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On the 30th January, the Australian 
Rail Tram and Bus Industry Union 
(RTBU) organised a strike for all tram 
drivers employed by Yarra Trams 
between 10 am and 2 pm. At the same 
time, another rally was organised at 
12 pm at Flinders St Station to get word 
out to the public about the ongoing 
industrial action against Yarra Trams. 
This rally was attended by members of 
the CPA Melbourne branch to express 
solidarity with members of the Tram 
and Bus Division of RTBU Victoria. 

The rally and strike went ahead after 
Yarra Trams refused to meet with the union 
the day before. Yarra Trams not only refused 
to meet with the union, they also tried to stop 
the strike by claiming it was unprotected 
industrial action. The rally was attended by 
other militant unions including maritime, 
plumbers, transport workers, construction, 
health and community services, and united 
workers unions.

The main motive behind industrial action 
was to stand against Yarra Trams’ part-time 
claim. This claim will force mass part-time 
contracts on workers by increasing part-time 
cap from four percent to fi fteen percent of 
the workforce. This would include shifts for 
drivers as short as three hours. If the mass 
part time went ahead, drivers would lose 
$7,000 per year which would save Yarra 
Trams $9.69 million per year. The part-
time claim would be particularly bad for 
new drivers who have to do a minimum of 
2,080 hours of work on the job before con-
sidered qualifi ed. The current dispute with 
the privatised Yarra Trams has been going 
on for ten months. The last EBA with Yarra 
Trams expired eight months ago.

The push for part time is not a new 
development. A similar ordeal has been 
unfolding between the Transport Work-
ers’ Union (TWU) and Jetstar. Similar to 
Yarra Trams, Jetstar has been attempting 
to push its workers onto part time hours. 
Currently Jetstar workers are making as 
little as $429 per week. Jetstar’s insecure 
work resulted in planned Christmas strikes 
and the cancellation of numerous Jetstar 
fl ights. The Christmas strikes, however, did 
not go ahead and Jetstar and TWU are now 
currently negotiating their demands. TWU’s 
demands are a four percent wage increase for 
baggage handlers and ground staff , at least 
twelve hours between shifts, and a minimum 
of thirty hours of guaranteed work. The links 
between the struggle against Yarra Trams 
and Jetstar were emphasised throughout 
the rally, and the Victorian/Tasmanian 
National President of TWU, John Berger, 
spoke at the rally to express solidarity from 
TWU to RTBU.

Yarra Trams are also trying to manipulate 

their women workers into supporting their 
mass part-time claim. They say that the 
claim would benefi t women because they 
would have more time at home to raise 
their children. This is a disgusting attempt 
to divide the workers and patronise women 
of the RTBU who know that parental leave 
is already covered under Fair Work. Kath-
ryn Breakwell, the RTBU Women’s Offi  cer, 
described Yarra Trams proposition for 
women as “pocket money jobs” where women 
workers are primarily seen as mothers who 
need a little extra cash for their families. 
She also mentioned how Yarra Trams has 
been reluctant in RTBU Women’s fi ght for 
protections against sexual harassment and 
sexual violence.

Throughout the rally, there were various 
appeals made to the Victorian Labor govern-
ment. Kathryn Breakwell asked where the 
“blue-collared government” they had voted 
for were whenever workers needed their sup-
port. Premier Daniel Andrews and Transport 
Minister Melissa Horne were both called 
on for action in the dispute. However, both 
have remained silent on the issue. RTBU 
Victoria expressed its disappointment that 
the Transport Minister was not standing side 
by side with them at the rally.

It is unsurprising that the Labor govern-
ment has not come to support the workers 
who voted for them in their dispute with 
multinationals. The Daniel Andrews gov-
ernment has undertaken various neoliberal 

policies in the past decade or so. For example, 
in 2018 the Community and Public Sector 
Union (CPSU) fought against the privatisa-
tion of the Land Titles and Registry offi  ce that 
was earning $300 million per year. Treasurer 
Tim Pallas sold it for $2.86 billion to First 
State Superannuation. In 2016, the Labor 
government leased the Port of Melbourne to 
a handful of multinationals for $9.7 billion 
for the next fi fty years. 

Victorian Labor have also undertaken 
Public Private Partnerships such as for the 
$5.7 billion Victoria De-salination Plant. 
This deal is between the state government 
and multinationals Theiss, an Australian 
mining company, and Degrémont, owned 
by French company Suez. The contract runs 
for a total of 30 years for $1.8 million per 
day and a total of approximately $19 billion 
for Suez and Theiss when the contract runs 
out. This is paid for through Melbourne 
Water and funded by the public through 
our water bills. The two companies, Suez 
and Theiss, are making a profi t from water 
mismanagement and climate change and 
we are footing the bill.

Daniel Andrews promised to stop sell-
ing public services prior to his re-election 
in 2019. He said that privatisation has been 
disastrous for Victorians since the Liberal 
state government in the ’90s, who privatised 
electricity and the public transport system. 
Yet now we have Treasurer Tim Pallas want-
ing to privatise VicRoads. 

Yarra Trams is no exception of the priva-
tisation of public services. Yarra Trams is a 
privately owned by a joint venture between 
Keolis, a French company, and Downer Rail, 
an Australian Engineering company, with 
Keolis owning fi fty-one percent of Yarra 
Trams. Both companies have investments 
and projects globally. Keolis Downer also 
own other public transport services in Aus-
tralia including:
• Path Transit in WA
• Southlink/LINKSA in SA
• Newcastle Transport in NSW
• Hornibrook Buslines and G:Link in QLD

These public transport companies no 
longer exist to serve workers and commuters, 
but the profi t of multinationals. According 
to RTBU, Yarra Trams has doubled their 
profi ts in 2018 to $18 billion. Public Trans-
port Victoria have also announced that in 
2020 public transport fares will increase in 
Melbourne’s metro areas by 1.7 percent. The 
cost for a Daily Full Fare travelling around 
inner Melbourne is now $9.

Both Liberal and Labor governments have 
benefi tted from the selling of public services. 
Not only is it the public that end up footing 
the bill for the multinationals, but workers 
are also suff ering under insecure work con-
ditions. RTBU’s dispute with Yarra Trams 
is just another example of workers caught 
in a fi ght with multinationals while the gov-
ernments who sell us out remain silent. 
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SINOPHOBIA REARS 
ITS UGLY HEAD – AGAIN!

Greetings Comrades!
With the advent of the Coronavirus, Sinophobia has 

returned, and I find myself asking – When will the 
racism end? Australia has a long history with racism 
towards Chinese people in particular. During the gold 
rush, the Buckland riots in Victoria, and the Lambing 
Flat riots in New South Wales, there were famous ex-
amples of Sinophobic actions that endangered the lives 
of many Chinese diggers.

The Immigration Restriction Act of 1901 (“The White 
Australia Policy”) at the turn of last century further dis-
criminated against Chinese immigration (among others).

Fast forward towards the end of last century, and 
Pauline Hanson’s xenophobic rhetoric wins her a seat 
in parliament where she famously declares in her maiden 
speech that we are being “swamped by Asians.”

And so now we arrive at the present, where an awful 
virus has spread, and all we can think about is closing 
up the borders and locking out the Chinese. 

This rhetoric around China and its people is not new 
and is built upon fearmongering. A lot of people are mak-
ing claims about this virus but the fact of the matter is, 
not a lot is known including which animal it originated 
from or how dangerous it is. 

An example of such dangerous rhetoric are the re-
marks made by reactionaries regarding the Chinese diet, 
much of which amounts to victim-blaming; “When you 
eat such ‘exotic’ animals this is to be expected!” Is that 
so? I wonder how many of these same commentators 
blamed the British for eating beef during the mad cow 
disease outbreak? I’d argue none.

The racism on display goes beyond “mere” words. It’s 
aff ecting people’s lives. Last week in Sydney, a Chinese 
man died of a heart attack because people refused to 
give him CPR. 

And how is our government responding to the mass 
hysteria over the Coronavirus? In the only way it knows 
how, by enfl aming it. 

Last week, the Morrison government announced a to-
tal ban on the arrival of Chinese nationals into Australia 
for two weeks. You may think this is a necessary, sensible 
response to a virus outbreak – But is it? 

Australian citizens and permanent residents arriving 
from China aren’t quarantined but are “screened” by 
receiving a temperature check at the airport. If your 
temperature is below thirty-seven degrees you’re good 
to go! This too is not a surefi re measure because the 
virus may not show symptoms for days. Given that only 
a portion of those who arrive from China are banned 
from entering (Chinese Nationals, not Australians) and 
that the method used to detect the virus doesn’t actu-
ally detect the virus, the ban can by all accounts can be 
considered a dud.

But that was not the point of the ban, was it? This was 
an opportunity to remake Morrison as a decisive, strong 
leader in the aftermath of his complete mismanagement 
of the bushfire crisis. The fact that our government 
is demonising roughly twenty per cent of the world’s 
population to do so is not a new endeavour. We’ve seen 
government after government use other ethnicities as 
pawns before in order to score political points (remem-
ber “Stop the boats!”?). 

Prior to the outbreak of the Coronavirus many experts 
were warning of the dangers to privacy over China’s 5G 
technology, all of which was to paint China as a totalitar-
ian regime hell-bent on world dominance. All of these 
stories, policy decisions, and rhetoric exist to feed the 
paranoia of voters about the “Big Other.”

We mustn’t fall prey to these traps. We must ignore 
the distractions of our governments who are attempting 
to unite us against an enemy which does not exist. We 
must unite all workers of all races together and fi ght 
against the capitalist class and systemic racism. 

Franc Stregone
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HANDS OFF EUREKA!
Vinnie Molina

The banning of the Eureka fl ag 
from construction sites by the 
Australia Building and Con-
struction Commission (ABCC) 
is an attack on the democratic 
values on which our society 
was built on. 

The Eureka uprising on 3rd 
December 1854 marked an histori-
cal moment in Australian society. 
Its example has guided some of 
the most progressive and militant 
approaches to social change in 
the country, including the right to 
rebel and fi ght for our democratic 
rights. Workers stand truly by each 
other in their fi ght for their rights at 
work in solidarity with each other. 
The lone worker has no power but 
together they are invincible.

Australian governments have 
attacked those basic principles of 
solidarity and the right to rebel. The 
systematic attacks on workers and 
their trade unions, particularly the 
most militant such as construction 
workers affi  liated to the Construc-
tion, Forestry, Maritime, Mining 
and Energy Union (CFMEU), aim at 
weakening and ultimately destroy-
ing all unions.

The ABCC banning of the 
Eureka fl ag has been challenged 
by giant construction company 
Lendlease. This shows the contra-
dictions among the business sector 
and the out of touch ideologically 
driven actions by the government. 
It is clear that union sites deliver 

quality, safer, more productive and 
profi table outcomes. 

In a highly casualised industry 
such as construction the Eureka 
fl ag on building sites is a protection 
against wage theft. It means better 
wages and conditions, safety, union 
representation, site allowances, 
superannuation, redundancy pay, 
portable long service leave, rostered 
days off , annual leave, and holiday 
pay as well as income protection 
and other benefi ts out of the union 
membership. 

The government wants lone 
workers who would be forced to 

work for less in a deregulated 
market. In a race to the bottom the 
cheaper the labour it means more 
profi t for the bosses.

These are some of the reasons 
construction and other workers will 
fi ght to defend the people’s fl ag.

The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia demands the abolition of 
the ABCC and calls on workers to 
mobilise in defence of the Eureka 
fl ag. Only with mass mobilisation 
we can get rid of the current draco-
nian laws that criminalise the right 
to organise and impose huge fi nes 
on workers and their unions. 

Press Fund
It’s the turn of the National Party for internecine 
warfare coming to the fore with a leadership challenge 
by Barnaby Joyce and two ministers falling on their own 
swords. Deputy leader Bridget McKenzie was the first 
to go and was quickly followed by Resources Minister 
Matt Canavan. Not bad for the end of the first week of 
Parliament in 2020! Who will be next? As the Coalition 
parties play musical chairs, changing faces, their policies 
and ideology remain anti-worker, anti-trade union. 
Guardian is committed to the struggle to defeating their 
agenda and joining with other left and progressive forces 
in doing so. We need your support. Our thanks to this 
week’s contributors:
K Van Loon $40, Dr Dittura $20.
This week’s total: $60. Cumulative total $480.

RTBUS VIC STRIKE



Guardian February 10, 2020  3

The future of humanity is in grave 
danger. Peace on the planet is seri-
ously threatened as a result of the 
military aggression policy of the US 
and its allies, as well as the deadly 
arms race that brings only dividends 
to large corporations in the military 
industry. War is the favoured mecha-
nism of imperial expansionism, espe-
cially that of the United States, and we 
observe that dramatically in the most 
recent regional confl icts that have 
severely aff ected the peoples of Syria, 
Yemen, Iraq, Libya, Afghanistan, and 
the entire region. 

Likewise, the human race suff ers the 
ravages of an economic model that in its 
suicidal deployment destroys nature by the 
insatiable obsession to maximise profi ts. 
That is precisely the logic of the capitalist 
system, which not only compromises its 
functioning but also puts humanity in danger 
of extinction. 

The neoliberal model that implements the 
globalisation of large corporations under the 
domination of imperialist states, has made the 
world economy extremely fragile. Crises are 
more recurrent, and large fi nancial specula-
tors control the planet. The distribution of 
wealth generated has imposed a standard 
of inequality, injustice, and exclusion that 
aff ects a growing part of the world’s popu-
lation. The scourges of poverty and misery 
aff ect billions of people like never before in 
the history of mankind. Undoubtedly, the 
development of capitalism breeds unsustain-
able phenomena, from the social, political, 
and ethical points of view. 

To this is added an ethical crisis derived 
from the prevailing way of life of market 
economies, where national cultures and 
human values are buried, in order to impose 
the consumer society. The cult of the anti-
values of capitalism contributes to enhance 
the crisis of the human condition generated 
by the current model of coexistence. 

Imperialism is in crisis and this makes 
it much more aggressive, dangerous, and 

destructive. With the twilight of the unipolar 
world, American imperialism implements 
a strategy of global domination. The geo-
political commitment of the White House 
in the face of the resistance of the peoples 
and the irruption of emerging powers has 
been to defend its hegemony, through a 
neo-colonial policy aimed at taking owner-
ship of natural resources, especially energy 
resources, controlling markets, and politi-
cally dominating nations. 

To preserve the current unjust world 
order, imperialism violates public inter-
national law, has turned the world into a 
great theatre of military operations, devel-
ops unilateral coercive measures, imposes 
extraterritorial laws, attacks multilateralism, 
violates the sovereignty of nations and sup-
presses the self-determination of peoples. In 
its arrogant conception, its borders reach 
as far as its expansionist interests extend. 

In line with this policy, imperialism 
resorts to military intervention, political 
destabilization of governments, wars, and 
economic blockade. Its strategic planning 
conceives NATO as the global military arm 
of neoliberalism. In addition, within the 
framework of its Doctrine of the Unconven-
tional War, terrorist actions, the use of para-
militaries, the prosecution of anti-imperialist 
leaders, and targeted assassination, are some 
of the most emblematic actions of a genocidal 
policy, which puts humanity at risk. 

Such practices have been “legitimised” 
through the cultural industry of capitalism, 
big transnational of communication and the 
use of social media. Likewise, the use of “Big 
Data” has become a powerful weapon to 
modify the behaviour of the population and 
infl uence their political decisions. 

In the attempt to impose a “single 
thinking,” the powerful people of the world 
manipulate religious beliefs, try to justify 
the current power relations at the expense of 
democracy, the imposition of free markets, 
Eurocentric racism, segregation of minori-
ties, gender oppression, the eugenic nature of 
the global educational model, among many 

other factors, that perfectly fi t the require-
ments of the capital dictatorship. 

Neoliberal capitalism strengthens the 
exploitation of the working class, further 
oppresses women in terms of maximising 
the profi ts of large transnational corpora-
tions, takes the future away from young 
people and blurs the identity of indigenous 
peoples. This shows that the solution to the 
great problems of today’s world requires a 
new model of human coexistence. 

In that context, the multicentric and 
multipolar world emerges with greater force. 
The political and economic strengthening 
of powers such as Russia and China, along 
with that of other nations, makes an increas-
ingly serious counterweight to the power of 
American imperialism. Evidently, the heroic 
resistance in the Middle East, the struggles 
of the peoples of Latin America, and the 
Caribbean, have contained and pushed back 
the plans of imperialism. 

Moreover, the experiences of progressive 
governments around the world are already 
emerging as an alternative to neoliberalism. 
An example of this is the Bolivarian Revolu-
tion, which is projected as an anti-imperialist 
referent with enormous popular strength 
within the framework of the powerful civic-
military union and based on the ideology of 
Liberator Simó n Bolí var and Commander 
Hugo Chá vez. 

This has provoked the brutal attack by 
US imperialism against the Venezuelan 
people, who have squandered dignity and 
love for the Homeland, ratifying its course 
towards socialism in numerous electoral 
processes that support the vigorous partici-
patory democracy existing in this country. 
Hard days of popular struggle have defeated 
threats of US military intervention, coup 
attempts, and terrorist violence. 

This example of fi ghting, alongside that 
of Nicaragua and Cuba, as well as recent 
advances in Argentina and Mexico, has 
allowed the strengthening of anti-imperialist 
forces and will lead to the strengthening 
of new regional integration mechanisms 
(CELAC, ALBA-TPC, PETROCARIBE, etc.). 
Although in Honduras, Paraguay, Brazil, 
Ecuador, El Salvador and Bolivia, neo-
colonialism has been repositioned as part 
of the new edition of the Monroe Doctrine, 
popular struggles continue. 

In the rest of the world people also resist, 
revolt and popular governments exercise their 
sovereignty. The anti-imperialist union is an 
uncompromising strategic goal. 

In this context, the World Meeting 
against Imperialism states: 

We urge the peoples of the world to 
fi ght for life, the preservation of nature and 
against structural conditions that generate 
climate change. Likewise, we demand devel-
oped nations to work decisively to prevent 
the destruction of the planet and especially 
the US to overcome its primitive stance that 
seeks to ignore the terrible damage that is 
caused to nature with the current production 
model based on the accumulation of capital. 

We support the demand to build a 
more just international order that places 
peoples’ interests at the forefront and allows 
the development of social inclusion and 
justice policies to overcome the enormous 
social and economic inequalities that prevail 
among the nations of the world. 

We call on the citizens of the world to 
defend peace, sovereignty of the peoples 
and join the legitimate struggles for the 
socioeconomic process on the basis of a 
broad platform of united struggle against 
the common enemy, US imperialism. 

We reject the implementation of illegal 
unilateral coercive measures by imperialist 
powers, since those are criminal policies that 
aff ect the peoples. We specially condemn 
the genocidal policy of economic blockade 

applied against the nations of the world that 
exercise their sovereignty. 

We reject the militarisation of Our 
America and specially the presence of military 
bases of the United States in Latin America 
and the Caribbean. 

We firmly condemn the military 
invasion and other aggressions committed 
by imperialism against the peoples of the 
Middle East. In particular, we reject the viola-
tion of the sovereignty of Syria and Iraq, the 
aggressions against the Islamic Republic of 
Iran, as well as the vicious assassination of 
Commander Qasem Soleimani, a martyr of 
the peoples of the world fi ghting for freedom. 

We demand respect to the sovereignty 
of Venezuela, Cuba, and Nicaragua, and sup-
port the eff orts of Nicolá s Maduro Moros, 
Constitutional President of the Bolivarian 
Republic of Venezuela, to maintain peace. 

We denounce the attempt orchestrated 
by the White House to censor the multistate 
companies TeleSur and HispanTV. This 
represents an outrage against the freedom 
of speech of the peoples. 

We condemn the coup d’é tat, orches-
trated from Washington, against President 
Evo Morales Ayma. We condemn the violent 
repression and racism against the people of 
the Plurinational State of Bolivia. 

Likewise, the Global Meeting against 
Imperialism agrees: 

To build a Unitary World Platform organ-
ised by continents, regions, sub-regions, 
and countries in order to confront imperi-
alism. This organisational structure will be 
shaped according to the characteristics of 
each territory. 

To hold the Continental Meetings against 
Imperialism in 2020, aiming to form unitary 
continental, regional and sub-regional plat-
forms articulated on the basis of a common 
plan of struggle against imperialism. 

To call for the Second Global Meeting 
against Imperialism to be held in Cara-
cas, capital of the Bolivarian Republic of 
Venezuela, in order to defi ne the name of 
the Unitary World Platform, as well as the 
articulation of the diff erent continental and 
regional platforms in a common plan that 
will unite the struggles of the peoples. 

Finally, the Global Meeting against 
Imperialism agrees to take on the Agenda 
of Struggles introduced in the First Interna-
tional Meeting of Workers in Solidarity with 
the Bolivarian Revolution, endorsed by the 
First International Women Congress, by the 
International Congress of Communes, Social 
Movements and the People’s Power, by the 
First International Meeting of Indigenous 
People, by the International Congress of 
Afro-descendants and the International Com-
munication Congress, held in the Bolivarian 
Republic of Venezuela in 2019, an agenda 
that includes the following: 

To hold an international day of mobilisa-
tion in support of the Bolivarian Revolution 
and against neoliberalism on 27th February, 
2020 (Commemoration of the 31st anni-
versary of the fi rst insurrection in Caracas 
against neoliberalism). 

Call for a world mobilisation for peace 
in Venezuela, in Our America and against 
war plans of the Government of the United 
States for April, 2020. 

Develop an international day in rejection 
to the Monroe Doctrine, against the blockade 
and other Unilateral Coercive Measures for 
28th June, 2020. 

To create, until the next Meeting, a Coor-
dinating Commission for the delegations 
present in the First Global Meeting against 
Imperialism, aiming to fulfi l this plan. 
Approved in the City of Caracas, Birthplace 
of the Liberator Simó n Bolí var and Capital of 
the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela on 24th 
January, 2020. 

Australia

Tom’s Corner

FINAL DECLARATION OF THE 
WORLD MEETING AGAINST 

IMPERIALISM
In January, the delegations of the Political Parties and Social Movements, gathered in 
the city of Caracas, capital of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, on the occasion 
of the World Meeting against Imperialism. After the deliberations had concluded, the 
following conclusions were reached:
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TERRA NUCLEAR
Anna Pha

Last week, the then Resources Minis-
ter Matt Canavan announced the site 
for an international nuclear waste 
dump on farmland in South Australia. 
The decision comes after two decades 
or more of wrangling over where to 
locate the facility.

The land is at Napandee in Kimba, on 
the Eyre Peninsula and is owned by a farmer 
who off ered it to the government. He is set 
to receive compensation well above market 
value.

“The facility has broad community sup-
port in Kimba, but I acknowledge there 
remains opposition, particularly amongst 
the Barngarla People and their representa-
tive group,” Canavan said in a press release.

He omits to mention that the Barngarla 
People were excluded from a local vote on 
the question.

In addition, the opposition is not con-
fi ned to the Barngarla People who fear the 
pollution of their land and waters, as well as 
the damage to their culture and sacred sites. 
Environmental and other groups as well as 
many individuals have not given up. They 
are determined to fi ght it to the end.

Denial of Dangers
Just as the government refuses to 

acknowledge the dangers of inaction over 
climate change, Canavan plays down the 
deadly risks associated with radiation; “I 
am satisfi ed a facility at Napandee will safely 
and securely manage radioactive waste and 
that the local community has shown broad 
community support for the project and eco-
nomic benefi ts it will bring.”

This is a hollow claim, which he cannot 
back with practice. How can anyone claim 
such a facility would be safely and securely 
managed for thousands or possibly hundreds 
of thousands of years that it would take for 
the radioactive material to breakdown?

The minister cannot make any guaran-
tees. In particular, as the plan is to hand the 
facility over to the private sector to manage, 
the risks and cover-ups become far more 
likely and serious.

The minister says the waste will come 
from Australia’s historical radioactive waste 
holdings which are currently spread over 
more than 100 locations across the coun-
try, like science facilities, universities and 
hospitals.”

“The facility will be capable of perma-
nently disposing of low-level waste and 
temporarily storing intermediate level waste 
for decades (while a separate intermediate 
level waste disposal facility is developed).”

We are supposed to believe him when he 
says, “We will work with traditional owners 
to protect culture and heritage, and to max-
imise economic opportunities and outcomes 
for local Aboriginal communities near the 
future facility.” That would be a fi rst for 
this government! After all the voice of the 
Indigenous custodians of the land was not 

listened to in the selection of the land for 
the facility.

Short On The Truth
Canavan also claimed the process to 

fi nd a site began fi ve years ago but it actu-
ally dates back to the late 1990s when the 
Howard Coalition government made moves 
to fi nd a location for an international dump.

This would house intensely radioactive 
spent nuclear fuel, high-level radioactive 
waste, intermediate-level radioactive waste, 
and “unwanted” nuclear materials from 
weapons dismantling.

The dump would be sited in South Aus-
tralia or Western Australia. A poll of South 
Australians at the time revealed that ninety-
three per cent were opposed to the idea of 
even a low-level nuclear waste site.

In 2002, the Howard government actu-
ally allocated $9.9 million in the budget to 
build a shallow burial facility where nuclear 
waste would be stored for the next 300 years. 
It would be on defence land near Woomera.

It sounded like a case of terra nullius all 
over again. Indigenous Australians experi-
enced more than enough showers of nuclear 
dust when near-by Maralinga and Emu Fields 
were used to test British nuclear weapons. 
Similar assurances given then were never 
honoured.

In 2006, Labor’s Martin Ferguson, sup-
ported the concept of an aptly named “cradle 

to grave” proposal under which nuclear waste 
is returned to the country that mined and 
exported it. It should come as no surprise 
that Ferguson now heads the resource sec-
tor’s lobby group, the Minerals Council.

In 2016, it was the run of the Adnyamath-
anha people to take up the struggle against 
the siting of nuclear waste dump on their 
land near South Australia’s Flinders Ranges. 
Then Resources Minister Josh Frydenberg, 
had picked a cattle station near Barndioota, 
just north of Port Augusta. The land just 
happened to be co-owned by former Liberal 
Senator Grant Chapman.

Adnyamathanha Tribal Lands Association 
CEO Vince Coulthard said he was “totally 
disgusted” by the decision; “This is our land, 
we have been here forever, and we will always 
be here, and we are totally opposed to this 
dump.” Once again, no respect was shown 
to the tradition custodians of the land.

A royal commission launched by SA 
Labor Premier Jay Weatherill came up with 
a proposal that could see Australia take in 
thirteen per cent of the world’s nuclear waste 
while off ering a fuel leasing mechanism. 
Under this mechanism, Australia would 
“lease” the yellow cake to other countries 
who would return it in the form of spent 
fuel for Australia to manage.

Royal Commissioner Kevin Scarce rec-
ommended that South Australia import and 
store international high-level nuclear waste.

In fact, there are calls for countries that 
mine and sell uranium products to take back 
the waste. The costings of the royal commis-
sion and other proponents of similar systems 
fail to take into account the long-term costs 
and risks. 

“Aboriginal people did not give prior 
or informed consent to the British nuclear 
weapons tests that took place at Maralinga; 
they were not warned that the black rain 
was laced with plutonium and radioactive 
fi ssion products, or that the brilliant white 
fl ash would blind.”

As nuclear weapon countries such the US, 
Israel, Russia, India, and Pakistan continue 
to build their nuclear arsenals the question 
of the disposal of nuclear waste becomes 
more and more pressing.

Uranium mining and radioactive waste 
pollute air, soil, and water. Radiation can 
damage the genetic and reproductive sys-
tems of plants, animals and people. All of 
Australia’s operating uranium mines have 
a history of leaks, spills and accidents – and 
none have been properly rehabilitated.

If the “low level” storage facility goes 
ahead in Kimba, it would only be a matter 
of time before it became a facility storing 
medium and high level waste creating untold 
risks for human life, Indigenous culture and 
heritage, fl ora and fauna, and agriculture. It 
must be stopped. 

MARSHALL MUST COME CLEAN ON 
PLANNED CUTS TO PUBLIC TRANSPORT

Tram and train workers today 
demanded that SA Transport 
Minister Stephan Knoll and 
Premier Steven Marshall come 
clean on the details of their 
confused and chaotic priva-
tisation plan.

It was recently revealed that 
the State Government has budg-
eted $3 million for consultants 
and public servants to manage 
the transition to a private opera-
tor. Mr Knoll claimed that this 
expenditure would be “more than 
offset” by future savings due to 
privatisation.

Rail Tram and Bus Industry 
Union (RTBU) SA/NT Branch 
Secretary Darren Phillips said Mr 
Marshall needed to outline the full 
scale of his government’s planned 
cuts and how they would aff ect 
commuters.

“The Marshall Government has 
been plucking savings fi gures out of 
the air since their announcement 
to privatise tram and train services 
in July 2019,” Darren said.

“The fact is they have not pro-
duced any details to show how these 
savings will be achieved, or what 
will be sacrifi ced to achieve them.”

MYSTERY OF MISSING 
BUSINESS CASE

The RTBU has been calling on 
the State Government to release the 
full business case for privatisation 
since July last year, but details have 
been kept secret.

“Stephan Knoll comes up with 
a diff erent story every week. He 
is desperately trying to hide the 
truth of his privatisation swindle 
from the public of South Australia,” 
Darren said.

“The public deserves to know 
how many services will be slashed, 

how many routes will be down-
graded and how many jobs will 
be lost?”

“Mr Knoll is removing security 
guards from night-time train serv-
ices. But if he can’t provide answers 
to these basic questions, then Mr 
Knoll should remove himself and 
resign from the transport ministry.”

Darren Phillips said South 
Australia’s tram and train assets 
belonged to the people, and the 
State Government did not have a 
mandate to privatise them.

“Steven Marshall plans to 
gleefully wrap our valuable public 

assets in a big bow and gift it to his 
corporate mates.

“It has been twenty years since 
the Liberal’s disastrous privatisa-
tion of ETSA – we cannot aff ord 
to do the same to our train and 
tram system.

“South Australians do not 
deserve to be fl eeced by the Liber-
als again.”

Rail Tram and Bus 
Industry Union 
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Vinnie Molina *

From 22-24 January, I had the hon-
our of being part of a delegation of six 
people who travelled from Australia to 
Caracas, Venezuela where the World 
Encounter Against Imperialism under 
the banner “For life, sovereignty, and 
peace” took place.

Our delegation was made up of social, 
union, and political party activists. Repre-
sentatives from Sydney, Brisbane, Melbourne, 
and Perth witnessed a totally diff erent reality 
from that presented by the mass media. The 
reality of the right-wing press controlled by 
US monopolies that misinforms using lies 
about Venezuela.

We found instead a people that have 
successfully faced up to economic sanctions 
imposed under the blockade of the United 
States. This has been done with support from 
allies such as Australia and other countries 
that bend to imperial control. In our few days 
in Caracas we visited several places; I even 
had the opportunity to travel on the Caracas 
subway and talk to people in the streets.

What was evident was that the sanctions 
are directly impacting on the population 
through the prevention of the Bolivia and 
revolutionary Venezuela government buying 
medicines, food, and other consumer goods 
needed by the population. The main objec-
tive of the sanctions is to create a climate of 
tension and discontent between the people 
and government support bases.

However, people are organising locally 
inventing ways to deal with the crisis. The 
government does everything it can to try to 
do the impossible and overcome the sanctions 
so they can meet the needs of the population.

Visiting people in Caracas we saw fi rst-
hand that the great Housing Mission contin-
ues to build homes delivering three million 
houses to the needy. We visited friends living 
in a complex that used to be an army camp. 
Commander Chávez turned these lands 
into communal space and many apartment 
buildings are still being built on that site to 
provide a decent roof. People live happily 
there and organise around neighbourhood 
committees to care for and improve their 
homes. When I compare the delivery of 
three million homes for a disadvantaged 
population with the target of building fi ve 
million in the next few years, I think about 
so many people living homeless without a 
decent roof in a wealthy developed country 
like Australia.

The revolutionary government of the 
Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela delivers to 
the people housing in the same way it delivers 
to the health and education sector. The pos-
sibilities of access for all have been opened up 
by the revolution and the people are willing 
and prepared to defend those gains.

The meeting was opened by Diosdado 
Cabello, president of the National Con-
stituent Assembly and vice president of the 
United Socialist Party of Venezuela (PSUV), 
who invited us to such an important event. 
The event was attended by more than 1500 
national delegates and 403 international 
delegates from fi ve continents representing 
more than 70 countries.

Unfortunately, there were many other 
international delegates who became victims 
of the imposed blockade and were unable 
to get their tickets. This was the case for 
the New Zealand unionist Mike Treen who 
was hindered in getting a ticket on time by 
the airline boycott and diffi  culty of making 

payments on reservation platforms control-
led by large multinationals. Some delegates 
managed to reach the event at the end or 
after so they could join some of the special 
visits that were organised.

During the meeting we learned that 
the governments of Colombia and the 
United States were carrying out military 
exercises against terrorism to coincide 
with the anti-imperialist meeting. All the 
difficulties and military exercises were 
due to the fear that the imperialists and 
the ruling class feel when the people unite 
to discuss their problems in order to find 
a popular solution to the crises that we 
currently have in the world.

The meeting provided many opportuni-
ties for delegates to share their views on the 
national and international situation. The 
Australian delegation expressed its con-
demnation against the fi nancial and com-
mercial blockade, as well as condemning 
the coercive measures. The delegates made 
a pledge to write to the government and take 
other actions requesting that the Australian 
government rectify its erroneous position 
on Venezuela and call on the government to 
recognise the legitimate government presided 
over by the constitutional president Nicolás 
Maduro Moros.

23rd January marked one year since 
Juan Guaido proclaimed himself president 
of Venezuela and it was a highlight of the 
trip to experience the passion and witness 
the great demonstrations of the population’s 
support for President Nicolás Maduro and his 
government. We witnessed a monumental 
popular parade where thousands of people 
took to the streets to listen to President 
Maduro make a forty-fi ve minute speech from 
the presidential balcony. In that speech he 
denounced the blockade, the coercive meas-
ures and called on the people to resume the 
National Assembly in the next parliamentary 
elections this year as mandated by the Boli-
varian Constitution. The people’s response 
was swift and the shout of “We Are Ready” 
sealed their commitment to continue defend-
ing the right to peace, sovereignty and life.

In addition, we had the opportunity of 
meeting with foreign minister Jorge Arreaza 
who gave a master class on anti-imperialism 
highlighting how the people must know their 
enemies to be able to overthrow them. He 
emphasized Lenin’s legacy of imperialism 
as the upper phase of capitalism. He high-
lighted the importance of taking up again the 
reading of Lenin’s thesis to mark the 150th 
anniversary of his birth saying that it is more 
relevant now than ever. At that meeting, the 
Australian delegation took the fl oor to express 
our solidarity with the Bolivarian people but 
also with the families of the three American 
fi refi ghters who lost their lives fi ghting forest 
fi res in New South Wales. We condemned 
the inaction of the Australian government 
in relation to climate change.

At the end of the meeting that exceeded 
our expectations of meeting ministers includ-
ing the foreign aff airs minister and meetings 
with workers and the people in general we had 
the honour of being at the closing ceremony 
with the workers’ president, Nicolás Maduro, 
who closed the event shouting we are ready 
and here there are not two presidents and 
not three parliamentary assemblies. Some-
thing that was very clear is that the impostor 
Guaido is now a relic of the past and a year 
after his imperial adventure the circus has 
fallen off  and soon the clown will be looking 
for some other job perhaps with his friends 

from the north. However, with the more than 
600 million dollars stolen from the town that 
have been given to the Venezuelan opposi-
tion, many of them can retire early and move 
to Miami or another place willing to claim 
them. A year on the Bolivarian government 
is stronger than ever next to the people in 
their civic-military union.

The anti-imperialist meeting gave us the 
opportunity to discuss fundamental problems 
such as employment, workers’ rights, women, 
youth, native peoples, and the environment 
and the pressing need for a large global anti-
imperialist platform. 

The decisions adopted by the Meeting 
contained in the Final Declaration agreed:

1) To hold an international mobilisa-
tion day in support of the Bolivarian Revo-
lution and against neoliberalism on 27th 
February of the current year. This will be 
in commemoration of the thirty-one years 
of the fi rst insurrection in Caracas against 
neoliberalism.

2) Convene a worldwide mobilisation 
for peace in Venezuela, in Our America and 
against the war plans of the United States 
government in April 2020.

3) Develop an international day of 

repudiation of the Monroe Doctrine, against 
the Blockade and other Unilateral Coercive 
Measures by 28th June 2020.

4) Create before the next Meeting a 
Coordinating Commission of the delega-
tions present in the “First World Meeting 
Against Imperialism” in order to comply 
with this plan.

The fundamental thing now is that del-
egates who have returned to their respective 
countries give or write reports, as well as to 
begin to organise anti-imperialist platforms 
in the most unitary way without sectarian-
ism. Australia must be an example of unity 
in demand of opportunities for all. We must 
demand sovereignty over Australian soil 
without US military bases. We must expect 
that our government will direct its eff orts 
to fi ght climate change and to build a more 
just and sustainable society that allows us to 
save life on the planet. The main thing is to 
be united to overcome all obstacles. 
* National president of the Communist Party of 
Australia, who lead the Australian delegation 
during the Anti Imperialist Meeting, Caracas, 
January 22-24, 2020. 

VENEZUELA: WE ARE READY!

Find out more about the

Communist Party of Australia
web www.cpa.org.au

email cpa@cpa.org.au

phone 02 9699 8844

CPA Party President Vinnie Molina with Venezuelan foreign Minister Jorge Arreaza.
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The replicas of the fi rst fl eet sailed in 
and the Union Jack was run up again 
as it was 200 years ago. Some wore 
the soldiers’ uniforms of the times to 
help capture the right atmosphere. 

But on this occasion, the backdrop was 
the tall buildings of Sydney, the Opera 
House, and the Harbour Bridge. Royalty 
was in attendance this time which was not 
the case in 1788. To cap the day of non-stop 
ceremony and entertainment, a spectacular 
fi reworks display lit up the harbour. 

Throughout 1988, there will be many 
events to mark this anniversary and much 
will be said and done which will be worth-
while and positive as well as the jingoism, 
nationalism, and racism of some. 

In the last 200 years, buildings rose up, 
European culture was imported, and many 
struggles were waged to better society. 
However, this does not alter the fact that 
for at least 40,000 years before the fi rst 
fl eet arrived, the Aboriginal people lived on 
the land and developed their own culture 
and beliefs. 

Despite the undoubted achievements, a 
shadow lies across the celebrations which 
has been there throughout those 200 years. 
It will not go away until the wrongs have 
been righted. 

The very fi rst act committed this wrong. 
The act of planting the British fl ag in Sydney 
Cove and claiming the continent for the Brit-
ish empire was an invasion of the land owned 
and occupied by the Aboriginal people. It was 
no less an act of aggression and colonialism 
than planting the British fl ag in India, Africa, 
New Zealand or the Americas. 

Maybe a few Aboriginal people watched 
the original ceremony in 1788 but they could 
not have comprehended the signifi cance of 
that event. 

As the original settlement on Sydney Cove 
expanded, the Aboriginal people were dispos-
sessed of their land. Thousands were mur-
dered and much of their culture destroyed. 
They were relegated to the fringe of the new 
society. Savage racism was practiced and is 
still rampant. Over a period of decades, the 
Aboriginal people were robbed of a whole 
continent. 

By failing to redress this wrong before 
now and by re-enacting the original cer-
emony, the wrong is being perpetuated and 
despite some high-sounding words, very 
little if anything is being done to eliminate 
the original crime. 

The Aboriginal people have now learnt 
what the fl ag raising ceremony meant in 

1788. It is summed up in the fi ne words of 
Galarrwuy Yunupingu: 

“We are being asked to celebrate the 
killing of our own people in the defence of 
our country … How can we forget the past 
when we are still denied the recognition of 
our rights as the fi rst owners of this coun-
try? ... We want peace in this country, and 
we want justice.”

To protest at the invasion, the biggest 
ever assembly of Aborigines also gathered in 
Sydney last Tuesday. Supported by thousands 
of non-Aboriginal people, they marched the 
streets, not to confront white society, but for 
justice, freedom and hope and to declare – 
“We have survived!”

The march organisers declared: 

“Aboriginal people want to live in their com-
munities beyond 1988 without increased 
future harassment. We must care for the aged 
and the young and remember the need for 
safety and support for all people throughout 
1988. We choose non-violence as a challenge 
to 200 years of racist violence.”

The bicentenary celebrations will come 
to an end. The brilliance of the fi reworks 
will fade, the party will be over – but the 
shadow will remain. 

The demand of the Aboriginal people 
for recognition and land rights, for respect 
and dignity will have reached a new level of 
determination, unity and maturity. 

It is the duty of progressive organisations 
and people in the non-Aboriginal community 

to join hands with the Aboriginal people to 
eliminate this 200 years’ long shadow. 

White workers and progressives have 
waged many struggles against the ruling 
circles of the colonisers for an end to the 
convict system, for democratic and politi-
cal rights at Eureka, for the establishment 
of trade unions and other organisations of 
workers. The responsibilities of white work-
ers have not ended. 

One of the most important current tasks 
is to win land and political rights for the Abo-
riginal people. Many years ago, Karl Marx 
wrote: “Labour in a white skin can never be 
free while labour in a black skin is enslaved.”
This editorial originally appeared in the 
Guardian, January 1988. 

Australian Communist Thought and History

EDITORIAL: THE BICENTENARY

BICENTENARY: 
LOOK BACK – LOOK FORWARD

The celebration of a nation, the 
big birthday party, is almost 
over. It was a year of con-
tradictions. Black and white 
marching in unity on 26th 
January showed “what Aus-
tralia could be like.” Hawke, 
ably assisted by the royals, 
fostered nationalism and free 
enterprise. 

The ruling class saw the Bicen-
tenary as an opportunity to con-
solidate its political and ideological 
leadership of the people. 

One of its main objectives was 
to foster nationalism among the 
people. This was evident in Hawke’s 
speech on 26th January, when he 
used the word “Australian” sixteen 
times in as few as twenty sentences. 
He spoke of “togetherness.” 

Adding insult to injury, Hawke 
spoke as though Australia had no 
inhabitants nor any history prior 
to 1788. 

The other prime aim of the 
Bicentenary was to promote the 
private enterprise system. 

The First Fleet re-enactment 
illustrated this quite clearly. The 
top sail of the fl agship carried a 
Coca Cola advertisement. 

The approach to the Bicente-
nary was not always so crude and 
some valuable and positive events 
took place during the year. 

There were excellent specta-
cles, grass roots projects, fun, and 
cultural activities – some of them 
once in a lifetime experiences. 

The people participated in many 
of these and had a good time. 

However, little was heard or 
seen of the labour movement with 
alternative progressive activities. 

Australia was fi rmly established 
as a tourist centre. Tourism took 
off  beyond the wildest expectations 
of the entrepreneurs and govern-
ments promoting this latest growth 
industry. 

However in sharp contrast to 
the offi  cial program and Hawke’s 
“togetherness” at the Opera House, 
there was the “togetherness” at 
Hyde Park in January. 

The March for Justice, Freedom 
and Hope brought together around 
40,000 black and white people in 
a ceremony of mourning, of 200 
years of resistance and assertion 
of Aborigines’ right to their land. 

It was a protest against the 
insensitivity of the “birthday party” 
and an expression of hope for the 
future. 

Far from promoting national-
ism, free enterprise and competi-
tion, the gathering organised by the 
Aboriginal people was progressive, 
uniting people in the interests of 
people. 

It was a momentous success for 
the Aboriginal movement and the 
development of solidarity between 
black and white Australians. 

It brought together Aboriginal 
people from all over Australia and 
showed them and white Australians 
the maturity, strength, and potential 
of the movement. 

It gave new-found confi dence 
and momentum to the movement. 

It also put the question of 

Aboriginal rights squarely on the 
political agenda in Australia and 
forced Hawke to take notice and to 
concede the Barunga Statement. 

For a period, overseas media 
coverage of the Bicentenary focused 
on the protests and plight of the 
Aboriginal people, with Hawke 
and his offi  cial guests relegated to 
backstage. 

For some time, that momentum 
was maintained, and a number of 
actions followed.

Towards the end of the year, 
however, the ruling class launched 
a new attack on Aboriginal rights 
and went all out in an attempt to 
discredit the Aboriginal people. The 
attack has a strong racist character. 

At the Federal level, the Nation-
al Party has been active. In NSW 
Incorporated, the Greiner Gov-
ernment is trying to smear and 
dismantle the Land Councils and 
block independent funding for 
Aboriginal projects. 

This attack includes the strat-
egy of “mainstreaming,” whereby 

all people are “treated the same” 
and incorporated into the general 
State social and welfare services. 

While claiming to be “equi-
table,” it actually entrenches 
inequalities and denies groups 
such as Aborigines the opportunity 
to overcome disadvantages and 
become independent. 

These attacks have been met 
with a determined fi ght back with 
new protest actions and the forma-
tion of a Coalition of Aboriginal 
Organisations in NSW. 

As the Bicentenary draws to a 
close, the ruling class cannot be 
said to have had it all their way. 

Overall, the Aboriginal move-
ment has been strengthened and 
so too has the awareness of many 
Australians of “what Australia 
could be like.”
This article originally appeared in the 
Guardian, December 1988. 
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By a special correspondent

“They who control the credit of a nation 
direct the policy of Governments and 
hold in the hollow of their hands the 
destiny of the people.”

The man who wrote that knew what 
he was talking about. His name was 
McKenna, a former British Chancel-
lor of the Exchequer and Chairman of 
Directors of the Midland Bank. “THE 
CONTROL OF CREDIT”— that is what 
the private bank syndicate is seeking 
at the present time through the Men-
zies Government’s Bank Bill.

Under existing law, the commanding 
control of credit is with the Commonwealth 
Bank.

At a moment’s notice it can call up twenty-
fi ve percent of private bank deposits in the 
event of economic emergency.

But if the bank bill goes through, the 
Commonwealth Bank will have to give ninety 
days’ notice.

A government could be broken or forced 
to its knees in ninety days, if there was an 
economic crisis and the banks refused to 
advance credit.

Menzies and the private bankers know 
this: They have had experience in blackmail-
ing governments.

Remember 1930 and the Great Depres-
sion. The only way for the government to 
ease the burden on the people was to borrow 
from the Commonwealth Bank.

But [Prime Minister] Bruce and Page 
had foreseen this.

They had changed the constitution of 
the Commonwealth Bank, putting it in the 
hands of representatives of the monopolies.

The Commonwealth and private banks 
ganged up on the Scullin Government.

Premier’s Plan
Sir Robert Gibson was their spokesman, 

and his words were very plain. He said:

“Subject to adequate and equitable 
reductions in all wages, salaries and 
allowances, pensions, social benefi ts 
of all kinds, interest, and other factors 
which aff ect the cost of living, the 
commonwealth bank will actively 
co-operate with the trading banks and 
the government of Australia in sustaining 
industry and restoring employment.”

Scullin caved in, and the result was the 
Premiers’ Plan, just as the banks dictated.

Can anyone ever measure the cost of 
that bank dictatorship in human life and 
human suff ering?

Some people think that the banks are 
merely agencies for the distribution of money.

Others think they are an all-powerful 
oligarchy, dictating to industry as well as 
to governments and the people.

The truth lies in neither of these direc-
tions in our country, as advanced capitalist 
countries, the same men control the banks 
and the industrial monopolies.

Industry and banking are combined 
in one great oligarchy known fi nance 
capital.

Squeeze Small Man
Industry feeds the banks with business.
On the other hand, the banks buttress 

the monopolies with credit and help destroy 
their competitors.

Together they squeeze the worker, the 
small businessman and the farmer.

A glance at the lists of directors of the 
private banks shows their indissoluble con-
nections with the other monopolies.

Of the fi fty-one banks which were in 

operation in 1867, only seven remain today.
Two — the E S & A and the Australia and 

New Zealand Bank are owned and controlled 
in England by large fi nancial and industrial 
interests.

The directorate of the E S & A for example, 
reads like a page from Debretts: Hon. David 
F Brand, Lord Aldenham, Lord Baillieu, 
Lord Huntingfi eld, Sir George Schuster, A D 
Marris, Sir Keith Offi  cer, Sir George Binney.

The directors of Bank of New South 
Wales, Australia’s wealthiest bank, are also 
directors of the following industrial interests:

Sir Leslie Morshead: Amalgamat-
ed Wireless, Mutual Life Insur., Sydney 
Exchange Co., Trustees, Executors and 
Agency Co. Ltd.

John Cadwallader: Allied Mills Ltd., 
Aust. National Industries, Queensland Insur-
ance, Trustees, Executors and Agency.

R C Wilson: Allied Mills, Aust. Guar-
antee Corp., Tooheys, Transport and Gen-
eral Insce.

D B Lewington: British Tobacco, Cour-
taulds, Farmed Holdings, Tooth and Co.

S G Rowe: Anthony Horderns, Aust. 
Mutual Provident Society, Aust. Stock 
Breeders Co., Goldsborough Mort, Hastings 
Deering, Queensland Trading and Holding, 
Royal Exchange Assurance.

J H Fairfax: Aust. Mutual Provident 
Society, John Fairfax Ltd., Sydney Exchange 
Co.

J W Dunlop: Colonial Sugar Refi n-
ing Co., Edward –Dunlop & Co., United 
Insurance. 

Entwined
But this is only one way in which the 

banks and industry are entwined.
The banks also own shares in big indus-

trial fi rms, and vice-versa. The Australia 

and New Zealand Bank, for example, owns 
over twenty-four million shares in fourty 
major Australian companies, including 
BHP.(metals), A C I. (glass), Ampol and H C 
Sleigh (oil), Coles and Myers (retail), Dunlop 
Rubber, Goldsbrough Mort (pastoral), Drug 
Houses of Australia, British Tobacco Com-
pany, Bradford Cotton Mills, Huddart Parker 
(shipping), I C I. (chemicals), Taubmans 
(paints) and Tooths (beer).

The Bank of New South Wales owns 
over 600,000 shares in some of the same 
companies.

Banking pays dividends as the following 
fi gures of declared net profi ts show:

Bank of NSW: £1,830,240 (1957). 
($3,660,480.00)*

National Bank: £926,807 (1957). 
($1,853,614.00)

E S & A: £347,210 (1957). ($694,420.00)
The fi gures do not tell the whole story.
They omit the incalculable profi t salted 

away by devices such as depreciation allow-
ances, bonus share issues, and revalued 
assets.

One indication of the truth, however, is 
the growth in their combined assets from 
£377 million ($754,000,000.00) in 1939 
to £1,357,102,000 ($1,999,999,998.00) † 
in 1955.

H P racket
A recent innovation by which the banks 

have intensifi ed their robbery of the people 
Its their entry into the hire purchase fi eld.

If you can’t get a loan from the banks — 
why, then you just step along to their H P 
subsidiary, and there you will be accommo-
dated at an interest rate equivalent to four 
or fi ve times the bank rate.

If the E S & A, regrets try Esanda Ltd. 
(1956 profi t, £206,147) ($412,294.00)

Or if the Bank of Adelaide can’t accom-
modate you, visit Finance Corporation of 
Australia Ltd. in which they have a forty 
percent interest.

Liberal Governments, representing the 
interests of Big Business, have always done 
their best to boost the wealth and power of 
the banks at the expense of the people.

The present Bank Bills of the Menzies 
Government are openly admitted to have 
been drafted by the Private Banks.

Nationalise banks
There is only one way to smash the power 

of the banks – NATIONALISE THEM.
The Chifl ey Government tried to do this 

in 1947, and because it was too timid in mobi-
lising the people, the banks and their press 
defeated the move by a hysterical campaign.

At that time, many employees of the 
private banks were misled into canvassing 
for their masters.

But today, they are much less likely to 
do so. They have their own troubles with 
the bankers.

At present, they have applied for 
increased salaries, a five-day working 
week and penalty rates for Saturday work. 
The banks have rejected these reasonable 
demands out of hand.

By supporting the claims of bank offi  c-
ers, the labour Movement can win them to a 
realisation that their interests too would be 
best served by the policy of the working class.
* These fi gures are adjusted for AUD in 2019 
via the RBA
† This fi gure is the closest approximation via 
the RBA
This article originally appeared in the Tribune, 
February 1958. 
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“BANKERS SEEK TO CONTROL 
OUR DESTINY”: MERGER OF 

BANK, FINANCE CAPITAL
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What is happening 
to our country?
Australia is such a huge country we 
really don’t know what’s going on eve-
rywhere: suddenly we’re experiencing 
horrifi c fi res as well as watching nat-
ural waterways dry up. Why was the 
Murray-Darling Rivers’ natural fl ow 
decimated causing that massive fi sh 
kill? Even with global warming I feel 
there is some other cause – human 
interference in the natural order.

Monsoons over northern Australia haven’t 
diminished. They have fed the inland rivers 
and the Artesian Basin for millennia: so, what 
is happening? River systems and local creeks 
(even in tropical Bundaberg) are drying up. 
They have never dried up: they are spring 
fed and should be unaff ected by droughts 
because they are permanently fed by the 
Great Artesian Basin. Suddenly the water 
in the aquifers is not suffi  cient to feed these 
creeks – why not? Northern Australia still 
receives its monsoon rainfall which keeps the 
Artesian Basin fi lled. There is no reason for 
the Murray-Darling river system drying up. 

The Murray River’s water is being 
siphoned off  by mega mining corporations 
and mega agricultural concerns, such as rice 
and cotton. Along the Darling River millions 
of gallons of water is dammed into private 
dams which is destroying the ecosystem. In 
the Northern Territory, fracking wells cover 
thousands of square metres above the water 
catchment area. Each well uses 1.5 – 1.6 mil-
lion gallons of water. Add to this the fracking 
wells in the Tom Price mining area in WA 
and those in the Nullarbor Plain: a total of 
43,000 fracking wells. Is all this causing the 
depletion of the Great Artesian Basin? How 
do we fi nd out the truth?

We are running out of water in Australia 
not only because of drought but because our 
government is selling our water to these mega 
corporations and now with the disastrous 
fi res sweeping through the eastern states, 
rural Australia is being wiped out. On top 
of having no drinking water, they now have 
no livelihoods, no homes, no way of life. The 
way our water is being mismanaged cannot 
be sustained. Am I the only Australian to 
suspect that there is gross criminality asso-
ciated with the buying and selling of water 
in NSW? The 2018 case of Barnaby Joyce 
and the $80 million buy-back of water from 
two Cayman Island companies (Agricultural 
Managers Ltd. [AML] and Eastern Australian 
Irrigation Lt. [EAI]), which had been set up 
by Energy Minister Angus Taylor, still hasn’t 
been investigated. 

Why have I the feeling this country is 
being ruined by shysters and con men? It’s 
about time we put this right. And another 
thought – water is not a commodity to be 
bought and sold!

Eileen Whitehead

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

email:  edi tor@cpa.org.au

BOOK REVIEW: RED ZONE
Bob Treasure

Communist contributions to global sur-
vival are routinely ignored in Western 
media: they are belittled, sneered at, 
overlooked or simply go unreported. 
The incredible Soviet eff ort in WW2 to 
defeat Nazism is a notable example, but 
another, more recent yet just as revolu-
tionary battle by Cubans in West Africa 
is a further case in point.

Enrique Ubieta Gómez’ recent publica-
tion, Red Zone; Cuba and the Battle Against 
Ebola in West Africa, seeks to set the record 
straight over Cuba’s contribution in contain-
ing the dreaded Ebola epidemic of 2014-15. 

When, in September 2014, the World 
Health Organisation (WHO) and the govern-
ments of three West African states, Liberia, 
Sierra Leone, and Guinea called for interna-
tional aid in stopping their growing Ebola epi-
demic, the response from the big three world 
powers in Africa, Britain, France, and the USA, 
was lethargic, to say the least. They concerned 
themselves with quarantine measures to protect 
their own countries but were snail-pace slow in 
sending “feet on the ground.” They tended to 
rely on charitable groups already in place, like 
Medecins Sans Frontieres (MSF) to carry the 
burden of groundwork. These groups were soon 
under severe stress and declared the deadly 
Ebola virus was spreading “beyond control.”

The Cuban response, however, was imme-
diate. Answering President Raul Castro’s call, 
more than 12,000 health professionals stepped 
forward to volunteer within three days. Of 
these, 256 doctors, nurses, and health care 
technicians were selected, pre-trained, and 
fl own to Freetown by early October 2014, 
ready for deployment in any remote location 
they were given.

By contrast the Australian government, in 
the throes of an Abbott-led “Border Protection” 
mindset, ensured rigorous quarantine proce-
dures to stop victims getting into the country, 
travel warnings and some charitable donations. 
Reluctant to take responsibility for “feet on the 
ground” in contagious zones but shamed into 
action, they outsourced the process of people 
assistance to a private Canberra-based company 
called “Aspen Medical” who trained and sent 
seventy-three Australian and New Zealander 
volunteers to an expensive “Treatment Centre” 
set up just outside of Freetown in December.

Enrique Ubieta explains the diff erent, 
but legendary, style of Cuban health work-
ers. They required minimal infrastructure yet 
travelled anywhere and endured any hardship 
in remote “red zones” – the areas with the 
highest contamination levels. Their calm and 
courage under pressure was remarkable. One 
Cuban health worker contracted the disease, 
but after treatment and recovery he returned 
to the battle two months later.

In their treatment program Cuban medical 
brigadistas approached their patients with a 
bright sense of humour but still retained deep 
respect towards them all, regardless of their 
fate – they took an interest in their lives, their 
work, their families, and they called them 
by name, not bed-numbers – patients were 
treated as human beings, not biohazards. If a 
patient was terminal – as many, (at fi rst, the 
majority) were – their death was prepared in 
the most respectful and considerate way. It is 
a humanist, not cost-driven, process of treat-
ment which surprised many of their wealthier, 
better paid colleagues from the capitalist west.

The tide of Ebola deaths had turned by 
March 2015, not by the arrival of some mira-
cle vaccine from the many competing phar-
maceutical companies, but by the heroic and 
careful treatment of peoples’ symptoms, along 
with upgraded steps to isolate the virus. The 
Aspen Medical team had packed up and left 
by April, having treated a total of 216 patients 
over four months. The Cubans only left West 
Africa after assurances the epidemic was over, 
in May, having treated thousands of patients 
under the most diffi  cult conditions, for a tor-
tuous eight months.

Naturally, as the new coronavirus in China 
spreads, and other deadly viruses continue 
to make their appearance around the globe, 
nations must take special precautionary meas-
ures to quarantine their own people against 
contagion. This is what all governments should, 
and responsibly, must do. But it takes a special 
international consciousness to extend hands 
across the sea to risk one’s own sons and 
daughters in confronting epidemics, for the 
sake of human solidarity. We should all learn 
from Cuba’s noble example here, the example 
of revolutionary love and fraternity.
Red Zone: Cuba and the Battle Against Ebola in 
West Africa by Enrique Ubieta Gomez may be 
purchased through Pathfi nder Press. 
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Joel Wendland-Liu

The US opioid crisis has dispropor-
tionately impacted white people. This 
fact has shaped public responses to the 
crisis and reveals deep-rooted racism.

First, the tragedy of this loss of life, 
most focused on working-class people, is 
devastating and deserves careful and com-
passionate responses. The crisis demands 
serious reforms in the healthcare complex, 
approaches to medicine, and signifi cant 
changes in how we treat people who have 
been over-worked and have seen their bodies 
devastated as a result.

According to data compiled by the Kaiser 
Family Foundation, white people dispro-
portionately suff ered eighty percent of the 
total 47,000 reported deaths due to opioid 
overdoses in 2017. The number ticked up 
slightly in 2018. And according to analysis in 
People’s World, more than 200,000 people 
have died due to overdoses since 1996.

The Journal of the American Medical 
Association – Internal Medicine recently 
found that doctors over-prescribe opioids for 
low-income white people. This study com-
pared population data and racially-segregated 
geographical locations with opioid prescrip-
tions. It concluded that “the current opioid 
crisis is largely found among lower-income 
and majority-white communities.” In some 
overwhelmingly white communities in Cali-
fornia between 2011 and 2015, for example, 
nearly one-fourth of persons over fi fteen years 
of age had more than one prescription for 
certain types of opioid painkillers.

These researchers pointed to structural 
changes in the healthcare system after the 
implementation of “Obamacare” as the cause 
of this racially-infl ected pattern.

Historical data, however, reveals that 
these changes only tell part of the story. In 
2001, a Republican-controlled Congress 
bowed to pressure from powerful pharma-
ceutical companies and declared “pain” as the 
“fi fth vital sign.” It mandated that healthcare 
professionals routinely ask patients about 
pain in all healthcare interactions.

This new emphasis on pain manage-
ment opened the door to the current over-
prescription of highly potent and addictive 
opioids for newly discovered levels of pain. 
Researchers also found that even though 
white patients are known to be more likely 
to abuse pain-killing drugs, doctors continue 
to over-prescribe opioids for them.

Part of the reason for this situation has 
to do with how the US health system works. 
It measures success by profi t margins rather 
than quality medical outcomes. As a result, 
low-income white patients receive easy 
access to opioids rather than more substan-
tive medical treatment related to changes in 
diet, exercise, life-work balances, and long-
term therapies. Pain killers are cheaper than 
sustained care or education in healthy living.

A significant part of the population 
that has gotten easy access to prescribed 
opioids are slightly older than middle-aged 
working-class people. These are people who 

have worked a long time in jobs in industry 
and service that demand excessive physical 
activity. Years of over-work producing sur-
plus value for corporations and businesses 
inevitably take a toll on the human body, 
making pain a permanent feature of life for 
so many people. Drug companies sought a 
profi table and quick fi x that has killed thou-
sands and harmed so many more.

Corporations like Purdue Pharma and 
Insys Therapeutics, which manufacture 
opioids on a massive scale, swam in new 
sources of revenue since the alterations in 
medical policies were put into law.

Ironically, racist bias against African-
American and Latin patients, which led 
doctors and providers to largely ignore 
their reports of pain at far higher rates than 
whites, may have allowed those communities 
to avoid the worst eff ects of opioid addic-
tion and abuse. Recent research points to 
implicit and overt biases by doctors and other 
practitioners against racially minoritised 
patients as a cause of major disparities in how 
patients are treated. Public health researcher 
Jana Morrissey found that “[r]acial/ethnic 
minorities consistently receive less adequate 
treatment for acute and chronic pain than 
non-Hispanic whites, even after controlling 
for age, gender, and pain intensity.”

Still, as addiction and a wave of deaths 
among whites became widely evident, public 
offi  cials adopted medical and community-
oriented approaches that diff ered sharply 
from the past.

Most public health offi  cials and politicians 
have used particular language to discuss the 
crisis. They label it as an “epidemic” that 

requires careful medical responses. Using 
similar discourse, the Trump administration, 
beginning in 2018, ordered the creation of 
and support for existing health programs 
that aid people “struggling with addiction.”

A White House video, featuring First 
Lady Melania Trump, calls the current wave 
of opioid addiction “the worst drug crisis 
in American history.” In a concerned tone, 
she describes addiction as an “illness” that 
deserves sympathy and a collective eff ort to 
overcome. The Trump administration’s plan 
has emphasised understanding and compas-
sion in dealing with the crisis.

The response to the opioid crisis today 
contrasts sharply with the Nixon administra-
tion’s response to drug abuse in 1971. Nixon 
identifi ed drugs as “enemy number one,” and 
called for a “war on drugs” that emphasised 
a law enforcement-based approach to “fi ght-
ing” drug abuse and addiction. Many critics 
saw his policy as a racially-coded appeal to 
white voters by singling out African-American 
communities as potentially criminal, deserv-
ing a violent response from the government.

In 1986, the Reagan administration fol-
lowed up with new laws that targeted Afri-
can-American communities with militarised 
policing and long, mandatory sentences for 
possession of crack cocaine. Offi  cials and the 
mainstream media identifi ed crack specifi -
cally with African-American communities.

Crack is a form of cocaine – the preferred 
drug of wealthy whites –but the possession 
or use of even small amounts of crack could 
earn a person a prison sentence 100 times 
longer than one for cocaine possession in 
much larger quantities. In other words, 

drugs associated with Black communities 
earned users much harsher punishments 
than possession of drugs linked to whites.

Such a racist disparity in sentencing 
resulted in skyrocketing rates of imprison-
ment for African Americans, stimulating a 
boom for the growing private prison industry. 
Today, the US has the largest imprisoned 
population of any country in the world.

In 2009, the Obama administration 
attempted to alter sentencing disparities by 
adjusting federal guidelines. He convinced 
Congress to accept new guidelines that 
reduced the gap from a 100:1 to a 10:1 ratio 
in sentencing disparities between crack and 
cocaine crimes. Congressional Republicans 
resisted this compromise, preferring to see 
the original disparities remain intact.

Upon entering offi  ce, the Trump admin-
istration resorted to the same “war on drugs” 
language of past Republican administrations 
to undo the new guidelines, reinstalling 
racist disparities.

Trump’s response to the opioid crisis, 
however, diff ers sharply from his policies 
on crack. This comparison of drug policies 
reveals the administration’s attitudes about 
the people who are linked to those drugs. As 
Human Rights Watch reports, “Race [is] the 
lens through which drug problems in the 
United States were viewed, colouring both 
the defi nition of the problem and the pro-
posed solutions.” Trump expects Americans 
to express compassion for white people’s 
problems but to treat people of colour as 
dangerous criminals.
People’s World 
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Seamus Carey

Trump’s “peace plan” for Palestine, 
titled Peace to Prosperity – A Vision 
to Improve the Lives of the Palestin-
ian and Israeli People, was fi nally 
revealed at a joint press conference 
with Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu on the 28th January. 
This followed more than two years 
of drawn-out negotiations between 
the two sides. 

The two sides in question, however, 
were not Israel and Palestine; they were 
instead Israel and the United States. 

The Palestinian Authority and the 
Palestine Liberation Organisation were 
completely excluded from the negotiations 
and even from the press conference. Due to 
this overt display of lack of respect for their 
sovereignty and right to self-determination, 
the Palestinian government had rejected 
the deal long before it was published. 

In response to the outrageous nature 
of the deal’s proposals, the Palestinian 
government has further suspended all 
relations with both Israel and the United 
States. Large protests have broken out 
across Palestine against the deal. 

The deal reconfi rms the Trump and 
Netanyahu governments’ recognition, 
denounced at the UN General Assembly by 
an overwhelming majority of the world’s 
nations, of “undivided” Jerusalem as the 
capital of Israel. For Palestine, it proposes 
that some minor outlying districts of Jeru-
salem under current Palestinian control be 
known as “Al-Quds” (the Arabic name for 
Jerusalem as a whole) and be recognised 

as Palestine’s capital. Palestinian citizens 
would theoretically be allowed access to 
certain religious sites in Jerusalem but 
it would be under Israeli control and so, 
presumably, at the Israeli state’s discretion. 

This proposal is emblematic of the deal’s 
unacceptable nature as a whole. As a neces-
sary condition to achieve peace between two 
sides in any longstanding political dispute, 
the core contradictions must be identifi ed, 
and practical outcomes which fundamen-
tally transform the nature of each of these 
contradictions must be agreed upon and 
put into practice bilaterally. The Jerusalem 
issue and its religious and cultural sig-
nifi cance has been correctly identifi ed as 
a core contradiction and point of confl ict; 
however, this deal does not transform the 
nature of this contradiction whatsoever, 
only further intensifi es it. 

The plan also confi rms Netanyahu’s 
intention to annex the existing illegal Israeli 
settlements in the West Bank, as well as 
annex the Jordan Valley, thus entirely encir-
cling the West Bank with Israeli territory. 

Two areas close to the Egyptian border 
would be conceded to Palestine, connected 
by only one thin strip of land to Gaza. How-
ever, none of the border itself would be 
conceded, and instead Israel would retain 
its own thin strip right along the border. 

The State of Palestine that would remain 
would be a motley collection of patches of 
land connected by a few roads, surrounded 
almost entirely by Israeli territory. The 
resemblance to apartheid-era South Africa 
has been noted by many online commenta-
tors. Like the “Bantustans” of apartheid, 
Palestine would be nominally independent, 

but the deliberately inconvenient mess 
of territorial off cuts allotted to them, as 
well as the unequal treaty between them, 
would render this independence a politi-
cal fi ction. Once again, this deal does not 
off er to transform any of the contradictions 
underlying the confl ict, only to intensify 
them by proposing they be recognised as 
permanent. 

The US proposal for the redrawing of 
the map (pictured) also shows, rather off -
handedly, a tunnel to be built connecting 
the West Bank and Gaza. The details of this 
tunnel’s funding and construction are not 
elaborated upon by the proposal. Another 
case of “the Mexicans will pay for it?” 

Trump may well think this is the “deal 
of the century” but Netanyahu could not be 
so foolish. This deal is so obviously unac-
ceptable in so many ways that it would be 
extremely naive to think that it is intended 
to have any chance at being accepted. In 
reality, it signals only that the Israeli regime 
has entirely turned its back on peace nego-
tiations and seeks only a means to pass the 
buck – and thereby blame – to Palestine. 

There are many provisions, includ-
ing economic packages, in the plan other 
than the above territorial issues. However, 
regardless of what other provisions such a 
plan may contain, it could never be accept-
able unless the land issue is agreed upon. 
Palestinian land is not for sale. No further 
compromise on land is permissible; the 
internationally recognised 1967 borders are 
the compromise and respecting these bor-
ders and Palestine’s sovereignty and inde-
pendence is a requirement for peace. 

UNMITIGATED DISASTER: 
TRUMP’S “PEACE PLAN”

POMPEO NAMES “THE CENTRAL THREAT OF 
OUR TIMES” AND GUESS WHAT IT IS ... 
IT’S THE CHINESE COMMUNIST PARTY

US Secretary of State Mike 
Pompeo has labelled the Chi-
nese Communist Party “the 
central threat of our times,” 
two weeks after President Don-
ald Trump signed the “biggest 
deal there is” with Beijing. 

Speaking at a conference 
with UK Foreign Secretary 
Dominic Raab in London on 
Thursday, Pompeo stated that 
“while we still have to be enor-
mously vigilant about terror ... 
challenges all across the world 
... the Chinese Communist Party 
presents the central threat of 
our times.” The State Secretary 
then outlined the multiple ave-
nues the US is taking to coun-
ter China’s growing infl uence 
– right after he admitted that 
there’s “huge opportunity” for 
business there.

“... Whether it’s at the World 
Trade Organization, or whether 
it’s in how we handle infrastruc-
ture and technology, or it’s how 
we ensure we have the military 
capabilities ... we have to collec-
tively, the West, ensure that the 
next century is governed by these 
Western democratic principles.”

Pompeo’s declaration is 
a starker one than President 
Trump’s hot and cold statements 
on Beijing. While the president 
has overseen a two-year trade 
war with China, and has accused 
the country of currency manipu-
lation, stealing intellectual prop-
erty, and interfering in elections, 
he has also hailed a recently-
signed trade deal with Beijing, 
and described Chinese President 
Xi Jinping as a man who “truly 
loves his country.”

As Trump plays politics with 
Xi, the consensus in Washington 
toward China has hardened. The 
Pentagon created a new job post-
ing in June, aimed squarely at 
developing ways to oppose Chi-
na’s rise. The man who took it, 
Chad Sbragia, said in November 
that “strategic competition with 
China really is the defi ning chal-
lenge of our generation.”

That’s on top of Defence 
Secretary Mark Esper calling 
for more US bases in the Pacifi c 
region to challenge China’s mari-
time power, and referring to the 
Indo-Pacifi c as “our priority 
theatre.” Esper’s acting predeces-
sor, Mark Shanahan, reportedly 
told the Pentagon’s leaders that 
Washington’s priority had shift-
ed away from the global war on 
terror to “China, China, China.”

The new anti-China con-
sensus is enshrined in offi  -
cial Pentagon policy too. The 
Department of Defence’s 2018 
National Defence Strategy (NDA) 
described China as “predatory,” 
and a “strategic competitor” 
requiring “increased and sus-
tained investment.”

China, for its part, has con-
sistently rejected the US’ prot-
estations. Beijing accused the 
US of “interference” for passing 
a military funding bill late last 
year that included a reference to 
“long-term competitive strate-
gies” regarding “strategic compe-
tition” with China. The bill also 
provided military support for 
Taiwan and voiced support for 
the Hong Kong protesters. Chi-
na’s Defence Ministry accused 
the leaders in Washington of 

harbouring a “Cold War mental-
ity” and “hegemonic logic.”

So, Pompeo’s words in 
London seem to be in line with 
the strategy, as he even expand-
ed his idea, slamming what he 
believes will become Beijing’s 
tool of infl uence – Huawei tel-
ecommunications company.

“When you allow the infor-
mation of your citizens or the 
national security information 
of your citizens to transit a net-
work that the Chinese Commu-
nist Party has a legal mandate to 
obtain it creates risk,” Pompeo 
said, while sitting next to a man 
whose country allowed Huawei 
to have a role in its 5G system.
RT – Russia Today 

Palestinian land 
is not for sale.


