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Asked whether the ACTU should distance itself 
from the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy 
Union, which has faced 118 separate legal proceedings 
in various courts around Australia, ACTU secretary 
Sally McManus responded, “There’s no way we’ll be 
doing that”.

“The CFMEU, when they’ve been fi ned, they’ve been 
fi ned for taking industrial action,” she told ABC’s 7.30 
Report. “It might be illegal industrial action according to 
our current laws, and our current laws are wrong. I believe 
in the rule of law when the law is fair and the law is right.

“But when it’s unjust I don’t think there’s a problem 
with breaking it.

“It shouldn’t be so hard for workers in our country to 
be able to take industrial action when they need to.

“Quite often these workers have stopped when a 
worker has been killed on a building site.”

The fact is that there are oppressive laws which take 
away the rights of the people. During the wharfi es’ dis-
pute in 1998 when the then Howard government tried to 
bludgeon the Maritime Union off the waterfront, Victorian 
Supreme Court judge David Beach issued an injunction 
which banned anyone from going within 200 metres of 
Swanson Dock in Melbourne.

The injunction not only illegalised pickets but in effect 
outlawed free speech. Even journalists were banned from 
going inside the 200 metre limit. Taking photographs was 
also banned. Seeing the anti-people nature of the injunc-
tion, civil libertarians and members of the public spoke out 
and branded the injunction as undemocratic which had to 
be opposed and fought against.

There are many other examples.
In 1954 the Menzies government passed legislation 

taking away the then existing rights of the Waterside 
Workers’ Federation to recruit labour to the waterfront. 
The WWF went on strike against this legislation and 
stated they would oppose its implementation. The ACTU 
declared that any person who made use of this bad, anti-
union legislation would be branded as an “industrial ren-
egade” – a polite term for scab.

Although the legislation became law it was never used 
by the government or the employer. It was a bad law and 
it was rightly defeated.

In 1968, Clarrie O’Shea, secretary of the Victorian 
Tramways Union, was jailed for contempt of court when 
he refused to bow to the then existing anti-union laws. A 
general strike erupted in protest and he was soon released. 
From then on for many years these laws, imposing heavy 
penalties on the trade union movement, were shelved and 
not used.

The demand that everyone should abide by the law 
when that law is oppressive and takes away the democratic 
rights of the people is a reactionary demand and in effect 
takes away the right of the people to reject and fi ght against 
attacks on democratic rights, such as to oppose racism.

Judge Beach’s injunction was an attack on the right of 
everyone in the community to free speech and the right to 
assembly, picket and protest.

Laws which take away the democratic rights of the 
people – the right of workers to organise being fundamen-
tal – which attack the social, economic and political inter-
ests of the people must be opposed.

The demand of the Turnbull government that everyone 
submit to their bad laws has to be rejected.

When oppression becomes the way of governments, 
resistance becomes a duty. 

Oppose bad laws

May Day Greetings

The people united will win
The Communist Party of Australia sends greetings of solidarity to the workers of Australia and the world as they 
celebrate May Day – International Workers’ Day. The occasion this year is overshadowed by extremely worrying 
events that demand action on the part of the working class at the head of a mighty movement in support of peace 
with social justice. The immense suffering infl icted on Syria and Yemen, the destabilisation of Venezuela and other 
progressive governments in Latin America and the threats of a nuclear showdown against the DPRK are to the fore 
in our consciousness and planning as we observe May Day 2017.

We also face an environmental disaster if we cannot change the policy direction of governments, including that of 
Australia, which are hell-bent on a monopoly, profi ts fi rst agenda. As the Guardian pointed out last week, “This May 
Day the world is on the brink of two irreversible catastrophes – nuclear war and destruction of human life on our 
planet as a result of human induced climate change. Both catastrophes are being driven by capitalism and its rapa-
cious and blinkered pursuit of profi ts. In Australia, we can play our part by joining the anti-imperialist movement to 
end the US alliance, close all foreign bases and adopt and assert Australia’s sovereignty and independence.”

Australian workers are coming under sustained attack on their rights, their incomes and conditions. Their unions are 
enduring a crippling legal assault to exclude them from the workplace and to bankrupt them. Precarious work is on 
the rise pointing to a grim future of powerlessness and indignity in the workplace. But we should also celebrate the 
resistance and the victories being achieved in this battle. The fi ght-back in the war on workers will be long but the 
workers and people united in this struggle will win. There is widespread support for the ideas of a return to organi-
sation on the job and defi ance of bad laws. These laws, such as the one re-establishing the Australian Building and 
Construction Commission, must be repealed and the laws restricting legitimate and absolutely necessary trade 
union activity broken in a united display of working class solidarity.

The CPA supports the call from the ACTU to all workers to join their unions and fi ght!

Happy May Day! 

Bob Briton – CPA General Secretary
Vinnie Molina – CPA National President
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Mr Turnbull goes to Washington
A very relieved Australian Prime Minister is off to Washington 

to meet the US President in person, briefcase in hand with a wad of 
blank cheques. His greatest hope is to reverse the public humiliation 
of Donald Trump undiplomatically cutting short their phone call. 
The meeting is taking place on board the World War II aircraft 
carrier the USS Intrepid, now a museum. They will be marking 
the 75th anniversary of the Battle of the Coral Sea against the 
Japanese – an appropriate occasion for two leaders preparing to 
take their countries into another war.

Meanwhile tensions are mounting on the Korean Peninsula 
and in the East and South China Seas. The US and South Korea 
have been conducting the largest ever joint military exercise, “Foal 
Eagle” with North Korea the target. The US has made it clear that 
“all options are on the table” and that it is prepared to stage a 
pre-emptive strike, which could involve nuclear weapons.

Washington’s bellicose threats about making a “surgical strike” 
are alarming and should have all anti-war and peace activists on the 
streets. There is no certainty of containing any confl ict. Australia 
will be complicit, at a minimum, through the US forces and materiel 
stationed here and the US’s spy base at Pine Gap. What we don’t 
know is what commitments the government has made such as during 
Turnbull’s discussion with US Defence Secretary James Mattis in 
Kabul, with Vice-President Pence during his visit to Australia and 
what Turnbull will sign on board the Intrepid.

While demonising the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea 
(North Korea) for carrying out missile tests and developing nu-
clear weapons, the US continues to carry out its own testing and 
is generating an arms race.

China has strongly condemned the US deployment of THAAD 
(Terminal High Altitude Area Defence) aimed at weakening China’s 
defence and which will escalate an arms race. The massive build 
up of US forces and regular military exercises with South Korea, 
simulating an attack on the DPRK, pose the greatest threat to 
peace. Without the presence of US forces, the DPRK would not 
need such weapons.

Australia is already involved in the US wars in Afghanistan, Iraq 
and Syria and looks set to be in those countries for the long term. 
There is growing concern about and opposition to Australia’s foreign 
policy as Turnbull looks set to take Australia into yet another war. 
According to a recent poll for The Australia Institute, 48 percent of 
voters feel that Australia should be more independent on military 
and security matters and 60 percent believe that the election of 
Donald Trump is a negative outcome for the world overall.

War is not the solution. A nuclear war would have no winners 
and would render the planet uninhabitable.

Australia is in an ideal position to play a key role as a peace-
maker in our region. Australia has good relations with both China 
and the US. Instead of knocking on Washington’s door with blank 
cheques, Turnbull should be doing what the majority of Australians 
wish for – adopting an independent foreign policy, recognising the 
sovereignty and independence of other nations and establishing 
relations based on mutual respect and cooperation.

There is no security reason for the US military to be in Asia. 
There is no military threat apart from that of the US. The US 
must withdraw to allow the facilitation of a negotiated, peaceful 
resolution to current tensions. The clock is ticking to midnight.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
The only way to end poverty is to give power to the poor.

Hugo Chávez
”
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Remember Treasurer Scott Morrison madly waving his lump 
of coal in Parliament? Despite the government’s efforts, coal is 
becoming discredited as an energy source. Rather than having 
renewable energy take the lead from fossil fuels, the government is 
desperate to have gas assume domination of electricity generation. 
But that won’t happen if there isn’t enough gas to run the 
turbines, so Turnbull wants gas companies to direct some of the 
gas they export to domestic use, and he wants state governments 
to remove bans on dangerous coal seam gas mining operations. 
We’ll be watching this intriguing saga, but we need Press Fund 
contributions, so please send us something for the next edition if 
you possibly can. Many thanks to the following, for their generous 
support this week:
C Greer $50, Mark Mannion $10, Beth Moran $100, 
Laurie Reed $100, “Rough Red” $5, “Round figure” $10, 
E Seymour $5
This week’s total: $280
Progressive total: $2,460
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Guards punched, 
restrained boys
In February, when disturbing 
details emerged about the inci-
dent at the Barwon maximum 
security adult prison where the 
Victorian government is detaining 
around 21 boys aged between 15 
and 18 years old, lawyer at the 
Human Rights Law Centre, Alina 
Leikin, met with the boys. She was 
shocked to hear reports of system-
atic violence, from the boys who 
are her clients.

“Numerous children are telling 
me they were pinned to the fl oor by 
guards from the adult section of the 
prison and kicked and punched in the 
head,” said Leikin.

In contrast to the government’s 
report of the incident provided to 
3AW, Leikin said she was told of 
chaotic scenes after guards indis-
criminately capsicum-sprayed boys 
in a confi ned space. Having spoken 
individually with ten of the boys, 
Leikinʼs understanding of the event 
is as follows:
• The incident rapidly escalated 

after an adult prison offi cer drew 
his capsicum spray and threatened 
two boys

• Capsicum spray was used 
indiscriminately in the confi ned 
space of the unit by multiple adult 
prison offi cers

• Boys who weren’t involved in 

any disturbance, who were eating 
dinner were sprayed directly and 
deliberately

• Most of the boys were then 
locked out of the unit in the 
exercise yard. The damage to 
the yard and the visit centre then 
followed. The Barwon Prison 
Security and Emergency Response 
Group (SESG) were then brought 
in to handcuff the boys and take 
them back inside the unit. Teams 
of three or more SESG guards 
ordered individual boys to lie on 
the fl oor of their cells or kneel 
with their heads against the wall.

The boys were incapacitated by 
SESG guards with one kneeling on 
their back, another holding their face 
down to the fl oor and others incapaci-
tating their arms and legs. Numerous 
boys report then being assaulted 
while incapacitated by SESG staff 
with punches to the face and head 
and kicks to the ribs, back and head.

Threats were made like “Next 
time I’ll break you” and “We run this 
joint”. Numerous boys have visible 
injuries including bruising. One boy 
was hospitalised with a head injury 
requiring stitches and one was hos-
pitalised after a self-harm incident. 
A number of the boys were put on 
suicide watch. Many of the boys are 
being locked in their cells for 23 to 

23.5 hours per day. Some are being 
handcuffed whenever they are out-
side of their cell. Leikin said she was 
disturbed that the reports suggest a 
deliberate and systematic use of vio-
lence and threats against her clients.

“There must be a full, independ-
ent investigation into this incident 
and the Victorian government needs 
to wake up and realise that locking 
up children in the state’s most noto-
rious adult jail is only going to make 
matters worse. Premier Andrews has 
clearly failed to heed the lessons of 
Don Dale,” said Leikin.

In December last year, the 
Human Rights Law Centre success-
fully challenged the legality of the 
Victorian government’s decision to 
send the children to adult prison, but 
the government subsequently side-
stepped the Court’s ruling by again 
reclassifying a section of Barwon 
prison as a youth detention facility.

“Yes, these boys have made some 
bad decisions, but at the end of the 
day they are kids and as a commu-
nity we shouldn’t just give up on 
them. Throwing them into a brutal 
adult prison will harden them at the 
very time when we should be show-
ing them that there are positive alter-
natives, that they can choose a better 
way,” said Leikin. 

Arts under Socialism
Vinnie Molina

Last Thursday April 20, the CPA 
Politics in the Pub Perth presented 
Arts Under Socialism featuring 
Pilar Kasat, Olga Cironis and 
Christopher Crouch. All three 
speakers are involved in com-
munity arts and believe it is not 
adequately recognised in capitalist 
Australia. All had some knowledge 
and experience of arts in a social-
ist system from having attended 
primary school in a socialist state 
to engaging with artists from 
socialist countries such as Cuba.

They strongly advocated for 

more funding for community art 
as a way of enriching the soci-
ety and creating a dynamic where 
art expresses the material basis of 
society but creates a dynamic loop 
whereby the conditions are also 
infl uenced and changed by art.

Pilar gave a moving example 
of a community arts project in an 
Indigenous community that was 
having major problems with suicide 
and the very positive outcomes that 
had arisen for the whole commu-
nity. These projects often happen 
in isolation without connectivity to 
other communities. Luckily in the 
example shared the works created 

in the project became an exhibit in a 
major gallery in Sydney.

The current state of art in 
Australia is often out of reach 
for many. The issue of alienation 
was given much importance in 
the presentations. After the speak-
ers presented their views there 
was an interesting and lively Q&A 
that gave them the opportunity to 
expand on the themes presented. 
Crouch spoke on the CPA draft 
policy on Arts, which was well 
received by the close to 50 people 
in attendance. Lorena Trigo skilful-
ly chaired the meeting. 

The panel of speakers.
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Rudi Maxwell

Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull has 
angered many Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander people by reportedly telling 
an Indian mining billionaire that the issue 
of native title in Australia would soon be 
“settled”.

On a visit to India last month Turnbull met 
with executives from mining company Adani, 
including company founder Gautam Adani, 
which is hoping to build the huge Carmichael 
coal mine in central Queensland.

The project has long caused conflict 
between traditional owners, with some in 
favour of signing an Indigenous Land Use 
Agreement (ILUA) with Adani and some vehe-
mently opposed, including the Wangan and 
Jagalingou (W&J) Traditional Owners Council.

The proposed Adani ILUA is one of dozens 
of agreements affected by the McGlade deci-
sion in the Federal Court earlier this year, which 
ruled that all native title claimants must sign 
off on an ILUA, rather than a simple majority, 
which had been the case since an earlier court 
decision in 2010.

The government moved swiftly after the 
McGlade decision to introduce changes to the 
Native Title Act that would have drastically 
watered down any native title claimants’ abil-
ity to object to an ILUA and had been due to 
debate the changes in the most recent Senate 
sitting, following a Senate inquiry into the 
changes. 

However, after senators spent hours speak-
ing on an unsuccessful bid to water down the 
Racial Discrimination Act, Attorney-General 
George Brandis added extra changes to the pro-
posed Native Title Act amendments and Labor 
withdrew its support.

Opposition leader Bill Shorten said 
Indigenous people needed to be properly con-
sulted before any changes were made to the 
Act. “We don’t think that native title should be 
a plaything to resolve the Adani investment,” 
he said.

“What matters is sorting out native title and 
the court cases which have happened there. I 
don’t think the Prime Minister should be auto-
matically linking Adani to that. 

“I think there’d be a lot of Aboriginal 
people saying, ‘Hey, before you start making 
promises on our behalf, please consult us fi rst.’”

Senator Brandis backed Turnbull’s 
approach, telling The Australian newspaper: 
“The government has been working to reverse 
the effect of the Federal Court decision in order 
to restore certainty for stakeholders, in particu-
lar to the Adani group.”

The Attorney-General’s department did not 
respond to questions from the Koori Mail. 

Assistant Shadow Indigenous Affairs 
Minister Pat Dodson told the Koori Mail that 

the government was ignoring Indigenous voices 
on native title. 

“Not surprised”
“I am not surprised that Mr Turnbull is 

consulting with mining billionaires from over-
seas but not with Indigenous Australians. It 
sends a clear message about his priorities,” he 
said. Senator Dodson said the Senate inquiry 
into the proposed amendments had been 
rushed.

“It plainly was not suffi cient time to hear 
the voices of Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people,” he said. “This has been made 
clear by Labor from day one, when the Bill was 
introduced into the House of Representatives.

“Labor pushed to hold a Senate committee 
inquiry. The government allowed just one day 
for the Senate committee to hear from witness-
es, including native title representative bodies, 
who clearly have signifi cant interests in this 
issue. Even then, the government did not listen 
to the outcome.

“Labor would like to see the Native Title 
Act return to its fundamental purpose of rec-
ognising and protecting native title as an area 
of law that has deep and lasting signifi cance, 
not just for Indigenous Australians, but for the 
nation as a whole. It needs to be recognised as 

a community-held form of title, not just there 
because of the largesse of the Parliament.”

Senator Dodson said there had been impor-
tant issues raised regarding changes to the 
Act in submissions to the Senate inquiry by 
Aboriginal land councils that deserved more 
consideration.

“There are many improvements that could 
be made to the ILUA process and the current 
issues show this to be the case,” he said. 

“There are also improvements that could be 
made to the workings of the Native Title Act, 
as recommended by the Australian Law Reform 
Commission several years ago. Those recom-
mendations have been gathering dust on the 
Attorney-General’s famous bookshelves. This 
is precisely why more consultation is needed 
on this bill – to identify the real priorities for 
reform in the area of native title.

“This whole issue of native title and 
responding to the McGlade decision could have 
already been resolved if not for the incompe-
tence of Senator Brandis. Had the government 
consulted with Indigenous people at the earli-
est possible stage, these issues could well have 
been properly addressed.”

Kimberley Land Council (KLC) chief 
executive Nolan Hunter called on the Attorney-
General to support a forum for native title 

representative bodies and other key stakehold-
ers to properly discuss all of the government’s 
proposed changes to the Act.

“We are very mindful that people need cer-
tainty about their native title agreements and 
changes to the Native Title Act are required for 
this to occur,” he said. “What we do not accept 
is government attempting to make last-minute 
changes without consultation with Indigenous 
people about the very legislation that impacts 
them the most.

“This process has been rushed from the 
start and only serves to shine a light on the 
many other failings of the Act. The views of 
Indigenous people must be given the respect 
they deserve.”

W&J Traditional Owners Council spokes-
person Adrian Burragubba said they would con-
tinue to oppose the mine. “The Prime Minister 
is another in a long line of political leaders, 
federal and state, who are willing to sacrifi ce 
Aboriginal peoples’ rights if a profi t or a deal 
is attractive enough,” he said.

“It is extraordinary to have the Prime 
Minister travelling to India to tell a business-
man that he will change the Native Title Act in 
Australia and undermine our rights so that his 
destructive project can proceed.”
Koori Mail 

From the archives The Guardian, December 2000

Anger at Turnbull’s title 
“settled” claim

Malcolm Turnbull meets with India’s Adani Group founder and chairman Gautam Adani.

7 May 10 am - 2 pm    Trades Halls – Carlton

Melbourne
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The Community and Public 
Sector Union represents people 
working in the Australian 
Public Service, including in 
the Australian Pesticides and 
Veterinary Medicines Authority. 
Our community legitimately 
expects that government provide 
properly resourced, transparent 
and accessible public services that 
support people, industry and the 
national interest. Our community 
also expects legitimately that gov-
ernment locate jobs in regional 
communities as well as capital 
cities to support local people and 
local communities. It is a concern 
we share.

The APVMA is the Australian 
government authority responsible 
for the assessment and registration of 
pesticides and veterinary medicines. 
Our members in the APVMA value 
and take pride in the work they do.

It is work that is incredibly 
important to human and animal 
health, agribusiness, agricultural 
workers and the profi tability of pri-
mary production generally. Indeed it 
is diffi cult to think of an agricultural 
industry function that is not impacted 
on by the important work that ded-
icated APVMA staff and our mem-
bers do every day: from assessing 
the cancer risk to farmers and farm 
workers when they use certain chem-
icals, to assisting with the voluntary 
recall of contaminated agvet chemi-
cal products, to ensuring Australian 

primary producers do not miss out on 
using the latest products facilitating 
increased crop yields.

Unfortunately, we appear here 
today to say that the APVMA is 
an agency that has been damaged. 
Highly valuable skills are being lost 
every day as staff leave the organ-
isation to fi nd stable, in most cases 
Canberra-based employment. Service 
standards are falling and the cost to 
industry is rising, as is the real con-
sequential stress on the APVMA staff 
left behind.

Indeed, there are very real pros-
pects and fears that the compulsory 
move of this agency to Armidale and 
the means by which it is being done 
will lead to short- and long-term 
damage to the agricultural economy 
and producers of products for use in 
agribusiness. Those are concerns held 
by our members. Due to the way the 
move of the APVMA is being han-
dled, staff morale is low and falling. 
The ongoing uncertainty is having a 
corrosive effect, with 90 percent of 
CPSU members indicating they have 
negative feelings towards the move.

Since the announced move to 
Armidale, many experienced staff 
have left. From July 2016 to mid-
February 2017, 48 staff left the organ-
isation – almost a third of their 176 
employees – and the same number 
the previous fi nancial year. Twenty 
of those leaving since the middle of 
last year were regulatory scientists, 
and the government lost in this case 

a total of 204 years of experience, 
which is a very large loss in a small 
organisation. In particular the loss of 
20 out of 100 regulatory scientists 
has created a signifi cant skills gap. 
The loss of experienced regulatory 
scientists does not just affect work 
but has meant the APVMA cannot 
train effectively those replacements.

The loss of staff has been par-
ticularly felt in the pesticides assess-
ment area, which is understaffed. 
Unsurprisingly, pesticides approv-
als dropped significantly in the 
December quarter, with only 50 per-
cent within time frame. The high 
levels of staff attrition from the relo-
cation make it harder for the APVMA 
to perform its functions.

There continue to be backlogs 
of applications, with one in four 
assessments overdue at the end of 
the December quarter, and there are 
expectations of increased applica-
tions. The increasing queries about 
late fi nalisation have only worsened 
the situation, as regulatory scientists 
are taken away from completing their 
assessments. That means this agency 
is increasingly placed by government 
in the position of struggling to make 
the best of a very poor public admin-
istration decision process.

Disruptive
Before making a comment on 

our advocacy for more regional 
public service employment gener-
ally, I want to make one thing clear: 

much of the reporting on this matter 
has focused on staff refusing to move 
to Armidale. Our members resent that 
description and the implications. Our 
members love their work and value 
the work of the APVMA; it is simply 
the case that the vast majority are 
unable to move to Armidale. They 
have families, lives and obligations 
that they cannot forsake. It is not a 
case of a wilful or stubborn refusal. 
These are real human issues, such as 
shared custody of kids with an ex-
partner or children with complex 
medical needs, the sort that region-
al families have to move to access. 
For some, the problem is their part-
ner could not get work in their fi eld 
in Armidale and they either cannot 
afford or do not want to sacrifi ce their 
spouse’s job and income.

I do not think too many 
Australians would begrudge a fellow 
citizen who signed up for a job in one 
city making the decision they cannot 
move 800 kilometres away based on 
whether they can share care of their 
kids or keep a job for their spouse. 
Families make decisions based 
on those things all the time. These 
APVMA staff have been devastat-
ed at the impact this announcement 
and the implementation of the move 
is having on their families and their 
ability to serve our community in this 
critical work.

On regional jobs, the CPSU 
has long been supportive of more 
public sector jobs in regional areas, 
but that does not mean supporting 
this ill-considered decision. The 
concerns expressed to this inquiry 
about needing quality public sector 
jobs in regional communities are 
ones we share. It is important that 
Commonwealth Public Service jobs 
are not just in capital cities, but the 
decisions on this need to make sense 
and be evidence based.

No pass mark
The evidence on the APVMA’s 

relocation is compelling that it does 
not pass that test. Rather than expen-
sive and damaging moves of spe-
cialist functions or agencies which 
do little for local people and do not 
create jobs, the government should 
ensure the Commonwealth agen-
cies that already have a presence 
in regional Australia at a mini-
mum maintain that employment but 

preferably increase it and restore the 
jobs lost.

The CPSU have been campaign-
ing to keep Public Service jobs in 
regional communities for a number 
of years under both this and the pre-
vious government. Service delivery 
agencies such as DHS and the tax 
offi ce have been cutting jobs from 
existing regional locations for some 
years. Too frequently cutting regional 
jobs and closing regional offi ces is 
seen as a quick fi x for budget pres-
sure and effi ciency dividends.

Unfortunately, accurate Public 
Service jobs level data at a regional 
level is diffi cult to access. Agencies 
do not provide geographic break-
downs of staffing levels, and the 
APSC (Australian Public Service 
Commission) has only just started 
to publicly publish this data. This 
is despite collecting this data for a 
number of years. The CPSU have 
previously requested this APSC data 
but were denied access. We have 
been able to obtain some limited data 
on regional job losses. We also pro-
vide in our submission some exam-
ples of jobs lost in regional areas 
based on feedback from our members 
and our involvement in a number of 
offi ce closures and reductions over 
the past few years.

Local economies
The loss of quality public sector 

jobs in regional communities has a 
signifi cant negative impact on local 
economies. As you know, many 
regional areas suffer from higher 
unemployment than the national 
average and have weaker job pros-
pects. Rather than simply moving the 
existing jobs around, Commonwealth 
agencies that already have a footprint 
in regional Australia should make all 
reasonable efforts to maintain that 
employment, and specific action 
should be taken to restore jobs cut 
from regional Australia in agencies 
such as Human Services, the tax 
offi ce, CSIRO, Defence and others.

This could and should include 
the conversion of DHS casual staff 
to reliable ongoing employment 
in those regional locations. Our 
regional economies need more jobs. 
Overstretched services need more 
staff. If we are serious about region-
al jobs, this is a much more sensible 
public policy proposition. 

Regional Australia

Real jobs plan needed
Community and Public Sector Union (CPSU) 
representatives appeared before the Senate Finance 
and Public Administration committee on April 
11 looking into a recent government decision to 
relocate the Australian Pesticides and Veterinary 
Medicines Authority (APVMA) from Canberra to 
Armidale, NSW.

The CPSU is opposed to the move and has called for 
the decision to be reversed.

Hearing highlighted many problems with the 
decision with many stakeholders expressing 
concerns including staff, scientists, industry 
representatives and other experts.

The union points out that the whole inquiry 
underlines the fact the Turnbull government has no 
real national plan for regional public services and 
jobs.

The CPSU was represented by Nadine Flood 
(national secretary), Rupert Evans (deputy secretary) 
and CPSU workplace delegate and regulatory 
scientist Ron Marks.

The following is Nadine Flood’s statement.
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When Richard Nixon was US President 
(late ’60s - early’70s) a government scien-
tifi c report anticipated climate change. It 
advocated “climate engineering” initia-
tives to deal with an expected “greenhouse 
effect”, a rise in global temperatures caused 
by the release of industrial carbon gases 
into the atmosphere.

The report recommended spraying aerosol 
chemicals into the stratosphere, and spreading 
pieces of silver foil across the oceans. These 
hair-raising recommendations were never 
implemented. They would undoubtedly have 
had a major adverse impact on the environ-
ment, even if they succeeded in moderating 
global warming.

Even now, climate engineering is occasion-
ally posed as the solution to climate change, 
rather than the very obvious solution of phasing 
out industrial processes that emit carbon gases.

The tardiness of governments and the res-
urrection of “red herring” solutions to environ-
mental problems stems from the political power 
and greed of corporations that benefi t from pol-
luting industries.

The current struggle over climate change 
has a historical parallel. The fi rst scientifi c 
paper linking asbestos to lung disease was pub-
lished in 1909, but the material wasn’t banned 
in developed nations until the 1970s and only 
after bitter opposition by the asbestos industry. 
Asbestos is still exported from Canada, where 
its use is banned, to India, for sale on the open 
market.

The unspeakable pursuing 
the unthinkable

In Australia the largest contributors to 
carbon emissions, the coal-fi red power sta-
tions, are nearing the end of their working lives. 
The giant privately-operated Hazelwood plant 
ceased operation recently, and others will prob-
ably close within ten years.

Corporations are unwilling to invest in new 
coal-fi red power stations, because renewable 
energy now offers greater long-term profi ts 
than either coal or gas.

Yet the government is determined to pre-
serve coal-fi red power generation, and is advo-
cating construction of new-technology coal-fi red 
plants, on the false pretext that they’re necessary 
to meet base load power demand.

The US government has funded construc-
tion of nuclear power stations for decades. It 
appears the Turnbull government will take a 
similar approach, using taxpayer funds to prop 
up coal-fi red power generation, even though 
the corporate world itself is writing that indus-
try off.

The only benefi ciaries of that policy will be 
the shareholders of the “stranded asset” corpo-
rations that run coal-fi red power stations.

The government has set a $100 billion 
target for new investment in coal mining in 
Australia. It’s also considering granting the 
Indian corporation Adani Group a low-inter-
est $1 billion loan to build a 400 kilometre rail 
track, to facilitate the transport of coal from 
the company’s proposed new coal mine at 
Carmichael in Queensland but only on condi-
tion that the line could be used by other com-
panies to transport even more coal from their 
new mines.

The Queensland Labor government has 
promised Adani unlimited access to groundwa-
ter for 60 years, plus 30 gigalitres of dammed 
surface water. Bill Shorten says a federal Labor 
government would approve the project, provid-
ing it meets environmental requirements.

But how could it? The project, the biggest 
coal mine in Australia’s history, will endanger 
the Great Barrier Reef. Two thirds of the Reef 
is already bleached and dying because of rising 
ocean temperatures caused by climate change, 
which in turn is caused by the combustion of 
fossil fuels, especially coal.

And combustion of coal from the $21 bil-
lion Carmichael mine complex would acceler-
ate climate change and would help to drive the 
atmospheric temperature rise beyond the peril-
ous 2 degree “tipping point” mark.

When the bottom falls out of coal mining, 
as it eventually will, the Adani directors will 
doubtless shrug their shoulders, claim that the 
company cannot pay its debts, and derive con-
solation from vast profi ts stashed away with the 
benefi t of their numerous offshore tax havens.

The worst of times, 
the best of times

One effect of climate change – hand in hand 
with wars being waged – is the mass displace-
ment of people from countries that experience 
its worst impact. That’s already happening, 
with hundreds of thousands of people from 
drought-affected African and middle-eastern 
countries crushed into refugee camps in neigh-
bouring nations.

Scientists predict that because of climate 
change the annual monsoons that fall on South-
east Asia will begin to move easterly, forcing 
water-deprived citizens of those nations to seek 
asylum elsewhere. Many would undoubtedly 
head for Australia, and most would travel by 
sea.

Enforcing the deliberately cruel practice of 
“turning back the boats” would result in bitter 
opposition, and possibly military retaliation 
from the governments of the stricken nations 
from which the asylum seekers had sailed.

In these circumstances, carrying the gov-
ernment’s “Fortress Australia” immigration 
policies to their logical conclusion would 
involve treating the asylum seekers as hos-
tile invaders, and taking the unthinkable step 
of leaving the boats abandoned at sea, or even 
sinking them.

But an Australian government could adopt 
a completely different approach and actually 
turn the situation to advantage, by taking initia-
tives that offer long-term benefi ts well beyond 
the period of climate change mitigation.

The climate crisis has already forced the 
world to develop renewable energy sources 
as an alternative to fossil fuels, which have 

polluted the atmosphere since the industrial 
revolution.

In Australia, the obvious way forward is to 
accelerate the transition to renewable energy 
production and phase out the mining and export 
of coal and other fossil fuels. But we could do 
much more.

To help feed the world, we could investi-
gate the feasibility of managing our water sys-
tems with a view to diverting the fl oodwater 
that carries off our precious, fragile-thin top-
soil, and transforming parched inland areas into 
fertile plains for agriculture or grazing.

To preserve animal and plant species threat-
ened by climate change, we could increase our 
contribution to the international struggle to 
store grain and genetic material 

And to fi nd cures or immunisation against 
tropical diseases we could fund medical 
research to deal with those diseases as they 
move towards temperate climes because of cli-
mate change. As a priority we should imple-
ment the climate change mitigation measures 
coming out of successive international climate 
change summits, the most recent in Paris in 
2016.

But the Turnbull government isn’t inter-
ested. It’s solely focused on slowing down 
the transition to renewable energy production, 
rather than phasing it out.

To meet the climate crisis we must replace 
climate-conservative state and federal govern-
ments with political coalitions that are seriously 
dedicated to protecting the environment. And 
we must do it as fast as possible. 

Australia

Climate change
Looking back and looking forward

Public sector job cuts
As many as 4,500 more public service jobs 
could be cut if the Turnbull government 
continues its effi ciency dividend push in 
this month’s federal budget, the peak public 
service union has warned.

After 15,000 job cuts since the Coalition 
was elected to government in 2013, the 
Community and Public Sector Union has used 
its pre-budget submission to Treasurer Scott 
Morrison to warn continuing $1.924 billion in 
planned effi ciency savings announced in 2016 
would see between 3,000 and 4,500 additional 
jobs go.

The fi gures are based on government data 
showing about 55 percent of previous effi cien-
cy cuts have come from cuts reductions to the 
federal workforce, suggesting that planned sav-
ings by 2020 would result in $972 million more 
in jobs lost.

The union said the full impact on staff-
ing levels would depend on how $500 million 
in savings from government transformation 
efforts is spent.

“After years of governments cutting public 
sector funding, the public service is strug-
gling to provide the level of services that the 
Australian community deserves,” the submis-
sion said.

“The government’s decisions have led 
to the debacles of the 2016 Census and the 
Centrelink automated debt recovery scheme. 
There is now increasing community awareness 
and dissatisfaction with the impact of public 
sector cuts and the governments who deliver 
those cuts.”

The government receives hundreds of sub-
missions to the budget process – with business 
groups, unions, community organisations and 
non-profi ts laying out their wish lists for the 
year ahead. Some proposals are adopted, while 
others are ignored.

The Young Liberal Movement used its sub-
mission to call for another Abbott government-
style audit commission and more public service 
job cuts.

The CPSU called for the May 9 budget 

package to “begin to repair substantial and 
unsustainable damage done to the public serv-
ice” through reversing the effi ciency dividend, 
arguing public sector wages remained just 6.1 
percent of government spending in 2016-17.

A spokeswoman for the Australian Public 
Service Commission declined to comment on 
the submission.

Last week the government announced 
National Party-led plans for further forced 
moves of public servants to rural and region-
al Australia. Staff numbers in the Australian 
Public Service grew last year for the first 
time since 2012, up by 3,518 to 155,771 
positions.

The growth was probably caused by the 
end of the Abbott government’s hiring freeze 
imposed on departments and agencies, prevent-
ing them from recruiting staff unless there were 
exceptional circumstances.

The Coalition has cut about 15,000 public 
service jobs since 2013. Redundancies were 
about triple the usual rate in that period as the 

government retrenched more than 9,100 staff to 
help reach its target.

The federal bureaucracy employed fewer 
people in June 2015 than in the last months of 
the Howard government in 2007. Australian 
Bureau of Statistics data shows a 15.8 percent 
rise in the population since June 2007, while 
public service job numbers have fallen by 0.2 
percent in the same period.

Canberra MP Gai Brodtmann accused the 
government of showing contempt for public 
servants.

“You can tell a lot about a government by 
how it treats its workers – the Coalition govern-
ment must be judged by what it does for work-
ers, and how it treats its own workforce.

“My concern is for the smaller agencies, 
particularly our national institutions.

“We’re not cutting into fat –we’re not cut-
ting into bone, we’re cutting into vital organs,” 
she said. 
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During the Great Depression, parts of the 
Royal National Park south of Sydney were 
occupied by unemployed workers, mostly 
miners from the Illawarra region. Some of 
the shacks they built remain. Only reached 
by walking tracks, they provide physical 
evidence of the historic occupation of the 
area and rare examples of Depression era 
housing.

The Park comprises the original southwest 
area, the former Garawarra Park, and areas 
adjacent to the beaches, Garie, Little Garie, Era, 
Burning Palms and Bulgo.

The Dharawal people originally lived there 
for at least 30,000 years, but within 20 years of 
the arrival of the First Fleet their numbers had 
been decimated by introduced diseases, gov-
ernment punitive expeditions and clashes with 
armed settlers.

The miners who moved to the Illawarra in 
the 19th century fought industrial battles and 
struggled to retain the shacks they built as des-
peration housing during strikes.

The shack-owners’ amazing struggle to pre-
serve the shacks and their unique communities 
has been extensively documented in historian 
Ingeborg Van Teeseling’s recently-published 
book Shack Life.

Interviewed by Van Teeseling, Donna 
McLaren said her paternal grandparents arrived 
in Australia from Britain in 1918. They fi rst 
visited Era in the 1920s, sleeping in tents made 
from chaff bags full of fl eas they had to smoke 
out.

During the Depression, the “shackies” 
caught fi sh and rabbits and grew their own 
vegetables. According to Donna’s mother Joan 
Hendry, they helped each other build and main-
tain the shacks and mended each others’ clothes 
and shoes. Their cooperation and social cohe-
sion helped them battle through the Depression 
much more successfully than fi nancially-ruined 
former business owners.

Nevertheless, life was extremely diffi cult. 
There was no regular income, and no doctors. 
One woman went into labour while digging up 
worms for fi shing. She only made it to Lilyfi eld 
station and gave birth in the stationmasters’ 
house.

After the War the shack owners fought a 
long and agonising struggle to save the shacks 
and the community.

Historical objections to the presence of the 
shacks relied on myopic views regarding the 
signifi cance of place, whether natural or built, 
and on contempt for the working class and the 
Aboriginal people.

Aboriginal activist Marcia Langton pointed 
out that the terms “wilderness” and “pristine”, 
used by Myles Dunphy and others to justify 
removal of the shacks, have colonial and racist 
connotations.

Van Teeseling commented, “These terms 
presume that ... Aboriginal people were never 
there, or that they did not have an impact on the 
landscape, or that they were not human enough 
to be considered capable of spoiling it.”

Dunphy also said women bushwalkers 
would attract “every Tom, Dick and Harry to 
the place”, and that it would be preferable to 
restrict visits to the bush to “the educated and 
appreciative”.

Dunphy detested the campers and shack 
owners, describing them as “squatters”, “living 
on a pension” and “not impeded by regular 
employment”. Totally ignoring their harsh 
situation, Dunphy wrote with bitter resent-
ment: “The average hard-working citizen had 
to honour all his economic responsibilities, 
and could not afford to buy a choice home site 
beside the sea.”

In researching Shack Life, Van Teeseling 
interviewed 40 shack owners. Their stories 
are fascinating. Many were involved in left-
wing politics. Donna McLaren, whose parents 
built their shack in 1946, joined the Socialist 
Party of Australia in 1974 and is still an active 
Communist Party member. Her mother was 
a writer and Donna remembers Frank Hardy, 
Len Fox, Arthur Boyd, Betty Collins and many 
other writers visiting the shack.

Dr Helen Voysey, president of the League, 
who campaigned for a renal clinic at Tennant 
Creek in 2002 before organising the court battle 
to save the shacks, commented: “My Mother 

Eva was a [Jewish] refugee from Austria who 
fl ed in 1938. ... She was introduced to my father 
by John McKay, who also had a shack here. 
Eva was classed as an enemy alien and was 
offi cially not allowed to travel. ... She risked 
it because she loved [Era] with all her heart. 
... One of my earliest memories is going out at 
night to clean my teeth and hearing the sound 
of the sea, doing a wee on the grass, looking at 
the stars and feeling the magic of the place”.

Dora Booth was in Vienna when the Nazis 
marched in. Her parents were in Australia and 
14-year-old Dora had stayed behind to fi nish 
her education. Her family was Jewish and she 
only escaped because she had a British pass-
port. She described Era as “magical, a hidden 
paradise far from the world’s troubles”.

Max Humphreys, whose parents were com-
munists, said “ I got beaten up at school on a 
regular basis because of my parents’ political 
views. Down here that would never happen, 
though. There were lots of different people, but 
none of the divisions that reigned up the hill. 
... In fact, Era showed that the ideal world my 
parents were advocating was possible.”

Warwick Hilton commented: “The idea of 
a Protection League was inspired by the way 
the [Communist] Party organised itself. ... The 
concept of saying ‘no’, of putting up a strug-
gle instead of taking it lying down, the Party 
taught us that”.

The shack owners’ struggle demonstrates 
the potential strength of an alliance between 
left-wing and progressive political forces. 
Extensively researched, beautifully written and 
illustrated, Ingeborg Van Teeseling’s wonderful 
book Shack Life is recommended reading.
PS: During a memorable long weekend at the 
Hendry shack at Era in 1966, your reviewer 
was persuaded to support causes more worthy 
than the re-election of Mr Menzies.

A Timeline 
(based on Ingeborg Van 
Teeseling’s research)

1797 - Coal was discovered at Coalcliff, 
north of Wollongong.  

1825 - Former convicts Andrew Byrne 
and John Dwyer received permission to graze 
cattle on Byrne’s area at Era and Burning 
Palms, and Dwyer’s at Bulgo. By then the 
Dharawal people and the manicured land-
scape they had cultivated was gone, and the 
Illawarra coast was being stripped of its cedar 
trees.

1831 - Byrne and Dwyer purchased their 
beach lands. The fi rst shack on the Illawarra 
beaches was built at Era by Byrne for an 
Aboriginal stockman.

By 1872 - All the land at Era, Burning 
Palms and Little Garie was owned by the 
Collaery family.

1878 - A coal mine was constructed at 
Coalcliff.

1879 - The Royal National Park was 
founded. Coal companies sought licences 
to mine within the park, and in 1883 Henry 
Collaery wanted to mine the Garie beach area. 
They were unsuccessful.

1897 - Collaery subdivided the Garie 
land, but there were no roads and he couldn’t 
sell it.

1889 - The Illawarra railway line was 
opened, conveying coal as well as passengers. 
Some politicians were shareholders in the 
coal companies, and the original railway route 
was altered to pass near several coal mine 
settlements, including Helensburgh. The fi rst 
miners lived in tents, then built “humpies” 
and fi nally small, rudimentary cottages.

1890 - During the economic depression, 
strikes by miners, shearers and other work-
ers were suppressed by armed force. The 
Helensburgh miners distributed fi sh and rab-
bits they caught at the beaches to the most 
needy families. They were the last strikers to 
return to work.

1892 - The Labor Party won the balance 
of power, and in 1893 plural voting, which 
entitled big landowners to more than one 
vote, was abolished.

Between 1888 and 1914 - The ratio of 
miners dying at work was 1.2 per 1,000. The 
ratio of women dying in childbirth was 5.76 
per 1,000. The assistance the miners received 

from Friendly Societies was inadequate to 
cover the costs of medical care or sustenance 
for unemployed miners and their families.

1909 - Incensed at the jailing of a union 
delegate on a conspiracy charge, the miners 
again went on strike. Many people lived full 
time at or near the beaches, in tents or shacks.

1917 - After the Russian Revolution, 
Prime Minister Billy Hughes jailed 100 mem-
bers of the Industrial Workers of the World. 
He declared the organisation illegal, but many 
miners supported it, and a strike of 100,000 
workers took place in NSW.

1929 - The economy crashed. In two 
years the number of miners employed in the 
Wollongong area dropped by half and pro-
duction fell from 2.3 million tons to under a 
million. Unemployed miners returned to the 
beaches, pitching tents or building shacks 
with natural materials from the bush or sal-
vaged material carried kilometres down the 
hill by hand.

1931 - The Sydney Bushwalkers club 
launched an unsuccessful campaign to remove 
the shacks from the Hacking River.

1938 - The Era shack owners carted 17 
tons of timber down the hill to construct a 
new surf club building. The shacks’ original 
canvas and bark siding was replaced with cor-
rugated iron or timber boarding, and meat 
safes and kerosene fridges were installed.

1931 - The Sydney Bush Walkers, found-
ed by nature conservationist Miles Dunphy, 
campaigned against shacks in the Park. He 
had previously objected to shacks in the 
Park on the Port Hacking River. He believed 
national parks should remain as idealised pris-
tine wilderness, free of people – except for 
bushwalkers.

1933 - Bushwalker Marie Byles cam-
paigned to have the government resume the 
area between the original National Park and 
the beaches and remove the shacks and tents.

1934 - The government created a new 
park named Garawarra, but it excluded the 
Byrne and Collaery beach estates and adja-
cent farms, and only included a small part 
of Burning Palms, where the shack owners 
moved up the beach out of reach. The govern-
ment also decided to build a new road to give 
the public access to the area.

1938 - The National Parks Trust asked 
the government to incorporate the Byrne and 
Collaery land into the Park, and remove the 
shacks. The shack owners, who now includ-
ed many Sydney people, formed the Era 
Campers League.

1943 - The Parks and Playground 
Movement applied unsuccessfully for the 
government to remove the shacks and take 
over the beach areas for use in the National 
Fitness Campaign.

1944 - A bush conservation club offered 
to buy the Collaery land at Little Garie and 
give it to the government, providing the 
shacks were removed. The Campers League, 
now named the Era-Burning Palms Protection 
League, offered the government 2,650 pounds 
for the Era land, on condition that the shacks 
remained and were maintained by the League.

1950 - The number of shacks had risen 
from 76 to 200. As Helen Voysey noted, 
“There were gay people here, communists, 
miners, trade union members, policemen, art-
ists.” They included Hal Misingham, direc-
tor of the NSW Art Gallery, and Gordon 
Andrews, who later designed the new 
Australian decimal currency.

1950 - The Byrne family offered the Era 
and Burning Palms land for public sale but 
not the shacks, which they treated as the prop-
erty of the occupants. However, the govern-
ment immediately resumed the land. The 
shack owners could remain rent-free until 
the Trust arranged permissive occupancies 
or rental arrangements, and the shacks could 
remain, but the owners would receive no 
compensation for the resumption.

1953 - The government surveyor recom-
mended that on “termination” of the leases the 
shacks should be demolished.

1953 - The bushwalkers failed again in an 
attempt to have the shacks removed, and the 
next year the beach areas were formally added 
to the Park.

1959 - Most of the coastal shacks had 
been demolished, apart from those at Bonnie 

Vale, Bulgo, Burning Palms, Era and Little 
Garie.

1964 - The newly-elected Liberal gov-
ernment opposed the presence of the shacks, 
and subscribed, with some qualifi cations, to 
Dunphy’s concept of pristine wilderness. As 
Van Teeseling observed, “In order for it to be 
pristine, all evidence of human past needed to 
be removed, and the shacks were part of that 
evidence”.

1965 - The government introduced per-
missive occupancy licence agreements, 
which effectively cancelled ownership rights 
and allowed the government to demand 
removal of any shack at any time. If they 
did so, the owners would have to remove it 
themselves, or pay someone else to remove 
it. Meanwhile, a coal mining company 
applied for permission to mine 40,000 acres 
of the park, which had an estimated potential 
of 200,000 tons of coking coal. The Trusts 
resisted the move and argued that the beach 
shacks should remain.

1966 - The government introduced the 
National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS), 
dismissed all the NSW national park trusts 
and took full control of the parks. They pro-
ceeded to demolish the Hacking River shacks. 
As soon as a shack owner at Era, Burning 
Palms or Little Garie died or failed to pay the 
highly increased rents, the shack was demol-
ished, with no compensation to the owners. 
The following year a Helensburgh miner, who 
had occupied a riverside shack for 40 years, 
committed suicide just before it was due to be 
demolished.

1969 - The NSW Crown Solicitor’s Offi ce 
advised the NPWS that the shack owners 
were in effect tenants, had a right to occupy 
the land, and could not be expelled at the 
whim of the NPWS. The Protection League 
was never informed of this advice.

1971 - Only 171 shacks remained at the 
three beaches. The government ignored the 
role of shack-owners in providing surf rescue 
services, but in 1974 one of them initiated 
Australia’s fi rst helicopter service, which 
rescued two people on its fi rst day of opera-
tion. The government then doubled the shack 
rentals.

1976 - The new Labor government 
handed control of national parks to the new 
Department of Planning and the Environment.

1979 - Australia ICOMOS, the Australian 
division of the UN International Council 
on Monuments and Sites, signed the Burra 
Charter, which aimed to conserve places of 
cultural signifi cance, including historical and 
social signifi cance.

1988 - The new Liberal government 
wanted the shacks removed but favoured 

The beach shacks, an amazing s

Hotel Depression, Burning Palms, 1930s.
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development within the parks. It also gave a 
licence for offshore coal mining opposite the 
National Park and sand mining between Port 
Hacking and Garie.

1990 - Shack-owner and town planner 
Malcolm Garder wrote a heritage study of 
Era. The Heritage Council of NSW recom-
mended a moratorium on further demolitions 
and requested an assessment of the cultural 
signifi cance of the RNP shacks. The NPWS 
commissioned a study of the shacks in all the 
national parks.

1994 - The Australian Heritage 
Commission entered the beach shacks on 
the Register of the National Estate, and the 
Wollongong and Sutherland Councils includ-
ed them on their heritage registers.

Heritage architect Geoff Ashley’s study 
for NPWS confi rmed the signifi cance of the 
place, recommended preservation of all the 
shacks and recommended that some should 
be used for public rental, with one serving as 
a history museum. However, the NPWS said 
the Bonnie Vale cabins had to go, misquot-
ed Ashley as saying that only some shacks 
should be preserved, and distanced itself from 
his conclusions.

1995 - The Burning Palms and Little 
Garie shacks were added to the Register of 
the National Estate. The Nature Conservation 
Council asked new Premier Bob Carr to 
demolish the shacks immediately, but the 
Protection League pointed out that in fi ve 
years the surf clubs had rescued 377 people 
and given fi rst aid to another 720.

1996 - A new NPWS report recommended 
that only the shacks at Era and Bulgo should 
be preserved. The League pointed out that 
because many of the shacks at Burning Palms, 
Bonnie Vale and Little Garie had asbestos lin-
ings their removal would cast taxpayers $3.3 
million.

2000 - The Department promised to 
“seek to retain a substantial number of cabins 
along the coast”. The NPWS demanded a 
444 percent increase in rentals. This was later 
dropped to 302 percent, but new draft licences 
said shack owners would only get fi ve year 
licences, and only then if they could prove 
to NPWS they were bona fi de owners. Other 
renters were classed as “caretakers” and could 
only get a one-year licence.

Each shack owner also had to take out 
$10 million insurance, costing $800 annually. 
The shack owners refused to sign the new 
licences. The NPWS then claimed the shack 
occupants were not owners but licensees even 
though they were responsible for maintaining 
and repairing the shacks.

2002 - The NPWS told shack owners the 
current licences would expire in May the next 

year. Wollongong council objected strong-
ly and was told, in effect, to mind its own 
business.

2003 - The Minister offered to permit two 
names on the licences but was overruled by 
Premier Bob Carr. The NPWS then claimed 
the Solicitor General had advised that the 
shack occupants were not in fact owners, 
even though private ownership of the shacks 
had been the very basis of the government’s 
objections to their presence.

2004 - The NPWS announced that some 
of the shacks were to be advertised for 
lease to the general public, but the League 
than discovered in a heavily redacted 
copy of the Solicitor General’s report that 
Crown ownership of the cabins was legally 
challengeable.

2006 - A conservation plan prepared by 
architect Graham Brooks for NPWS on the 
shacks and their communities made no refer-
ence to agreements made between the shack 
owners and the government between 1957 
and 1963, and contradicted the National Trust 
and Heritage Commission assessments of the 
signifi cance of the sites.

2005 - The NPWS said all licences were 
to be terminated in seven months. However, 
Helen Voysey and Bob McClelland discov-
ered documents indicating that a previous 
government had acknowledged owner-
ship of the shacks by the occupants and also 
acknowledged the government would be 
liable for compensation claims if they were 
demolished.

Greens member Lee Rhiannon used 
Parliamentary Standing Orders to obtain the 
former Solicitor-General’s advice and other 
documents which revealed the government 
had pressured Brooks to change his report.

A week before the licence expiry date, 
the League took the government to court. 
The NPWS withdrew the termination notic-
es and referred the matter to the Land and 
Environment Court.

The shack owners won. All would receive 
boa fi de licences, four people would be 
accepted as owners and the minister could 
renew expired licences. Rents would increase, 
but not by as much, and after fi ve years any 
increases would be CPI-based. The NPWS 
and the Protection League were to make a 
joint submission for entry on the state herit-
age list.

The court case had cost the shack owners 
$250,000

2012 - The shacks were listed in the State 
Heritage List.

2013 - The National Trust presented the 
Protection League with an award for the best 
advocacy campaign in the country. 

Magazine
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Era beach. (Photo: Megan Badham)

Donna McLaren’s parents built their shack in 1946.

Laying the foundations for shack at Era, 1940s.
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Turkey, for a long period of time, 
has been in a critical situation. 
In a country which not so long 
ago, was promising “democracy” 
to gain entry to the European 
Union, repression and imprison-
ment have become the daily bread 
of the Turkish people.

Turkey has a long history of 
repression. After the 1980 mili-
tary coup, under the leadership of 
the military junta, a new constitu-
tion was drafted in 1982, which has 
since been met with popular pro-
tests. Turkey, under pressure to estab-
lish democracy in order to join the 
European Union in the early 2000s, 
enacted some reforms in “the funda-
mental law of Turkey’’. The national 
Security Council became the supervi-
sory entity, for the control of the mili-
tary’s infl uence in state institutions, 
and with a request from Europe, 
intended to reduce its grip on power.

The Justice and Development 
Party (AKP) came to power in 2002, 
and accelerated the movement closer 
to Europe, especially in the fi eld of 
human rights and made some deci-
sions for equal rights for men and 

women. In 2004, in revising the con-
stitution, the death penalty was abol-
ished and some reforms were made in 
the areas of civil and criminal rights 
and the reduction of the military 
court’s power.

In 2007, with some other 
reforms, the election of the president 
was handed over to a direct election 
by the people and the term in offi ce 
reduced from seven to fi ve years. The 
practical implementation of the new 
law took place under Abdullah Gul 
(President 2007-2014), but the power 
remained in the hands of Erdogan, 
the Prime Minister at the time.

With more constitutional reforms 
in 2010, the composition of the court 
and Supreme Council of judges 
changed. With the third victory of 
AKP in 2011, censorship intensifi ed 
and press and freedom of expression 
continued to remain suppressed. But, 
the Party and its leader wanted more 
control over the political system of 
Turkey.

Erdogan intends to change the 
current presidential system and 
transfer all powers to the presi-
dent. However, to achieve this goal, 

Erdogan’s party needs to win two-
thirds of parliamentary votes. In the 
June 2015 election, his party won a 
relative majority; therefore Erdogan, 
intent on changing the Constitution, 
raised the issue of a referendum. In 
addition to the continued oppression 
and aggravation of the Kurds and 
the religious Gulen movement, and 
strengthening of his position within 
the regime, Erdogan promoted Ali 
Yyldrm as his Prime Minister.

The failed coup of July 15, 2016 
gave Erdogan a false and suspicious 
legitimacy. Repression and imprison-
ment became dominant for Turkish 
people. Eurdogan blames the Gulen 
movement for the coup, but not only 
Gulen’s supporters, but also everyone 
and any organisation who opposed 
the proposed referendum was sent to 
prison.

In January 21, 2017, a referen-
dum on the constitution was approved 
by the parliament. The activities of 
unions, NGOs and the press were 
restricted signifi cantly. Turkey has 
the highest number of imprisoned 
journalists in the world. Repression 
of the Kurds in Turkey has increas-
ingly intensifi ed and extended, as has 
resistance to this policy.

Despite repression and imprison-
ment, the opposition to the referen-
dum continues. Statistics show that 
on average ten people were arrested 
daily for participating in the cam-
paign for “NO” to the referendum. 
Among thousands of prisoners, from 
the activists of People’s Democratic 
Party (HDP), Party of Peace and 
Democracy (DBP), the confedera-
tion of Revolutionary Trade Union of 
Turkey (DISK), the confederation of 
Trade Union of Employees (KESK), 
Teachers’ Union (Egitim Sen), and 
others are in prison.

DISK and KESK Unions par-
ticipated in the “NO TO THE 
REFERANDUM’’ actively and 
exposed the proposed Constitution 
that does not refl ect the demands and 
rights of the working class. Political 
prisoners are also involved in the 

movement. In February 2017, 93 
Kurdish prisoners went on a hunger 
strike in Izmir prison. Political pris-
oners of Suvariogullari also joined 
the hunger strike.

Meanwhile, 4,966 members 
of the HDP alone were arrested 
and the regime’s attack on Kurdish 
towns and villages has increased. 
The suppression includes all sec-
tors of people and popular classes. 
On February 7, 2017, by the circula-
tion of the directive of the govern-
ment, 4,464 government employees, 
including 330 university professors, 
were dismissed. 

After the coup, a total of 4,811 
collegiate were made unemployed. 
In protest against the “referendum” 
in various government departments, 
employees through demonstra-
tions and rallies have protested the 

repressive decisions, including the 
dismissal of their fellow employees.

Erdogan in parallel with the con-
solidation of his power at domestic 
level needs to expand his infl uence in 
the regional arena, as well as fi nding 
a new political situation in the global 
geopolitics. 

Erdogan, after the criticism 
by the western governments of the 
regime’s methods during and espe-
cially after the coup, has made 
changes to the Turkish foreign policy.

In our view, our task is to support 
the resistance campaign of the work-
ers, unions, parties and all the progres-
sive layers of Turkish society, as well 
as the Kurdish people, who despite 
repression, imprisonment and killings, 
are fi ghting to protect their rights.
Solidarity Committee with Iranian 
Workers’ Movement 

On the repression in Turkey

US demands 
Cambodia pay 
war debt
The US, which invaded Cambodia 
in May 1970, bombing and killing 
hundreds of thousands of inno-
cents and, in the process, creating 
the conditions for the emergence 
of the “killing fi elds” and ascend-
ancy of the Khmer Rouge, is now 
demanding the repayment of its 
war loan.

Apparently, slaughtering hun-
dreds of thousands of Cambodians 
was quite an expensive affair. The 
current US ambassador says it’s 
time to fi nally pay up.

Almost half a century after 
dropping 500,000 tons of explosives 
and killing hundreds of thousands 
of people in Cambodia, the United 
States seems to be demanding that 
the country pay back US$500 mil-
lion in war debts, a move that has 
sparked outcry across the political 
spectrum in Cambodia.

“To me, Cambodia does not 
look like a country that should be 
in arrears; buildings coming up all 
over the city, foreign investment 
coming in, government revenue is 
rapidly rising,” William Heidt, the 
US ambassador to Cambodia, told 
local newspaper Cambodia Daily.

Since the election of President 
Donald Trump, the Cambodian 
government has been urging 
Washington to cancel the debt, but 
the ambassador dismissed any plans 
to do so by the new administration.

“I will say that the issue of can-
cellation that wasn’t on the table 
when I was here in the 1990s. It has 
never been on the table since then. 
So we have never discussed seri-
ously or considered cancelling that 
debt with Cambodia,” he said, while 
also calling for a deal to be struck 
between the two countries for debt 
payment.

Speaking at a conference in 
early March, Cambodia’s Prime 
Minister Hun Sen, a former com-
mander with the Cambodian com-
munists, slammed the ambassador 
for his comments and recalled the 

atrocities committed by the US in 
the 1970s.

“They dropped bombs on our 
heads and then ask us to repay. 
When we do not repay, they tell the 
IMF [International Monetary Fund] 
not to lend us money,” Hun Sen 
said. “We should raise our voices to 
talk about the issue of the country 
that has invaded other [countries] 
and has killed children.”

The US had given a US$274 
million loan, mostly for food sup-
plies, to the government of Lon Nol, 
who had taken power in a coup in 
1970. The debt has almost doubled 
over the years as Cambodia refused 
to enter into a repayment program.

As Lon Nol fought against the 
Khmer Rouge between 1970 and 
1975, US fi ghter jets carried out 
secret carpet-bombings against 
the group in support of the right-
wing government, killing more 
than 500,000 people, many of them 
women and children.

After the Khmer Rouge took 
over the country in 1975, more than 
two million people died as a result 
of political executions, disease and 
forced labour.

The idea that Cambodia owes 
the United States money is rejected 
by many, including those who wit-
nessed the massacres.

“He [Heidt] has the gall to 
demand the ‘loans’ back even 
though either the Khmer Rouge 
or the current government have 
been in power since 1975, that 
this money was still due,” James 
Pringle, who served as the bureau 
chief for Reuters in Ho Chi Minh 
City, Vietnam, during the inva-
sion of Cambodia, wrote in The 
Cambodia Daily.

“Cambodia does not owe even 
a brass farthing to the US for help 
in destroying its people, its wild 
animals, its rice fi elds and forest 
cover.”
Third World Resurgence 
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Rachael Boothroyd-Rojas

Venezuela is in fl ames. Or at least 
parts of it are. Since April 4, oppo-
sition militants have been carry-
ing out targeted acts of violence, 
vandalism and arson, as well as 
deliberately clashing with security 
forces in an attempt to plunge the 
country into total chaos and force-
fully remove the elected socialist 
government.

It is the continuation of an 
18-year effort to topple the Bolivarian 
revolution by any means neces-
sary – although you may have seen 
it miraculously recast in the main-
stream media as “promoting a return 
to democracy” in the country.

A catalogue of the violence over 
the last 18 days is shocking – schools 
have been ransacked; a Supreme 
Court building has been torched; an 
air force base attacked; and public 
transport, health, and veterinary 
facilities have been destroyed. At 
least 23 people [Update: 26 at time 
of publication] have been left dead, 
with many more injured.

In one of the most shocking cases 
of right-wing violence, at around 
10 pm on April 20, women, children, 
and over 50 newborn babies had to be 
evacuated by the government from a 
public maternity hospital which came 
under attack from opposition gangs.

Anywhere else in the western 
world, this would have given way to 
horrifi ed international and national 
calls for an end to the violence and 
the swift prosecution of those respon-
sible – making it all the more scan-
dalous that these incidents have at 
best been ignored, and at worst total-
ly misrepresented by the internation-
al press.

Instead, those tasked with pro-
viding the public with unbiased 
reporting on international affairs 
have opted to uncritically parrot the 
Venezuelan opposition’s claims that 
the elected government is violently 
repressing peaceful protests and is 
responsible for all deaths in connec-
tion with the demonstrations so far.

This narrative cannot be 
described as even a remotely accu-
rate interpretation of the facts, and 
so it is important to set the record 
straight.

Who’s behind 
the killings?

To date, three people (two pro-
testers and one bystander) have been 
killed by state security personnel, 
who were promptly arrested and in 
two cases indicted.

At least fi ve people have been 
directly killed by opposition protest-
ers, while one person has died as an 
indirect result of the opposition road-
blocks in Caracas (Ricarda Gonzalez, 

89, who suffered from a stroke [after 
inhalation of tear gas] and was pre-
vented from getting to a hospital).

Five people have been shot in 
separate incidents near protests but 
under unclear circumstances. One of 
these victims was shot by an alleged 
opposition supporter from a high 
rise building, although the perpetra-
tor’s political affi liation is yet to be 
confi rmed.

Nine protesters appear to have 
died as a result of their own actions 
(at least eight were reportedly elec-
trocuted in the recent looting of a 
bakery).

A cursory look at the reality 
reveals that the government is not 
responsible for the majority of these 
deaths. However, to paraphrase a 
remark recently made by Venezuelan 
author José Roberto Duque, the 
“truth has suddenly become useless.”

Much of the media has failed to 
go into much detail surrounding the 
exact circumstances of these deaths – 
precisely because the truth presents a 
serious obstacle to the narrative that 
all these people were killed during 
peaceful pro-democracy protests at 
the repressive hands of an authori-
tarian regime. This narrative isn’t 
just overly simplistic; it distorts the 
reality on the ground and misinforms 
international audiences.

Take this deliberately misleading 
paragraph from an article written by 
Nicholas Casey and Patricia Torres in 
the New York Times:

Protesters demanding elections and 
a return to democratic rule jammed 
the streets of Caracas and other 
Venezuelan cities on Wednesday. 
National Guard troops and 
government-aligned militias beat 
crowds back with tear gas, rubber 
bullets and other weapons, and 
at least three people were killed, 
according to human rights groups 
and news reports.

Casey and Torres opted to omit 
the fact that none of those three 
deaths has so far been attributed to 
state security forces. One of the vic-
tims was in fact a National Guard ser-
geant killed by protesters themselves. 
Moreover, those on the receiving end 
of the “tear gas and rubber bullets” 
are not quite the “peaceful” protest-
ers Casey and Torres imply. Anyone 
in the east of the city on April 19, 
when both opposition and pro-gov-
ernment forces marched, could see 
how opposition supporters gathered 
in total freedom in Plaza Francia in 
Altamira – even buying anti-govern-
ment t-shirts, caps, and ice-creams 
– and were able to march along the 
main highway linking the east to the 
west.

Police “repression” has occurred 
in two specific scenarios. Firstly, 

when opposition gangs have set-up 
burning barricades and carried out 
violent acts of vandalism on the 
streets, including the targeting of 
public institutions – actions deliber-
ately aimed at provoking photo-op-
worthy clashes with security forces.

In the second instance, it has 
occurred when opposition march-
ers have attempted to cross a police 
line blocking them from getting to 
the working class municipality of 
El Libertador in the west of the city 
– where government support is tra-
ditionally concentrated. Again, this 
action was a deliberate attempt to 
provoke clashes with security forces 
and their supporters by the opposi-
tion. They are well aware that they 
have not been granted permission 
to march into El Libertador since a 
short-lived opposition-led coup in 
2002 that left 19 dead from opposi-
tion sniper-fi re.

Opposition violence 
absent from most 
reporting

Details of the undemocratic 
actions of opposition leaders and 
their supporters – ranging from 
these latest attacks to support for 
the violent coup of 2002 – are glar-
ingly absent from virtually all news 
reports. This is despite the fact that 
the opposition’s current protest lead-
ers – Julio Borges, Henrique Capriles 
Radonski, Henry Ramos Allup, and 
Leopoldo López – were active play-
ers in the 2002 coup.

The above article by Casey and 
Torres misleads the public concern-
ing the dynamic on the ground in 
Venezuela. But unfortunately this is 
not just an isolated case of one news 
agency. The UK’s Guardian, for 
instance, provided its readers with 
an image gallery of the opposition’s 

April 19 march and “ensuing vio-
lence”, but failed to acknowledge 
that a pro-government march of sim-
ilar size, if not greater, was also held 
the same day. They simply erased the 
actions of hundreds of thousands, if 
not millions, of people.

Whichever news agency you 
check, you will fi nd largely the same, 
uniform consensus in their Venezuela 
coverage. There are no words to 
describe this state of affairs other 
than a total media blockade.

The last time the country wit-
nessed unrest on this scale was in 
2014, when opposition militants 
again unsuccessfully tried to force 
the “exit” of President Nicolás 
Maduro using similar tactics, lead-
ing to the deaths of 43 people. The 
majority of those victims were inno-
cent passers-by caught in the vio-
lence or state security personnel, who 
were given the somewhat impossible 
task (just like today) of responding 
without violence to people who are 
deliberately trying to provoke, maim, 
and kill them.

The opposition’s 
latest tactics

While protests in 2014 were a 
response to violent unrest headed 
by the country’s right-wing student 
movement, this year’s commenced 
at the beginning of April after the 
Supreme Court issued a ruling 
granting itself temporary powers to 
assume the legislative functions of 
the National Assembly.

It came in response to the 
Venezuelan parliament having been 
declared “in contempt of court” for 
more than six months after the oppo-
sition refused to remove three of 
its lawmakers under investigation 
for electoral fraud in violation of a 
Supreme Court order. These legis-
lators were suspended from being 
sworn into parliament pending the 
results of the investigations.

The opposition immediately 
hit out at the ruling, declaring it an 
attempted “coup” by the govern-
ment that had come out of nowhere. 
Although the ruling was overturned 
almost immediately, the opposition 
took to the streets denouncing a “rup-
ture of the constitutional order.”

This soon morphed into a hodge-
podge of ultimatums which have 
dominated the opposition’s agenda 
since it won control of the country’s 
National Assembly (one of the fi ve 
branches of the Venezuelan govern-
ment) in December 2015 on a prom-
ise to depose the national government 

“within six months” – something 
beyond the power of Venezuela’s leg-
islative branch.

The opposition’s current 
demands include the release of 
those they call “political prisoners,” 
the opening-up of a “humanitarian 
channel” for receiving international 
aid, and, most importantly, immedi-
ate regional and general elections. 
The street protests could be seen as 
a political necessity for the oppo-
sition, which was suffering from 
steadily decreasing popularity fol-
lowing an entire year of having 
squandered its legislative majority 
in parliament.

Evidently, however, long-term 
strategy is not the opposition’s strong 
point. History testifi es to the fact that 
they tend to go for infl icting the max-
imum amount of damage in the mini-
mum amount of time, no matter the 
cost.

This brings us to the question 
of why this kind of violence, which 
has been employed several times 
throughout the last 18 years by 
Venezuela’s well-seasoned opposi-
tion, is once again happening at this 
moment. If the government is so 
unpopular, as the opposition claims, 
why not just wait for the presiden-
tial elections in 2018 for their time 
to shine?

At this point, it should be clear 
that the opposition’s only goal, 
far from promoting a “return” to 
democracy, is to step right over it. 
They want to remove the elected 
government more than a year ahead 
of scheduled elections. But they 
don’t want to stop there. As one 
opposition marcher told me: “Get 
your stuff together Maduro, because 
you’re going to jail!” The opposi-
tion’s goal is the total annihilation 
of Chávismo – the legacy of the late 
Hugo Chávez.

Whatever the government’s 
many errors and faults over the 
past four years under the leadership 
of Nicolás Maduro, progressives 
around the globe have an obliga-
tion to defend democracy against 
the opposition’s onslaught and the 
international media’s blockade. 
The alternative is the same savage 
neo-liberalism – currently being 
mercilessly unleashed by Brazil’s 
unelected government – which previ-
ously squeezed blood from the entire 
continent throughout the 1980s and 
1990s.

The slogan “No Volverán” – 
They shall not return! – has never 
been more urgent.
People’s World 
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Decriminalise 
abortion
How is it possible that in 2017 
abortion is still a crime in NSW? 
This astonishing reality makes it 
incredibly diffi cult for women to 
make decisions about their own 
bodies, and for doctors to help 
them. It is time to change the law.

There is now great momen-
tum behind our End12 Campaign 
to decriminalise abortion and create 
safe access zones in NSW, as other 
states have already done. We are 
pushing to debate a bill in parlia-
ment in just a few weeks that would 
remove abortion from Section 12 of 

the NSW Crimes Act – but we need 
your help!

At this critical time, we need to 
increase pressure on the NSW gov-
ernment. (The Greens NSW part-
nered with the Women’s March in 
Sydney for their March in the Park on 
April 29, Prince Alfred Park, hosting 
activities and workshops at the march 
to support in lobbying MPs and advo-
cating for change, for people to con-
vince their MPs to vote for abortion 
law reform, just a few weeks before 
the debate.)

Please feel free to contact my 
offi ce on (02) 9230 2625 or at 
Mehreen.Faruqi@parliament.nsw.
gov.au if you would like more 
information.

Mehreen Faruqi
Greens NSW MLC

China’s Socialist 
system on the skids 
A fundamental human right for 
workers in society is to have qual-
ity free medical and hospital treat-
ment. China is embarking on a 

very dangerous path to capitalism 
with increased private hospitals 
and clinics.

There is a current “gold rush” 
mood in the private healthcare 
market in China.

It’s not only in China. Private 
investors reported by AAP, Chinese-
owned private hospital operator 
Health Care has bought out three 
NSW hospitals for $53 million, 
Shellharbour private, South Coast 
mental health, and Wollongong Day 
Surgery, making a local portfolio 
of 21 hospitals. Health Care con-
tinues to negotiate for more private 
providers.

China’s outbound investment is 
expected to continue to grow at or 
over 10% a year, and maintain this 
momentum for the next fi ve years, 
with the continuous promotion of the 
“go global” policy. This is China’s 
current strategy to encourage its 
enterprises to invest overseas. This 
trend is all capitalist philosophy 
profi t driven not based on people’s 
needs. 

Len Lean
SA

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

A 35-year assault
Mo Stewart

“Oh what a tangled web we weave, when 
fi rst we practice to deceive” is a famous 
quote from the early 19th century by Sir 
Walter Scott but is very apt for today’s 
politics, as the British government suc-
cessfully deceives the British public and 
Parliament on route to the total demolition 
of the welfare state, as originally planned 35 
years ago by the fi rst female Conservative 
prime minister.

Unsurprisingly, the future demolition of 
the welfare state was fi rst suggested in 1982 
by Margaret Thatcher, which archives suggest 
led to the nearest thing to a cabinet revolt in the 
history of Downing Street.

However, all three major political parties 
supported the plan to rid the country of state-
funded welfare, and every government since 
Thatcher covertly worked towards that goal 
when using toxic neo-liberal politics. The right-
leaning New Labour government used the 2008 
banking crisis to begin the welfare reforms, 
which really meant welfare destruction.

Then, with the election of a Tory-led coali-
tion government in 2010, the demolition of the 
welfare state began in earnest and the adoption 
of additional “austerity measures” guaranteed 
that many chronically ill and disabled people 
dependent upon state-fi nancial support would 
suffer, and many would die, when killed by the 
state.

Following in Thatcher’s footsteps, in 1992 
John Major invited a US insurance giant to help 
with “welfare claims management,” and then 
UnumProvident Insurance vice-president John 
LoCascio was the US consultant.

By 1994, the company was appointed as 
official government advisers and the 1994 
Social Security (Incapacity for Work) Act intro-
duced incapacity benefi t, as designed to limit 
access to out-of-work disability benefi t.

By 1995 the Department of Social 
Security’s (DSS) then principal medical advis-
er Mansel Aylward – appointed following a 
lengthy career involved with the private health-
care insurance industry – co-authored an aca-
demic paper with LoCascio and so began the 
plan to justify the future demolition of the wel-
fare state.

“Problems in the assessment of psycho-
somatic conditions in social security benefi ts 
and related and commercial schemes” argued 
that GPs should not be expected to determine a 
patient’s incapacity, and the authority and clini-
cal opinion of GPs would eventually be cur-
tailed. The 1995 paper expressed concern as to 
the increases in “subjective impairments,” with 
conditions such as chronic pain and fatigue 
syndrome listed as the signifi cance of diagno-
sis was rejected as having “a high degree of 
subjectivity.”

This one academic paper rejected the 

clinical opinion of GPs and disregarded diagno-
sis, prognosis and the claimant’s past medical 
history, which opened the door to the planned 
introduction of the fatally fl awed biopsychoso-
cial (BPS) model of disability assessment for 
state-funded long-term sickness and disability 
claims.

The introduction of the BPS model of 
assessment had been successfully adopted by 
UnumProvident Insurance in the US, limit-
ing payment for healthcare income protection 
insurance claims, and LoCascio was guiding 
the DSS as to how to introduce the BPS model 
into Britain.

The DSS became the Department for Work 
and Pensions (DWP) in 2001 and was motivat-
ed to reduce and to eventually remove the wel-
fare state, while disregarding a parliamentary 
debate in 1999 which exposed UnumProvident 
as failing to pay out on legitimate claims for 
income protection insurance.

Aylward was appointed DWP chief med-
ical officer in 2001 until his resignation, 
in 2005, to work as the director of the new 
UnumProvident Centre for Psychosocial and 
Disability Research at Cardiff University, with 
£1.6 million funding from the US corporation.

Together with Gordon Waddell, the DWP 
commissioned research led to the hastily pro-
duced publication in 2005 of “The Scientifi c 
and Conceptual Basis of Incapacity Benefi ts,” 
which would be used by the DWP from 2008 to 
justify the introduction of the work capability 
assessment (WCA) to limit access to the new 
employment and support allowance (ESA), as 
used to replace incapacity benefi t.

All 2.68 million incapacity benefi t claim-
ants were destined to be reassessed using the 
WCA, which is a replica of the bogus “func-
tional assessment” used by UnumProvident 
to fi ght off healthcare insurance claims when 
using the BPS model of assessment that disre-
gards diagnosis.

By 2005, following many successful 
legal cases in the US, California Department 
of Insurance commissioner John Garamendi 
stated that “UnumProvident is an outlaw com-
pany. It is a company that for years has operated 
in an illegal fashion.”

In the same year, a internal UnumProvident 
report boasted that the British government 
welfare policy is “to a large extent driven by 
our thinking,” which was demonstrated in the 
2006 Welfare Reform Bill introduced by New 
Labour, which introduced the use of the dan-
gerous WCA for unsuspecting chronically ill 
and disabled ESA benefi t claimants in October 
2008.

Eventually, distinguished academic 
Professor Tom Shakespeare and colleagues 
– not commissioned by the DWP or funded 
by a US corporate giant – would expose the 
Waddell and Aylward BPS model as having 
“no coherent theory or evidence” to support it, 

demonstrating “a cavalier approach to scien-
tifi c evidence,” while citing my research and 
exposing the BPS model as having no authentic 
authority or credibility.

Another signifi cant DWP-commissioned 
report, used to justify the welfare reforms and 
the use of the corporate sector to assess claim-
ants, was “Reducing Dependency, Increasing 
Opportunity” – produced in March 2007 by 
former City banker David Freud. Commonly 
known as the Freud report, it claimed that a 
million incapacity benefi t claimants could be 
removed from the rolls.

It was quickly discredited, with Professor 
Danny Dorling exposing in May 2007 that 
Freud had “got his numbers wrong” and had 
misinterpreted his own references, so there was 
never going to be the predicted massive fall in 
claimant numbers.

Freud resigned his government position in 
December 2016, having repeatedly been caught 
out for his incompetence.

So, both the DWP-commissioned reports 
used to justify the welfare reforms and the 
use of the BPS model for the WCA have been 
discredited by top academics and, when chal-
lenged in 2012, Aylward admitted that the BPS 
model was now considered by him to be “unsat-
isfactory” as it “no longer addresses the real 
needs of disabled people and the exclusion of 
disabled people from society.”

The government-appointed BPS expert 
changed his mind in 2012 but the DWP contin-
ues to use the BPS model, with the WCA linked 
to the deaths of 92,000 ESA claimants between 
December 2011 and February 2014, and the 
DWP has since refused to publish the updated 
ESA mortality totals.

Under Thatcher’s toxic neo-liberal politics, 
care, concern and compassion for chronically 
sick and disabled people are relegated to the 
history books, as greed replaces need.
Morning Star 
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Murdoch’s tabloid rag The Daily Telegraph 
really got its knickers in a twist on April 
11 when well-known progressive academic 
Tim Anderson used social media to contra-
dict the capitalist mass media line that the 
Syrian government had launched a deadly 
attack on its own people with poison gas.

The story that Bashar al Assad’s govern-
ment had used Sarin gas in an attack on civilians 
including children surfaced very conveniently 
just as the US campaign to remove the Assad 
government was in need of an urgent propa-
ganda boost. The Syrian Army was systemati-
cally pushing the remnants of Al-Qaeda and 
Daesh/ISIS out of the last parts of the country 
they still occupied. Simultaneously, also being 
sent packing was that US invention, “the Free 
Syrian Army,” whose ranks are full of special 
forces personnel and other “volunteers” from 
Chechnya, Israel, Saudi Arabia, Turkey and 
(many believe) also from Britain and the US. 
US propagandists are wont to call this artifi -
cially created terrorist grouping, whose sole 
reason for existence is to expedite the regime 
change that Washington so fervently desires in 
Damascus, “moderate rebels” to differentiate 
them from the fanatics of Daesh/ISIS.

At the rate they’re going, the Al Assad gov-
ernment’s army and their Russian allies would 
soon liberate the whole of Syria from the ter-
rorists leaving the US and Turkey to devise a 
new strategy for gaining control of Syria. How 
fortuitous that the Assad government alleged-
ly chose that moment to attack its own people 
with deadly Sarin gas. That the UN had pre-
viously supervised the removal of all chemi-
cal agents from the Syrian government forces 
was an inconvenient fact easily ignored by 
Murdoch’s media pundits.

They preferred to run with the well-orches-
trated campaign – originating with Western 
intelligence services – that boldly alleged that 
the Syrian government had used the poison 
gas and declared President Al Assad a “brutal 
dictator” who apparently sought to strength-
en his hold on power by slaughtering his own 
people! The Western media was fl ooded with 
graphic photos of the innocent victims of the 
gas attack, as “evidence” of just how evil the 
Assad regime is.

The rogue warmonger currently occupying 
the White House responded predictably, seiz-
ing the opportunity to demonstrate the USA’s 
power: 59 cruise missiles were fi red off from 
US warships in the Mediterranean to obliter-
ate a Syrian air-force base. The slaughter of so 
many Syrian military personnel no doubt glad-
dened the hearts of Daesh/ISIS and the other 
anti Assad terrorists.

Anderson, a lecturer at Sydney Uni, had 
the temerity to go on social media to deny the 
veracity of the Murdoch-approved version of 
events in Syria and the Telegraph’s journos 
dutifully went on the attack. The very fact that 
Anderson didn’t agree with the offi cial Trump 

line was suffi cient for the paper’s story to carry 
the pejorative label “Sydney Uni Shocker”, fol-
lowed by a huge front-page headline declaring 
Dr Aderson a “Sarin Gasbag”, and a smaller 
one calling Syria’s President Assad a “tyrant”. 
(A popularly elected tyrant, that’s certainly a 
novel idea!)

The Tele left no stone unturned in its effort 
to pour scorn on Tim Anderson’s expression of 
dissent. The story, written by Kylar Loussikian, 
actually led off with the fact that Sydney 
University was “backing” Anderson, as though 
that was so outrageous it was newsworthy in 
its own right. Dr Anderson was identifi ed early 
in the article as someone “who was charged 
but fully acquitted of the 1978 Sydney Hilton 
bombing and now earns $130,000 a year as a 
political lecturer”, a curious juxtaposition of 
bits of unrelated information clearly intended 
to cast doubt on the reliability of his opinion.

The article could have explained – but 
didn’t bother to – that it is widely believed in 
progressive circles that the “the Hilton bomber” 
was in fact ASIO itself. The clumsy attempt to 
fi t up Tim Anderson for the terrorist act failed 
dismally, but that didn’t stop Loussikian from 
making sure his readers knew that Dr Anderson 
had been charged with it. Although he acknowl-
edged that Dr Anderson was “fully acquitted” 
of the bombing, it was still clearly a smear, 
intended to leave a lingering doubt. After all, 
how many honest, innocent people get charged 
with placing a bomb outside a posh Sydney pub 
where a high-level conference was taking place 
and killing a council worker, eh?

The article was accompanied by a photo 
of a casually-dressed (and very un-academic-
looking Anderson) next to a photo of a small 
child victim of the gas attack the White House 
(and the Tele) is determined to blame on the 
Syrian government. 

Dr Anderson’s assertion that President 
Assad’s government was not responsible for 
the gas attack that the Trump Administration 
used as the pretext for radically increasing its 
overt military action against the Syrian army 
was labeled a “bizarre rant” by the Tele while 
Liberal Party politician, Federal Education 
Minister Simon Birmingham, according to 
the same paper, “demanded an investigation 
into the rant”. Birmingham sought to justify 
his stance with this gem: “Although universi-
ties are places where ideas should be contested, 
that’s no excuse for being an apologist for [the 
Syrian government]”: ideas are free to be con-
tested as long as they’re our ideas.

Simon Birmingham’s blatant attempt to 
curtail academic free speech did not go down 
well in academic circles, a Sydney University 
spokesperson noting that “Dr Anderson was 
simply commenting on his area of expertise”. 
But, of course, in the Tele’s universe, question-
ing the veracity of US propaganda is tanta-
mount to heresy, no matter what your area of 
expertise.

Loussikian’s article went on to describe 
Dr Anderson as a “former Hindu sectist” and a 
“Fidel Castro-loving fan of Venezuelan socialist 
Hugo Chávez”. In a rather convoluted sentence, 
Loussikian also observed that “Dr Anderson … 
has repeatedly supported positions consistent 
with Russian and Syrian talking points on the 
[Syrian] confl ict.” A remarkably McCarthyist-
sounding approach to intellectual freedom.

As his example of this pro-Russian/pro-
Syrian bias, Loussikian cites Anderson’s agree-
ment with President Assad’s assessment of 
the White Helmets as a front for Daesh/ISIS. 
Loussikian calls this widely discredited outfi t a 
“humanitarian group” but his view is no longer 
shared by most people. He is also outraged by 
the fact that Doctor Anderson has publicly 
accused Israel of complicity in a US plan for a 
“New Middle East”.

What a shameful thing to suggest! As if 
those lovely people in the Pentagon and the 
State Department would countenance such a 
thing! Everyone knows that all they want is 
peace, don’t they? Oh, really, they don’t? Fancy 
that!

In right-wing circles, both here and in the 
US, to criticise Israel is to commit the ulti-
mate sin. Despite its blatant racism, includ-
ing its imposition of apartheid on the people 
of Palestine, and its frequent acts of aggression 
against its Arab neighbours, Israel is America’s 
favoured child, protected by a US veto at the 
UN and by US weapons in the Middle East. The 
Israel lobby – in Australia and in the US – is a 

powerful collection of companies and politi-
cians with fi nancial ties to the rogue state (yes 
that appellation properly belongs to Israel, not 
North Korea).

The Turnbull government, as you would 
expect, backs Donald Trump’s sabre rattling all 
the way, despite the very real danger it poses 
not just to world peace but to the very continu-
ation of life on Earth. Attorney-General George 
Brandis told the Murdoch media that Trump 
authorising cruise-missile strikes on Syria was 
“a swift, just and proportionate response to the 
horrifi c chemical weapon attack by the Assad 
regime against its own people. It is disappoint-
ing that Dr Anderson cannot see the moral clar-
ity of President Trump’s decision.”

Meanwhile, Trump’s national security 
adviser, Lieutenant-General HR McMaster 
boasted on TV that the US had the “twin goals” 
of defeating ISIS and removing President Assad 
from power. That President Assad is a demo-
cratically elected leader cuts no ice with US 
politicians if he won’t follow their direction. 
The new US Secretary of State, Trump nomi-
nee Rex Tillerson also boasted that “steps are 
under way” to organise a coalition to “remove” 
President Assad.

I think Tim Anderson sees the “moral clar-
ity” of Trump’s (and Australia’s) position only 
too well. I’ll let Tim Anderson have the last 
word: “There is no doubt that a large major-
ity of Syrians support Bashar al-Assad – and 
frankly, that’s all that matters.” 
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Union Maid
New words by Cathy Rytmeister
(With apologies to Woody Guthrie)

There once was a union maid who never was afraid 
Of the neo-cons and the ult-right nongs 
And the sleazy bosses who underpaid. 
On the 7.30 Report, she told them what she thought, 
That where an unfair law is found we’ll always stand our ground. 

CHORUS: 
0 you can’t scare me I’m sticking to the union
(repeat x3) 
TILL THE DAY I DIE. 

This union maid was smart, she’d studied for her part.
She wouldn’t be bullied by Murdoch fools,
She gave the workers hope and heart.
She helped us win our way, when we struck for higher pay,
Turned up on time to the picket line,
And this is what she’d say

CHORUS

This union maid called out to the workers round about
To remember those who went before
That they fought and won and had some clout.
Whenever she appears, the workers stand and cheer
‘Cos to take the fi ght to the bosses’ pal, Mal
We know we can trust our Sal.

CHORUS

You workers who want to be free, just take a little tip from me
Break out of that mould we’ve all been sold
And elect more women to take the lead.
There’s SAL and GED and more
They’re fi ghting at the fore
Of a union movement proud and strong
So hear us sing along.

CHORUS

Sydney Trade Union Choir.


