 
are being played for suckers by 
asylum seekers. To her minor credit, 
she and her caucus colleagues have 
held back from labelling the asylum 
seekers “illegal immigrants” in the 
way the Opposition has. Differences 
in policy have closed dramatically in 
recent times but they still exist. An 
Abbott government holds the prospect 
of further hardening of official 
attitudes and even more serious 
violation of Australia’s undertakings 
to refugees under international 
conventions. 

Australia

Scott Morrison, the Opposition spokesman on immigration and Tony Abbott, leader of the Opposition.

Political 
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Future Fund goes tobacco-free
The decision by Australia’s 
national investment agency the 
Future Fund to exclude investment 
in primary tobacco producers is 
responsible, consistent with health 
policy and will be welcomed by 
the Australian community and the 
world, says Action on Smoking and 
Health (ASH) Australia.

The decision by the Future 
Fund followed a Fund review of 
its investment policy, after strong 
advocacy by ASH and other health 
groups and persistent questioning 
of the Fund in Senate Estimates by 
Greens Senator Richard di Natale.

The Fund acknowledged 
tobacco’s “damaging health effects 
[and] addictive properties” and 

considered Environment, Social 
and Governance (ESG) investment 
principles.

Said ASH Chief Executive 
Anne Jones: “We’re delighted 
with the Future Fund’s deci-
sion, which restores consistency 
of the Fund’s investments with 
Australian health policies aimed 
at reducing tobacco use and expo-
sure, and with our foreign aid 
efforts to combat tobacco diseases 
worldwide.

“Australians will be very 
relieved that their money will no 
longer be invested in an industry 
that promotes and sells death and 
disease worldwide, especially tar-
geting the poorer nations.”

The decision is consistent with 
ESG principles. 

“It follows similar moves by 
the governments of ACT, NSW 
and South Australia. We urge all 
Australian governments to adopt 
whole-of-government tobacco 
divestment policies.”

Health groups who have 
worked with ASH to encourage 
governments and major super 
funds to divest from tobacco 
include Australian Council on 
Smoking and Health, the Heart 
Foundation, Lung Foundation 
Australia, Thoracic Society of 
Australia and New Zealand, and 
Cure for Life Foundation. 

The Australian Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC) 
is investigating the power Coles and Woolworths have over milk 
suppliers. Dairy farmers have to go through a competitive tender 
process to win milk contracts but because of the market domi-
nance by the two large retailers they have to sell their produce at 
a loss. It is not a new problem for dairy farmers and processors 
– the rot set in many years ago when prices were deregulated. 
The ACCC will investigate claims that the supermarkets bullied 
suppliers, misused market powers and potentially breached the 
law. The ACCC promised to protect identities of those farmers 
and processors who spoke up. The supermarkets’ combined rev-
enue last year was $70 billion. Many dairy farmers were forced 
to give up as a result of price cutting by the supermarket chains. 
Supermarket chiefs like to point out that consumers are the 
winners with low prices. That may be true in the short term but 
thinking consumers are also concerned about food security and 
fairness and want to see local farmers getting their fair share.

The cost of testing for hereditary breast and ovarian cancer 
could increase dramatically after the Federal Court upheld the 
right of an Australian technology fi rm and its US partner to pat-
ent human genetic material. It could also negatively impact on 
research. The company, Myriad Genetics, has a track record in 
Australia. In 2008 it tried to stop all other laboratories, includ-
ing those in public hospitals, from performing the test before 
having to retreat amid a public backlash. Some public health cen-
tres in Australia can carry out the tests with large subsidies but 
cancer patient advocacy groups have quite justifi able concerns 
about the company seeking to close out competition. Breast 
Cancer Network Australia chief executive Maxine Morand said 
the decision was ‘concerning”. “We are concerned that … out-
come in favour of Myriad Genetics creates some uncertainty for 
Australians with a strong family history of breast or ovarian can-
cer who may require access to affordable, locally based genetic 
testing through Australian familial cancer centres”, she said.

From time to time obnoxious imports land in Australia. Geert 
Wilders, Dutch MP, is one of those. Known for his anti-Islamic 
tirades, he is here to promote his ideas about Islam being incom-
patible with freedom, democracy and a Western way of life. 
Never mind that in Australia there are laws that deal with incit-
ing hatred. Never mind that Australia is a multi-cultural society 
which does not need anybody to whip up hysteria based either 
on colour, religion or anything else. Supporters of Mr Wilders 
claim that he has a right to exercise his freedom of speech. By 
the same token, people may want to exercise their right not to 
have to deal with such characters. When travellers to Australia fi ll 
out customs forms they are asked if they have prohibited articles 
– narcotics, guns, etc. Mr Wilders has come here with very offen-
sive baggage. It is a shame he was not stopped at the border.
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Maria Hilario*

Francisco Molina Martinez is a representa-
tive member of IU (United Left) in Zamora 
Town Hall, Zamora Spain. Zamora has 
68,000 inhabitants and it is located 250 
kilometres north west of Madrid. He is a 
mathematics professor, a member of the 
Spanish Communist Party and IU, an 
organisation that unites a number of left 
wing organisations. Currently, he is a Town 
Councillor of Zamora Town Hall and a 
Member of Parliament for Zamora 

He tells me that the reason for the two posi-
tions is not because of selfi shness! It is because 
you can’t be a Member of Parliament if you are 
not a Town Hall councillor.

Martinez studied physical sciences and he 
passed the selection text to lecture in maths. 
Currently he is a retiree and he has more time 
for politics which he thinks is his real vocation! 

MH: What measures are the government 
putting into place for the crisis? People on 
the streets are worried about the fall in their 
quality of life.

FMM: The Spanish government is apply-
ing the measures that are being dictated by the 
powerful in Europe; the bankers, the big owners 
of the land, the holders of great fortunes. They 
are applying measures much in favour of the 
ones who have the most and this is wrong. 
The crisis is happening because the money is 
accumulated at the top with the wealthy ones.

The popular class don’t have enough to 
survive and this popular class are the ones who 
must consume enough so the economy does 
not grind to a halt. Every working class family 
consumes less than a rich family but because 
the great majority are the working class these 
are the ones who move the economy. We need 
to have progressive tax systems where those 
who have more should pay more. We should 
also put a stop to the tax havens and shelters 
and that money be redirected to the pensioners 
and unemployed and for health and education. 
The government is doing the contrary; cutting 
working class conditions and these measures are 
producing indignation in a lot of people. The 
government is wrong and at times it admits to it.

I often give this example to people: “If a 
doctor gives a sick person the wrong medication 
soon he will see the patient is not improving but 
if on top of it they double the dosage the patient 
will get sicker”. This is what is happening in 
Spain because of the actions the government 
is taking.

What are the unions and working class 
saying about these measures the government 
is implementing?

The unions when everything was going 
well were applauding the capitalist system and 
acknowledging it had some faults, but they fell 
for their tricks and thought it was the best system 
in the world. Now they are opening their eyes 
and they see this society is false. On one side 
they could do business and on the other side 
the people were thinking it is the best system, 
better than other alternatives like socialism or 
communism.

The unions, when they realised what was 
happening, got a shock and they realised they 
needed the workers but the workers at this 
moment don’t trust the unions because they 
were allied with the employers and they signed 

agreements with many reductions in wages and 
conditions.

Now the unions are working hard to gain 
the trust of the working class because they 
need the workers and we are recycling ideas 
and adopting new measures. We are planning 
a peaceful revolution like the Arab Spring. We 
are organising big demonstrations and trying to 
remove this Popular Party (PP) government so it 
won’t stay the whole term in power, otherwise 
it may bury us alive. We are hopeful for a new 
force with a different program from the one 
they are imposing on us.

And what are the unions like CCOO and 
UGT recommending at this time?

Like I was saying before, the unions have 
to change and now they realise that the most 
important issue is to save what belongs to 
everyone. It is important that health remains in 
public hands, education too and that pensions 
are guaranteed and their fi nances are solvent 
and strong.

During the socialist government of Felipe 
Gonzalez in the ’90s he started to privatise 
health. It did not achieve anything. The debt is 
higher now than then. The unions now are act-
ing in defence of and they are trying to protect 
and save the welfare of the state

What is the level of unemployment?
The working class has little money to spend, 

people are not consuming, the unemployed can 
not consume and in the last Labour Reform 
Law it allows the employer to sack a worker 
from one day to the next without payment or 
compensation. 

Currently people are not spending even if 
they have a job because they are afraid they may 
lose their jobs and won’t be able to feed their 
families. In this situation the small business 
people do not sell and if they do not sell they 
do not order from factories and the factories are 
sacking employees and the unemployment rate 
is growing at a fast rate. 

We are over fi ve million at the moment and 
it will go to six million before the end of the year 
and of course the youth are the most affected 
and their rate is higher. Work has to be shared 
in today’s industrialised world and we should 
not allow unlimited hours of work for workers.

Is everything being privatised? What is 
public?

The three pillars of society to improve peo-
ple’s wellbeing, health, education and pensions, 
they are not privatised yet because the unions 
are putting up a fi ght, but there is a danger in 
that they want to privatise the education system. 
There was a small sector of private education 
and it was always spoilt and promoted, boosted 
and defended by the PP and PSOE [parties]. 
But we still have a public education system of 
quality, prestige, solvency and reliability.

With health the PP tried to divert lots of 
operations to private clinics with the excuse 
that the public hospitals could not meet all the 
demands placed on them. This is the fi rst step 
to dismantling the public system and making 
it private, the same as with the pensions. They 
want to reduce the pensions to minimum, unli-
veable levels so if people want to have money 
at their retirement they are promoting a system 
of private funds for pensioners. The same for 
health and education but what usually hap-
pened, those private funds are usually a fraud, 
usually they go bankrupt and it is the taxpayers, 

society, who at the end the pays! The PSOE 
tried to privatise the lottery system “El Godo” 
but no one came forward. The companies were 
bankrupt. They will privatise everything they 
can to make money.

And the GST, is it going to go higher?
The GST [goods and services tax] is an 

unjust tax as it is an indirect tax in the pyramid 
society. The number of rich people are less than 
the working class and a rich person consumes 
more than a working class one, but because 
it is larger the working class consumes more 
and if the GST goes up they are charging the 
working class. In Spain the GST was at 18%, 
now is going to go up to 21%.

But the worst is that like in other countries 
there was a reduced GST for certain consumer 
goods like books, medications, nappies etc. It 
was only 4%, now it is going up to 18% or 21% 
and this increase is not going to help. If a fam-
ily everyday has less money and everything is 
more expensive, if before they couldn’t afford 
things, now they will have even less ability to 
consume. This will lead to a collapse of the eco-
nomic system. This is the last hit to the working 
class, the increase in the GST of all consumer 
goods. There are no exemptions or exclusions; 
all consumer goods now carry a GST.

What is going to happen to the people 
who pay no taxes and where do they hide 
their money?

If there is less consumption, there is less 
revenue taken and so the revenue is less and 
less. The other way to reduce the defi cit and to 
increase the revenue is to reduce expenditure. 
Like what are we doing in the Afghanistan 
war? We can save expenditure there. What are 
we doing feeding the Catholic Church, we can 
save there; what are we doing keeping up the 
royal family, we can save there.

There are many other areas of money wast-
ing; especially nothing is done to protect the 
average citizen. 

Our theory in IU is that the taxes have to 
increase progressively. People who earn more 
should pay more. Now the super rich only pay 
50 percent but in the past in the crisis in 1929 
they paid much more in the USA. According 
to our research in IU the black money that 
currently is in circulation is astronomical and 
it could save the crisis of all European nations. 
Spain has 500€ billion [in the black economy], 
more than any other European country.

There are two types of money that don’t pay 
taxes; one is the black money and the other is 
the hidden money in tax havens.

The president Mariano Rajoy has put in 
place an amnesty for anyone with black money 
to come forward and they will only pay 10 
percent penalty to legalise the money and with 
this amnesty they won’t be charged legally. 
Recently they released the fi gures and only a 
few people have come forward.

When selling a unit or apartment and they 
did not charge the GST when they should, that 
money was not declared. A lot of the black 
money comes from the mafi a, selling drugs, 
illegal arms trade, prostitution.

The tax inspectors are telling their managers 
“We need to catch the big fi sh and also we need 
more inspectors and to act in cooperation with 
the police because of the larger illegal amount 
of money we are talking about”.

When the capitalist crisis started, the 

affl uent classes were better prepared to benefi t 
themselves from the crisis and we see now that 
the sacrifi ces are made by the working classes 
of Greece or Spain.

Here in Spain, they always have ruled us, the 
political parties that supported the right wing in 
politics and the big fortunes, they always made 
the laws to suit themselves.

We need to pay taxes so the society in which 
we live has good services and good ways of 
communication, a well harmonised society. It 
does not happen in Spain.

What is the IU program for the province 
of Zamora?

IU was formed in 1983 and the same persons 
in the group have been meeting continuously 

To save what belongs to everyo

Interview with Francisco Molina Martinez

Francisco Molina Martinez.

The popular class don’t have enough to su
this popular class are the ones who must c
enough so the economy does not grind to 
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every week and we analyse everything that is 
happening. This has given us a political culture 
and developed very important knowledge about 
the issues that affect people. 

We are always in the streets demonstrating 
with the people, fi ghting for their rights. This 
has given us a high profi le at a local level and 
in the last elections as a provincial capital – 
there are 52 provinces in Spain – we obtained 
in Zamora the largest percentage of votes per 
province capital for the IU. There were other 
cities in Spain but not capitals of provinces that 
obtained more IU representatives.
* Maria is a CPA member. She travelled 
throughout Spain for three months last 
year. 
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urvive and 
consume 

o a halt.

The global 
water grab

Shiney Varghese

Writing in National Geographic in December 
2012 about “small-scale irrigation techniques 
with simple buckets, affordable pumps, 
drip lines, and other equipment” that “are 
enabling farm families to weather dry sea-
sons, raise yields, diversify their crops, and 
lift themselves out of poverty” water expert 
Sandra Postel of the Global Water Policy 
Project cautioned against reckless land and 
water-related investments in Africa. “Unless 
African governments and foreign interests 
lend support to these farmer-driven initia-
tives, rather than undermine them through 
land and water deals that benefi t large-scale, 
commercial schemes, the best opportunity 
in decades for societal advancement in the 
region will be squandered.”

That same month, the online publication 
Market Oracle reported that “the new ‘water 
barons’ – the Wall Street banks and elitist 
multibillionaires – are buying up water all over 
the world at unprecedented pace.” The report 
reveals two phenomena that have been gathering 
speed and that could potentially lead to profi t 
accumulation at the cost of communities and 
commons – the expansion of market instruments 
beyond the water supply and sanitation to other 
areas of water governance, and the increasingly 
prominent role of fi nancial institutions.

In several instances this has meant that the 
government itself has set up public corporations 
that run like a business, contracting out water 
supply and sanitation operations to those with 
expertise, or entering into public–private–part-
nerships, often with water multinationals. This 
happened recently in Nagpur and New Delhi, 
India. In most rural areas, ensuring a clean 
drinking water supply and sanitation continues 
to be a challenge. For-profi t companies such as 
Sarvajal have begun setting up pre-paid water 
kiosks (or water ATMs) that would dispense 
units of water upon the insertion of a pre-paid 
card. It is no surprise that these are popular 
among people who otherwise have no access 
to clean drinking water.

With climate change, however, the water 
crisis is no longer perceived as confi ned to 
developing countries or even primarily a con-
cern related to water supply and sanitation. 
Fresh water commons are becoming degraded 
and depleted in both developed and developing 
countries. In the United States, diversion of 
water for expanded commodity crop production, 
biofuels and gas hydro-fracking is compounding 
the crisis in rural areas. In areas ranging from 
the Ogallala aquifer to the Great Lakes in North 
America, water has been referred to as liquid 
gold. Billionaires such as T Boone Pickens have 
been buying up land overlying the Ogallala 
aquifer, acquiring water rights; companies such 

as Dow Chemicals, with a long history of water 
pollution, are investing in the business of water 
purifi cation, making pollution itself a cash-cow.

But chemical companies are not alone: GE 
and its competitor Siemens have extensive port-
folios that include an array of water technolo-
gies to serve the needs of industrial customers, 
municipal water suppliers or governments. (In 
the last year and a half two Minnesota based 
companies have become large players in this 
business – Ecolab, by acquiring Nalco and 
Pentair by merging with Tyco‘s Flow Control 
unit – both now belonging to S&P’s 500.)

The fi nancial industry has also zeroed in on 
water. In the summer of 2011, Citigroup issued 
a report on water investments. The much quoted 
statement by Willem Buiter (chief economist 
at Citigroup) gives an inkling of Citigroup’s 
conclusion: “Water as an asset class will, in 
my view, become eventually the single most 
important physical-commodity-based asset class, 
dwarfi ng oil, copper, agricultural commodi-
ties and precious metals.” Once again, several 
others had already seen water as an important 
investment opportunity, including GE’s Energy 
Financial Services, Goldman Sachs and several 
asset management fi rms that are involved in 
investing in farmland in Asia, Africa, South 
America and Eastern Europe.

Given these recent trends, initiatives that 
track the water use of companies or map informa-
tion regarding water related risks could be double 
edged. Some examples include the “water disclo-
sure project” and the “water-mapping project”. 
Both are initiated by non-profi ts think-tanks, the 
former by UK-based Carbon Disclosure Project 
and the latter by the US-based World Resources 
Institute. While distinct, they are linked by their 
shared constituency: global investors concerned 
about water-related risks. These initiatives could 
help companies identify and reduce their water 
footprint, or could lead to company investments 
that follow water and grab it.

The Carbon Disclosure Project’s water 
disclosure project seeks to help businesses and 
institutional investors understand the risks and 
opportunities associated with water scarcity and 
other water-related issues. According to its most 
recent report, issued on behalf of 470 investors 
with assets of US$50 trillion, over half the 
respondents to their survey have experienced 
water-related challenges in the preceding fi ve 
years, translating into disruptions in operations, 
increases in expenses and other detrimental 
impacts.

Aqueduct Alliance and its water mapping 
project, which aims to provide companies with 
an unprecedented level of detail on global water 
risks, seems at one level a direct response to the 
fi ndings of the global water disclosure reports 
by CDP. General Electric, Goldman Sachs 
and the Washington-based think tank World 

Resources Institute are the founding members 
of the Aqueduct Alliance. All of them identify 
water-related risks as detrimental to profi tability, 
continued economic growth and environmen-
tal sustainability. The water maps, with their 
unprecedented level of detail and resolution, 
seek to combine advanced hydrological data 
with geographically specifi c indicators that cap-
ture social, economic, and governance factors. 
But this initiative has given rise to concerns that 
such information gives companies and investors 
unprecedented details of water-related informa-
tion in some of the world’s largest river basins.

Many of these investors, described as the 
“new water barons” in Jo-Shing Yang’s article 
”Profi ting from Your Thirst as Global Elite 
Rush to Control Water Worldwide,” are the 
same ones who have profi ted from speculating 
on agricultural contracts and contributing to 
the food crisis of the past few years. The food 
crisis and recent droughts have confi rmed that 
controlling the source of food – the land and 
the water that fl ows under or by it – are equally 
or even more important.

A closer look at the land-related investments 
in Africa, for example, show that land grab-
bing is not simply an investment, but also an 
attempt to capture the water underneath. At the 
recent annual Global AgInvesting Conference 
(with well over 370 participants), the asset 
management groups and global farm businesses 
showcased their plans, including purchases of 
vast tracts of lands in varying locations around 
the globe. With tools such as water maps, such 
investors are further advantaged. The global rush 
for land grabbing, as well as the resistance to 
it, shows that all stake-holders – pension funds, 
Wall Street or nation-states on the one hand or 
the people who currently use these lands and 
waters, and their advocates on the other – are 
well aware of the life-and-death nature of land 
(and water) grabbing, especially in the case of 
developing countries.

National and international regulatory mecha-
nisms must be put in place to ensure that basic 
resources such as land, water and the means for 
accessing fresh water do not become merely the 
means for profi t accumulation for the wealthy, 
but are governed in a way that ensures the basic 
livelihood of those most dependent on it.

The last session of the Committee on World 
Food Security (a United Nations mechanism 
set up to address the food crisis) was a good 
starting point, and has set in motion a series 
of consultations on principles for agricultural 
investments. Civil Society Organisations are 
tracking the various ways in which regulations 
may develop in national contexts: simply facili-
tate land grabbing, mitigate negative impacts and 
maximise opportunities or block (or roll-back) 
land grabbing altogether.
globalresearch.ca 
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Stephen Lendman

John Kerry replaced Hillary 
Clinton at State. He didn’t miss 
a beat. He continues her imperial 
arrogance. He prioritises war. He 
deplores peace. He supports 
Israel’s worst crimes.

He’s contemptuous of rule of law 
principles. He supports wrong over 
right. He’s indifferent to human suf-
fering. US imperial priorities alone 
matter.

His fi rst overseas trip continues. 
He’s visiting nine countries in 11 
days. After meeting with French 
Foreign Minister Laurent Fabius, 
he said:

“We all agree that the time has 
passed for President Assad to heed 
the voice of his people and the voice 
of the people in the world who want 
a peaceful transition and a new oppor-
tunity for Syria.”

“That’s why we are examining 
and developing ways to accelerate 
the political transition that the Syrian 
people seek and deserve.”

Plans are to assure Western-
backed death squads more aid. 
They’re not rebels. They’re invaders. 
They’re terrorists. Media scoundrels 
don’t explain.

Last June, Russian Foreign 
Minister Sergey Lavrov accused 
America of arming Syrian opposition 
fi ghters. Doing so is contrary to what 
US offi cials claim, he said.

On February 28, the Syrian Arab 
News Agency (SANA) said Kerry 
backs anti-government terrorists. 
He wants Assad ousted faster. He’s 
involved in doing what he won’t 
admit. He’s sending “military vehicles 
and armours” to death squad killers.

He “neglected any stance that 
helps the political dialogue, and he 
only promised to back the armed 
groups in a way that encourages 
them to continue their criminal acts 
of killing, terrifying the innocent citi-
zens, and destroying the government 
institutions.”

Doing so makes him complicit 
in crimes of war and against human-
ity. He was earlier as Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee chairman.

Washington’s actively arming, 
funding, training, and directing 

anti-Syrian government terrorists. It’s 
been ongoing since confl ict erupted.

America planned, instigated, and 
directs it. Syria is Washington’s war.

Obama wants subservient puppet 
leadership replacing Assad. Plans 
are longstanding. They’re lawless. 
They’re to advance America’s imper-
ium. Kerry’s job is assuring it. It’s his 
top priority. He’s an imperial warrior. 
Don’t expect him to explain.

He’s meeting with Friends of 
Syria in Rome. They subvert peaceful 
confl ict resolution. He’ll meet with 
Syrian National Council representa-
tives in Istanbul.

Opposition fighters won’t be 
left “dangling in the wind,” he said. 
Aid will be signifi cantly increased. 
Weapons and munitions are pri-
oritised. Wars aren’t waged without 
them.

Regional allies are complicit in 
supplying them. Israel’s very much 
involved. So are Saudi Arabia, Qatar, 
Jordan and Turkey. Western war prof-
iteers produce them.

Kerry provides diplomatic cover. 
He claims he wants peaceful confl ict 
resolution. Washington’s waging war 
to prevent it.

It’s got blood on its hands. It 
bears full responsibility for tens of 
thousands of Syrian deaths. Kerry’s 
complicit in high crimes. He’s dis-
missive of anti-Assad death squad 
atrocities.

He blocked a Russian-sponsored 
Security Council resolution. It con-
demned recent ones in Damascus.

Washington Post editors barely 
stop short of urging all-out war. 
On February 27, they headlined 
“Washington’s last chance to help 
Syria,” saying:

Kerry’s credibility is on the line. 
It’s his job to assure regime change. 
“US policy must (help opposition 
fighters) establish a full-fledged 
alternative government on Syrian 
territory and recognise it as the legal 
government of Syria.”

No matter that doing so has no 
legitimacy. No country or combination 
thereof may interfere in the internal 
affairs of others. International law is 
explicit. It’s unequivocal.

Violators are war criminals. Post 
editors didn’t explain. Regime change 

matters more. So does US regional 
dominance. Body counts are incon-
sequential achieving it.

“If the Obama administration 
is to lead on Syria, it must commit 
itself to steps that can bring about 
the early collapse of the regime and 
its replacement” by a Washington 
acceptable alternative. Imperialism 
works that way.

“Only direct political and military 
intervention on the side of the opposi-
tion can make that happen.” No matter 
that doing so is lawless.

Fouad Ajami serves pro-Western 
interests. He’s a long time warmonger. 
His credibility is for sale. He supports 
what pays well.

He shows up often on Wall Street 
Journal pages. Rupert Murdoch is 
likeminded. They represent the worst 
of demagogic propaganda. No lie’s 
too outlandish to be told.

On February 27, Ajami head-
lined “John Kerry’s Syrian Second 
Chance,” saying:

Kerry’s on his “get-to-know you 
European tour.” He’ll meet “with 
Friends of Syria” and opposition 
fi ghter representatives.

They “want to overthrow the 

murderous Assad regime.” They want 
more help doing so. “If Mr Kerry 
wants to break the stalemate, he must 
will the means.

“But there is no substitute for mil-
itary aid. ... .Syria is the place where 
the will of Iran could be broken.”

Ajami barely stopped short of urg-
ing all-out war. Perhaps a follow-up 
column will do so. He does what his 
paymasters demand. He shames him-
self in the process. So do likeminded 
warmonger allies. 

They support what demands 
condemnation. They shift focus 
from one confl ict zone to others. 
Advancing America’s imperialism 
alone matters. The road to Tehran 
runs through Damascus. Balkanizing 
Syria is planned. Replicating Libya is 
likely. Out-of-control lawlessness will 
follow. Violence won’t end.

Today’s Libya is fragmented 
and violent. Two or three states 
exist. Central government is illusory. 
Tribal clans maintain local authority. 
Protracted struggle continues.

Imagine replicating what should 
be avoided. Apparently it’s what 
Washington has in mind. So does 
Israel.

War remains ongoing. Syria’s 
being ravaged and destroyed. 
Hundreds of thousands may die. 
Greater confl ict may follow.

The entire region and beyond may 
explode. Might over right madness 
risks global war.

The worst of possible scenarios 
are unfolding in real time. The worst 
of possible outcomes may follow.
Information Clearing House 

US moves towards open 
arming of “Syrian rebels”

Having replaced Hillary Clinton John Kerry continues her imperial arrogance, he prioritises war and deplores peace.

Sydney Central Branch

CELEBRATING 
INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S DAY
Sunday March 10 starting at 1.00pm 33 Levey St, Chippendale
All Comrades and friends are welcome. 
There will be lashings of good food and the cost will only be $25 a head 
($15 concession for pensioners and unwaged).

Melbourne

Fight for women’s rights
International Women’s Day
Violence against women has been in the international spotlight for the last year amid greater publicity of cases of women 
being raped and murdered. Many events and rallies have been held calling for the end of violence against women. Inter-
national Women’s Day (IWD) was the original day demanding equality for women. The fi rst IWD was held in 1909. It is 
marked by events all around the world. In Melbourne, there will be a rally and march.

Saturday March 9 at 1pm  State Library, Cnr Latrobe and Swanston Streets

Sydney
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WT Whitney

Small farmers formed the 
Revolutionary Armed Forces 
of Colombia (FARC) in 1964 to 
defend land. Now land is the fi rst 
agenda item in peace talks in 
Havana between the FARC and 
Colombian government. Renewed 
struggle over land roiled the talks 
in late February as the govern-
ment delivered a controversial 
tract of land to new owners and 
the FARC raised the issue of food 
sovereignty.

Expressing hope earlier in the 
month, Humberto de la Calle, leader 
of the government’s negotiating team, 
envisioned “a true opportunity to end 
armed confl ict in Colombia through 
dialogue.” Optimism vanished, how-
ever, on February 23 when Colombian 
President Juan Manuel Santos threat-
ened, “If talks don’t advance, we’ll 
leave the table.”

Santos was reacting to FARC 
criticism of his visit three days earlier 
to San Vicente del Caguán where he 
transferred 247,000 acres of land 
in the area to 342 farm families. In 
an open letter, FARC Commander 
Timoleón Jiménez rejected Santos’ 
contention that the land had belonged 
to FARC commander Jorge Briceño, 

killed by government forces in 2010. 
“Let’s save the peace, Santos,” he 
asserted.

With an average parcel size of 727 
acres, far in excess of most small-farm 
operations, the land deal raised ques-
tions. In fact, reported human rights 
activist Horacio Duque, Santos was 
“delivering land titles to members of 
the Army ... and to their paramilitary 
stand-ins, land taken away from thou-
sands of peasants.” Duque contends 
Santos sought to “lower pressure 
from the ultra-right military leaders, 
loyal to ex-President Uribe, who are 
demanding that the peace negotiations 
be suspended.”

The land transfer event took place 
on the anniversary of the military 
takeover in Caguán in 2002 that 
marked the end of two years of peace 
negotiations there. Jiménez castigated 
Santos’ commemoration of failed 
peace talks, his having “insulted the 
FARC in every possible way,” and 
his silence on current peace talks. 
He warned that “offi cial attitudes 
... threaten to sink the process into 
a swamp.”

Santo’s plans for running for 
re-election in 2014 are unclear, and 
his opinion poll ratings are down. 
Predecessor Alvaro Uribe is spear-
heading efforts to return right-wing 

orthodoxy to the presidency and 
congress.

The FARC general staff on 
February 26 expressed confi dence 
peace talks would continue. The 
Colombian people were called upon 
“to mobilise against what caused and 
who was responsible for the plunder-
ing of 20 million acres over 20 years, 
[in order to] to facilitate delivery of 
a good part of the national territory 
to trans-nationals.”

In an interview that day FARC 
delegation head Ivan Márquez broad-
ened discussion of land to encompass 
larger societal needs. He referred to 
“war-making sectors quite interested 
in sabotaging this process of dialogue 
that know there are themes they don’t 
want discussed like concentration of 
land.” Land for small farmers would 
come “from cattle raisers, for exam-
ple, who have 100 million acres in 
their hands and a herd of 22 million 
cows that live like princes on large 
stretches of land we could put into 
cultivation, to produce food.”

Márquez cited “studies calling 
for distribution of 50 million acres 
among small farmers and dedicating 
them to food sovereignty. We need to 
produce food for Colombians. Until 
just recently Colombia was more or 
less self suffi cient, at 90 percent. Now 
with neo-liberal politics this changed 
and now we have to import more than 
10 million tons of food products.”

A week earlier the FARC delega-
tion publicised ten food sovereignty 
proposals. First, access to food would 
become a fundamental right. The peo-
ple would be empowered “to defi ne 
their own strategies for sustainable 
production commercialisation and 
consumption of food products.”

Other proposals were: “eradica-
tion of hunger; Production of food in 
stable, health-promoting, and environ-
mentally sustainable ways; consumers 
guaranteed access to food; protection, 
stimulation, and fi nancial support” for 
small farmers; co-existence of varying 
production models; protection against 
land diversion to “mega projects;” 
cooperation between farmers and city 
consumers to remove intermediaries; 
infrastructure improvements; and 
democratic decision-making. 

Nevertheless, while negotiators 

were coping with the land question, 
a widespread coffee farmers’ strike 
materialised on February 25. Coffee 
farmers and cacao, cotton, sugar cane, 
and rice farmers are now victims of 
changing world market conditions 
and the impact of US, Canadian and 
European free trade agreements. Food 
importers undersell Colombian pro-
ducers. Coffee prices and production 
have dropped precipitously.

Police violence directed at the 
strikers reinforced media-inspired 
prejudice against agrarian agitators. 
Government spokespersons hinted 
strikers were taking orders from 
the FARC. Analyst José Antonio 
Gutiérrez points out that, “As is 
typical of the Colombian govern-
ment, social protest has been turned 
into a military problem, and internal 
security problem.”

Gutiérrez reports, however, that 
“small [coffee] farmers complain 
[government] help serves only to 

benefi t big producers, and the mid-
level and small ones don’t see a peso.” 
Says Gutiérrez, “Although the govern-
ment wants to exclude discussion of 
the economic model from the peace 
negotiations, it’s impossible to talk 
about agriculture without taking that 
model into consideration.” 

He adds: “Coffee and cacao 
farmers are showing that social 
mobilisation in Colombian streets 
and countryside will make sure such 
discussion becomes the order of the 
day. Although Santos ... believes prob-
lems of class struggle can be confi ned 
to a negotiating table, the Colombian 
people are demonstrating that deep 
transformation of the country comes 
about through the daily construction 
of ... new political horizons. These 
winds blowing in favour of the people 
can no longer be contained by means 
of violence. Something is happening 
in Colombia.”
People’s World 

International

Land remains key to 
negotiated peace in Colombia

FARC Commander Timoleón Jiménez.

Doctors 
“will walk” 
from NHS reform
Will Stone

BRITAIN: The government’s 
obsession with forcing competition 
in the NHS will see doctors aban-
don reforms, a leading architect 
of the changes has warned. NHS 
clinical commissioners interim 
president Dr Michael Dixon, who 
helped draft the Health and Social 
Care Act, expressed dismay at sec-
tion 75 regulations that will force 
competition in the NHS and give 
rights to private companies.

Dr Dixon warned GPs risk 
taking “their eye off the ball” and 
getting “bogged down” in whether 
or not they are being competitive. 
He said section 75 “seems to put a 
duty” on the commissioner to go 
for competition with all contracts 
and believed GPs “will walk.”

Dr Dixon also pointed out that 
clinical commissioning groups 
(CCGs) may have to defend expen-
sive legal claims from private com-
panies for not having put services 
out to tender.

“It is going to make everyone 
watch their back and a whole indus-
try of people who challenge things 
back and forth as to whether they 
have been suffi ciently competitive 
or not, and opens the window to 
providers to challenge the CCGs,” 
he said.

Shadow health secretary Andy 
Burnham said: “It’s getting seri-
ous for the government when a 
leading advocate for their NHS 
plans believes doctors have been 
conned.”

Meanwhile more than 1,000 
doctors and nurses have appealed to 
MPs to force a vote on section 75 
regulations to stop their implemen-
tation at the start of next month.

The signatories said the regula-
tions will “force virtually every 
part of the English NHS to be 
opened up to the private sector.” 
Unite union head of health Rachael 
Maskell said Health Secretary 
Jeremy Hunt “can no longer ignore 
the professionals.

“He must now heed the warn-
ing of 1,000 doctors and one of 
the leading architects of the NHS 
reforms and scrap the section 75 
regulations.”

Labour has tabled a motion in 
the House of Lords designed to kill 
off the regulations, which would 
bar “any restrictions on competition 
that are not necessary.”

Mr Burnham said: “Thousands 
of NHS staff at every level have 
written to newspapers and are 
signing petitions against these 
regulations turning the NHS into 
a full-blown commercial market – 
they know exactly what it’ll mean 
for the front-line NHS.

“The government needs to start 
listening and they should start by 
withdrawing these regulations with-
out delay.”

Former health secretary Andrew 
Lansley claimed the regulations do 
not represent any change from the 
original NHS reforms approved by 
Parliament last year.
Morning Star 

Communists re-elected 
in Tripura, India
RK Sharma

Election results are out for the 
state of Tripura in northeast India. 
Communists were re-elected to 
power for a fi fth consecutive term. 
The Communist Party of India-
Marxist and Communist Party of 
India bagged a total of 50 seats 
out of 60 in the state parliament.

Communists have won that 
state’s elections seven times in total 
since 1978. They lost marginally in 
1988-93.

The remaining 10 seats went to 
the Indian National Congress Party, 
Congress for short, which is the rul-
ing party nationally.

More than two million voters 
went to the polls on February 14. 
There were long queues still at 

closing time forcing polls to extend 
their hours in order to let all vote. 
The turnout hit a record 94 percent.

Communists are seen as hon-
est and devoted to the people. It 
is often said that Chief Minister 
Manik Sarkar has the lowest “bank 
balance” of any other state chief 
ministers. In contrast, the opposi-
tion Congress Party is roiled in 
deep allegations of corruption at the 
federal level.

Even before Tripura became 
a state, in 1952, Communists won 
the area’s fi rst elections. Now 
what people have appreciated is 
the level of development. After 
the results came in Sarkar said, the 
voters’ “verdict” went in favour of 
“development, peace, stability and 
good governance.” The charges 

of increasing unemployment and 
income disparity hurled by opposi-
tion did not seem to stick.

While other eastern states face 
violence and instability from both 
terrorist sources and the military, 
Tripura has been managed to avoid 
this by reaching the public for sup-
port. The media says, “Curbing 
militancy is rewarded.”

The other two bastion states 
for Communists are West Bengal 
and Kerala, although currently 
Communists are out of power there. 
Observers say those states could 
likely swing back to Communist 
government as corruption cases 
on current rulers abound. Next 
year, 2014, is national elections for 
India’s parliament.
People’s World 
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Conservation took something of a battering 
last week. Did you see where offi cials in 
Switzerland shot dead the last surviving 
bear in the country? There had been three 
of them, but two were killed by speeding 
cars when they crossed the border into Italy. 
The lone, and probably lonely, survivor 
had taken to following tourists’ in quest 
of tid-bits, so the Swiss government did 
what any responsible enlightened modern 
government would do: they had the young 
bear shot. The owners of ski resorts had 
probably complained that it “threatened 
their business”.

When the shooting of the bear made 
headlines around the world the Swiss authorities 
probably realised that somehow they had slipped 
up. But, like all extinction phenomena, once you 
have killed off the animal it’s too late to begin 
having second thoughts.

Surely it would not have been beyond the 
capabilities of the Swiss to capture one lone 
bear and transport it to a zoo or wildlife reserve? 
They could even have made a feel-good fi lm 
about its capture and preservation. Instead, in 
the best traditions of bureaucracy, they shot it.

Stupid, stupid, stupid! Extinction, after all, 
is forever. 

In Africa, the White Rhino is now extinct 
in the wild. The elephant may soon follow suit. 
So might the lion, symbol of Africa itself. In 
fact, so valuable are portions of a lion carcass as 
“trophies” for rich American tourists that special 
commercial lion “safari parks” have been set 
up where for a hefty price rich US citizens can 

hunt and kill their very own lion, and take the 
bits back to hang on their wall.

Meanwhile, all over Europe, North America 
and parts of Asia, desperate but under-funded 
last-minute attempts are being made to bring 
back from the brink all manner of animals that 
only half a century ago were being ruthlessly 
and proudly “eradicated”.

In North America they are trying to bring 
back the timber wolf. In Britain, beavers, stoats, 
weasels and badgers as well as birds of prey that 
have been hunted out of the mainland are being 
belatedly protected and hopefully eventually 
reintroduced from remnant stock surviving on 
off-shore islands.

Here in Australia, home of the estuarine 
crocodile, largest in the world, people in the 
north still go swimming or wading in rivers 
alone. And when a croc takes one of these 
careless fools who have entered its domain, 
a horde of macho hoons with guns rush to 
blow the “killer” away. The animal is guilty of 
intruding into “our” world, not the other way 
round, it seems.

The world’s wildlife is a renewable resource, 
but a very fragile one, in need of constant 
surveillance and study to keep it viable. To 
treat it carelessly, as though it would always be 
there regardless of what we did, as the American 
settlers did with the great clouds of passenger 
pigeons that once darkened the USA’s western 
plains, would be criminally irresponsible in 
the light of our knowledge today about the 
interconnectedness of natural phenomena.

There isn’t a lot of money to be made from 

conservation in the short term, which puts it at 
odds with capitalism from the word go, but in 
the long term it would be hard to overestimate 
the worth of conservation to humanity. The rich, 
and those who would like to be rich, cannot be 
allowed to go on ruining the planet for their 
own selfi sh ends.

Changing the subject completely, my wife 
and I went to see Lincoln the other day. It was 
surprisingly good. I say surprisingly because 
American fi lms about iconic US fi gures are 
wont to be overly laced with “mythic” qualities 
to the detriment of both history and drama. 
To a large extent, however, Lincoln avoids 
those pitfalls.

Curiously, the film reminded us most 
strongly of the best of the later Soviet historical 
fi lms. There was the same fi ne attention to detail, 
the excellent art direction and brilliant sense of 
period, the very fi ne acting of course, the sense 
of people living in a period rather than actors in 
costumes, a lush music score (performed in this 
case by the Chicago Symphony) and particularly 
the superb photography.

There developed two contradictory 
aesthetics governing the style of wide-screen 
cinematography. The US style sought to make 
the viewer aware that there was more image 
beyond the edges of the cinema screen, that 
what was on screen was not composed like a 
traditional still photo but extended outward.

Japanese and Russian cinematographers on 
the other hand favoured a style that sought to 
compose the widescreen image so that it was 
entirely bounded by the edges of the frame. 

This style often produced stunning pictorial 
images, especially in B&W cinemascope fi lms. 
The carefully composed images in Lincoln have 
the same fi ne photographic quality as the best 
Soviet colour period fi lms.

Daniel Day Lewis, Sally Field and Tommy 
Lee Jones all give bravura performances and the 
fi lm owes much to the thoughtful use of their 
talent. However, the fi lm perpetuates a popular 
US falsehood. The Civil War was not fought to 
free the slaves, however much some Northerners 
favoured abolition. Indeed, if the Union armies 
had only been more successful in the early stages 
of the war, and the rebels defeated earlier, the 
question of freeing the slaves would never have 
seriously arisen.

The war was waged by the forces of rising 
capitalism in the North against a would-be 
feudal slave-owning aristocracy whose backward 
economy was holding back the further economic 
development of the increasingly industrialised 
North. Only once in the entire fi lm is the 
economic basis of the South’s economy referred 
to, and that of the North not all.

The arguments and counter-arguments that 
would have characterised the struggle over the 
USA’s future economy went on mostly behind 
closed doors. It can only be deduced from the 
positions taken on related issues by the leading 
fi gures of the time. On the other hand, the 
belated struggle to abolish slavery, when the war 
was all but won anyway, was waged mostly in 
public and its arguments were recorded in the 
mass media of the time.

I recommend the fi lm. 

Letters / Culture & Life

Horsing around 
with our food
The horse meat substitution scan-
dal in Europe keeps on growing. 
More and more companies are 
being named as selling products 
under false labels. Not only horse 
meat but donkeys’ meat is appar-
ently found in products. School 
meals in Britain are reported to 
contain horse meat, so do IKEA 
meals, etc.

Australian authorities have 
assured us that no horse meat has been 
found in products sold in Australia. 
There have been a number of stories 
about where and who eats horse meat 
– a neat way of diverting attention 
from the main issue: how come this 

is possible, who is responsible for 
it and who protects the public from 
being sold dangerous food?

Free market forces are let loose on 
us, the consumers. Food companies 
are reluctant to label their products 
truthfully and there is a consumer 
battle all the way to shift their atti-
tude and practice. Governments 
are reluctant to take actions against 
questionable products on the market 
and keep on cutting on the numbers 
of researchers and inspectors who 
used to make sure consumers were 
protected. 

Multinational companies rule 
and authorities are just bleating 
softly about corporate responsibility. 
Corporations have only one responsi-
bility – to get the highest profi ts from 
everything, no matter at what cost.

One of the reasons why we were 
given examples of various people’s 
eating horse meat traditionally was 
to muddy the water. There is noth-
ing wrong with horse meat as such 
when it is bred specifi cally for human 
consumption. What is worrying in the 
present sad saga is the fact that those 
horses were never meant for human 
consumption and consequently had 
been treated with medication which 
may be very harmful to people.

In other words, compromised 
meat was used as part of meals 
because of the low cost despite being 
unfi t for human consumption and 
under false labels. So much for self-
regulation and corporate responsibil-
ity. Don’t remember who said that a 
capitalist would sell his own grandma 
for a profi t, but how true it is!

Mati English
Sydney

The correctness of 
Marxism
I don’t have Rob Gowland’s blood 
pressure problems so I was able to 
sit through the whole of Masters Of 
Money (Worth Watching February 
20). Even so I was pleased to greet 
both my cats after watching it. The 
whole program really came down 
to the usual attacks on Marxism 
that we have been familiar with for 
years. I thought the many quotes 
from the Communist Manifesto 
were a very weak form of poking 
fun at Marxism.

But as usually happens they only 
proved once more the correctness 
of Marxism. This was especially 
so when they were made against 

the background of the mess that 
Capitalism is currently in.

There can be no doubt that as 
a result of trade union struggle and 
reforms, that the position of the work-
ing class has improved since Engels 
wrote his book; The Condition of the 
Working Class in England. However 
the limitations of trade unionism are 
very well stated in the last page of 
Marx work; Wages Price and Profi t, 
and we all know how easy it is for 
reforms to be reversed.

It was inevitable that the pro-
gram would attack the east European 
Socialist countries. It showed an East 
German prison that is now a memo-
rial. I wonder if Guantanamo will ever 
be a memorial. But however much it 

tried the program could not deny that 
Socialism eliminated unemployment, 
poverty and homelessness and that the 
Socialist community was a bastion of 
world peace.

But we can be consoled by the 
strides towards Socialism that are 
being made in a number of Latin 
American countries at the moment.

In conclusion I like one of our 
Party’s Congress slogans, Win The 
Contest of Ideas. We can do this by 
popularising the works of Marx and 
Engels and showing that they are 
fresher and more relevant today than 
when they were fi rst written.

Ron Barrett 
Sydney
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Daniel Day-Lewis in Lincoln.

DO YOU HAVE SOMETHING TO SAY?
Write a letter to the Editor

Dumb 
and 
dumber

Rob Gowland
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Sunday March – 10
Saturday March 16

I did it again! I do not know 
how, but I reviewed this week’s 
programs last week. So this week I 
am reviewing a different selection 
of programs from the same week. 
Hopefully (as you can see, I am 
becoming less confi dent) next week 
we should be back on track!

Once upon a time, the makers 
of nature documentaries were 

a very small band of intrepid explorers 
who took their cinematography equip-
ment into the wilderness and brought 
back accounts (with pictures!) of the 
lives of the people and animals to be 
encountered there, stories and images 
that amazed the folk back home and 
expanded our knowledge of the world.

Before the wildlife cameraman 
there was the big game hunter, who 
went into the wilderness to shoot 
what he saw and bring it back to be 

mounted on his wall as a “trophy”. 
Later, with television, came the 
animal catchers, professional teams 
who caught wild animals to order 
for European and American zoos 
and fi lmed their exploits for added 
revenue.

Only when the once mighty 
herds and fl ocks of wild animals and 
birds had largely disappeared did 
the idea of preserving wildlife get 
taken seriously. Then, of course, the 
wildlife photographer began to play 
a genuinely important role.

Today, there are all manner of 
wildlife programs around. In some 
cases, camera crews have saturated a 
limited locale with cameras to allow 
highly invasive, 24 hour monitoring 
of the animal subjects, all of whom 
have been given names. The result 
is not so much a nature documentary 
as a soap opera with animal actors: 
Meercat Manor in fact.

Two other types predominate 
and both are on show this week. The 
fi rst is the three-part series David 
Attenborough’s Galapagos (ABC1 
Sundays from March 10 at 7.30pm).

Now you might think that the 
Galapagos being where it all started, 
with Darwin and The Beagle, that 
there could surely be little left to be 
said about these volcanic islands and 
their unique wildlife that hadn’t been 
said by now. But you’d be wrong.

Yes, this is where the study of 
evolution and evolutionary forces 
got its big start, but evolution is 
such a huge subject that science is 
still unearthing its secrets. One of 
the pleasures of this series is the 

way Attenborough integrates the 
latest scientific discoveries with 
a study of the decay and looming 
disappearance of several of the older 
islands themselves.

As always, the wildlife 
photography is superb, the science 
is impeccable and the subject itself 
is fascinating (who would have 
thought, for example, that living at 
the equator would cause penguins to 
grow shorter, eh?).

Leaving nature documentaries 
for a moment, this week has 

an interesting piece of investigative 
journalism from Irish TV, called 
Hostile Environment (SBS ONE 
Wednesdays at 8.30pm from March 
13). It starts routinely enough and 
appears to be a run-of-the-mill study 
of commercial security fi rms. But 
that changes.

True, the person the program 
focuses on, Paul Butler, is an 
ex-Ranger (Irish Special Forces), who 
now has a lucrative business based in 
the south of France providing high 
end security wherever wealthy folk 
frolic. Film stars and footballers’ 
wives pay big money so they can 
fl aunt their wealth (or their husband’s) 
in front of the poor without having 

to be afraid that the poor will try to 
take it back.

The program is actually a very 
short series with Irish journalist Paul 
Cunningham, whose deceptively 
simple style is to casually build up a 
picture of his subject until the viewer 
can be in no doubt about what he’s 
seeing.

Butler has now branched out 
into a diamond lease in civil war 
torn Liberia. Cunningham makes 
it clear to us that the modern 
colonialist exploitation of Africa is 
not by European governments but by 
corporations. Liberia is rich in rubber 
but doesn’t even make its own rubber 
bands. Liberians dig out the diamonds 
but most of the money for the gems 
goes into the pockets of Butler’s 
clients and others of their ilk.

I thought the series deserved 
study, and was certainly worth 
watching.

Then there is the other sort 
of “nature program”, the 

sort typifi ed by The Deadly Sixty
(if you’ve never seen this program 
don’t bother to seek it out – it’s not 
worth it). In this sort of program the 
macho adventurer “host” never stops 
telling us how deadly the animal is 

that we are seeking at that moment, 
its propensity for delivering sudden 
agonising death, and if these claims 
are a bit lacking in scientifi c back-up, 
he slips in a “rumour has it” to keep 
himself in the clear.

The example of this rubbish on 
display here is an eight-part series 
called Wild Things With Dominic 
Monaghan (ABC2 Saturdays from 
March 16 at 7.30pm). In case you 
can’t place him, Dominic Monaghan 
played the Hobbit Merry who was one 
of the companions of the Ring who 
set out to accompany Frodo on his 
journey to Mordor in The Lord Of The 
Rings. I liked him in that. He should 
have stuck to the movies. Allowing 
large spiders to walk on his face or 
army ants to sting him, as here, does 
nothing for me or for his reputation.

In this week’s episode of this 
series, he goes to Ecuador to “face 
off with a four million strong colony 
of fl esh-eating, venom-injecting army 
ants”. Programs like this seem much 
less concerned with the wildlife than 
with the macho image of the host. 
And there is not a lot of pleasure 
in watching a blowhard act like a 
fool. 

Rob Gowland
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John Connor, Director Climate Change Institute;
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International Women’s Day

What progress 102 years on?
Elizabeth Hulm

It is 85 years since International Women’s 
Day was fi rst observed in Australia and more 
than 100 years since its inception. Over those 
years, there have been so many advances in 
the fi elds of technology, medical science and 
labour-saving devices in the home. Women’s 
suffrage has been won and women have 
made many gains in the economic sphere. 
But after all those years of struggle have 
women achieved equality? Have they been 
liberated? Has the drudgery, the long hours 
and hardship been removed from their lives?

Clara Zetkin, a leading communist of her 
time (prior to WW1), proposed the concept of 
an annual international socialist women’s day 
with the purpose of bringing about women’s 
suffrage and furthering women’s equality. She 
addressed women at the second International 
Socialist Women’s Conference in Copenhagen 
in 1910.

March 8 was chosen after a women’s dem-
onstration was called on that day in 1908 under 
the leadership of women workers in the New 
York City where hundreds gathered to demand 
the vote and to urge the building of a powerful 
garment trades’ union.

In Australia, IWD was fi rst observed in 
1928, when the Militant Women’s Movement 
gathered in the Sydney Domain on March 25. 
Issues raised on that occasion included an eight-
hour day for shop girls, equal pay for equal work 
and annual holidays on full pay.

In the intervening years, many gains have 
been won through the militant, organised working 
class in their trade unions – the eight-hour day, 
sick leave, annual leave, long service leave, work-
ers’ compensation, paid overtime, penalty rates, 
occupational health and safety laws, advances 
towards pay equity, paid maternity and paternity 
leave, minimum wage rates, the concept of a 
living wage, permanent full-time employment, 
trade union and other rights. Married women 
gained the right to permanent employment in the 
public sector, superannuation and unemployment 
benefi ts. Some of the biggest gains were made 
during the years of communist leadership in the 
trade union movement. Not one was handed to 
workers on a plate by benevolent employers.

Gains rolled back
The Coalition government’s WorkChoices 

and its repressive anti-union legislation that 
preceded it saw the pay gender gap widened 
for the fi rst time in 25 years. Pay convergence 
has been halted and reversed; the gap in gender 
equity grows with women in full-time paid work 
earning 18 percent to 27 percent less than men 
even though they are more likely to have a terti-
ary qualifi cation. Pay equity increasingly seems 
further out of reach as the capitalist steals the 
opportunity to downgrade wages and conditions.

Thousands of women have lost penalty rates, 
been forced into casualised positions and other 
important job conditions and minimum wages 
have been cut in real terms.

For many capitalists, times of crisis are seen 
as a time to increase wealth and retake the gains 
won by working class struggles. Labor has used 
the most recent crisis to ramp up the attack on 
the working class, and women in particular have 
born the brunt of these attacks. For example, 
90 percent of the single parents who lost their 
parenting payment at the beginning of this year 
are women. (Guardian, “Single parent welfare 
cuts impose crippling burdens”, Issue #1581 
February 13, 2013).

Far too often the wins have not translated 
into real change. Women offi cially won the 
right to equal pay in the 1970s although that 
has never been delivered in real terms; nor has 
childcare that is increasingly out of reach of 
ordinary workers; recognition against violence 
against women has not translated into a decrease 
of violence.

There were successes in campaigns for entry 
into the professions and to own property and par-
ticipate in public life. But in reality the barriers 
remain, making it diffi cult for women to enter 
or advance in many occupations. Australia still 
has one of the most highly gender segregated 
workforces in the OECD.

The precarious nature of the wins for the 
working class under a capitalist system is never 
more evident than in times of crisis and as seen 
in the 1930s Depression it is the most vulnerable 
in the society, particularly poor women, who 
face multiple hardships.

With the global economic crisis attacks on 
working women have escalated, in particular 
the casualisation of their employment and a 
rise in under-employment. With the shift to 
political and economic conservatism, there is 
a return during times of crisis to the old model 
of fi ring women fi rst as men are often viewed 
as the legitimate jobholders.

Childcare
A study Women: Their rights in Australia 

over the past 40 years (1972-2012) by Caroline 
Brentnall of the Fitzroy Legal Service reported 
that in September 2002, 2.4 million women in 
Australia were not in paid employment, despite 
about 500,000 of them wanting, but being 
unable, to work. About 32 percent of those who 
wanted to work stated that the reason stopping 
them was a lack of appropriate childcare.

Addressing a recent AWU conference 
ACTU president Ged Kearney said “Women 
are experiencing a trifecta of discrimination 
that can greatly impact on their working life 
and fi nancial future,” pointing to systemic wage 
inequities, the cost of caring and violence.

Ms Kearney questioned the discrepancies 
of starting salaries of female graduates being 
signifi cantly lower than their male counterparts 
and pointed out that this coupled with more 
chance of job insecurity because of work and 
family balance saw women earning on aver-
age one million dollars less than men over a 
working lifetime.

Conditions are also elusive for many women 
who are overly represented in casual and inse-
cure work. Thirty-fi ve percent of mothers of 

children under 12 are employed casually, and 
have no paid sick leave or carer’s leave. The 
precarious nature of the work and time out for 
family responsibilities also sees women retiring 
with less than half the amount of savings in their 
superannuation accounts compared with men.

Lack of will
Government responses have shown when 

it comes to working women’s rights there is a 
real lack of will for change. In 2009, the Fair 
Work Act introduced a national employment 
standard that allows parents and carers to 
ask for a change in working arrangements to 
care for young children under school age or 
children under 18 with a disability but it is of 
limited value.

Whilst it allows eligible employees the right 
to make the request it doesn’t make it a right. 
An employer can refuse a request on “reason-
able” business grounds and once a request is 
refused, the law does not provide any avenue 
for an appeal against an unreasonable refusal.

A 2007 Democratic Audit of Australia 
(DAA) prepared by Sarah Maddison University 
of New South Wales and Emma Partridge 
University of Technology Sydney found that 
while Australia had once been a leader in the 
global struggle for gender equality it has now 
resiled from this commitment and many of the 
earlier achievements had been undone.

They found it is most obviously true with 
regard to the dismantling of women’s policy and 
the silencing of the women’s non-government 
sector. They found that neither major party dem-
onstrated much commitment to gender equality 
as an essential component of democracy; that 
any new government would need persuading 
that there is a more immediate electoral benefit 
to be gained from the investment of time, effort 
and money required to reconstruct what has 
recently been dismantled. 

The DAA identifi ed the role a neo-liberal 
market-driven focus has played in shifting politi-
cal focus from social justice considerations to 
individualism and a winding back of the welfare 
state. Women inevitably become the fi rst casu-
alties under the scenario, becoming sidelined 
and marginalised and left without a voice in 
the political arena. The women’s movement 
has been forced into what DAA described as 
“defensive politics” as women try to just hold 
on to what remains of their gains and resist 
the neo-liberal onslaught. This has even been 
revealed by recent attacks on reproductive 
choice, a fi ght many women considered had 
largely delivered and been permanently won.

Solidarity between women
The report also warned against assuming a 

universal (white, heterosexual) woman as the 
subject of debate and policy and called for equity 
for women and between women acknowledging 
the many different circumstances and identities 
of Australian women. The struggle is intensi-
fi ed for many groups of women, particularly 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander women and 
women from non-English speaking backgrounds.

The struggle they recommend is only one to 
win back previously hard fought for gains. The 
report stops short of pointing to socialism as the 
alternative needed to secure gender equality and 
real change for working women.

Socialism
Change is possible with organised struggle 

by a strong women’s movement in a socialist 
system. This has been clearly demonstrated by 
the achievements of women in socialist Cuba led 
initially by the communist leadership of Vilma 
Espin, who became the fi rst woman elected 
to full membership on the Cuban Communist 
Party’s Politburo in 1986. From 1960, she spent 
nearly all her political career as head of the 
Federation of Cuban Women, an organisation 
of more than three million women.

The work of the Federation improved the 
status of women in a society known for its 
history of machismo, giving a prominent voice 
to improvements in maternal and child health-
care policies as well as the need for women 
to educate themselves. In 1975 Vilma Espin 
successfully lobbied for passage of the Cuban 
Family Code of 1975, which codifi ed the duties 
of men to participate in household responsibili-
ties, such as child rearing.

The elections in February this year saw 
women elected to 48.9 percent of deputy posi-
tions at the national level. Women now make 
up 46.4 percent of the Municipal Assemblies of 
People’s Power and 50.5 percent of provincial 
delegates. Parliamentary representation is only 
part of the story. With the backing of the Cuban 
Federation of Women politicians in Cuba can 
exert a profound infl uence in the government 
for real advancement of women’s rights and this 
is a refl ection of real democracy.

As put by Vandana Shiva, feminist and trade 
activist, “The problem with the free trade logic is 
that it puts trade above people’s lives and shifts 
government focus from the welfare of people to 
the promotion of exports and imports.”

But then what else can we expect from 
capitalism! 

International Women’s Day march and celebration in Sydney (06-03-2010).
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