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The government’s decision to allow mining 
magnate Gina Rinehart’s company Hancock 
Prospecting to bring in 1,715 workers 
on temporary work visas to Australia 
rightly shocked the union movement. The 
Communist Party of Australia has con-
demned the decision in the strongest terms. 
“The decision is particularly offensive to 
working people given the recent spate of 
large scale layoffs from Australian work-
places,” CPA president Vinnie Molina said. 
(See page 2 for full statement.)

The prime minister frantically attempted 
to plead ignorance and distance herself from 
the decision.

Every week more workers are being sacked 
in the manufacturing, retail, airline and other 
industries across Australia. Last Friday’s deci-
sion from Fair Work Australia for a paltry 
$17.10 a week increase in the minimum wage 
added insult to injury. Rinehart accumulates (the 
workers create it) more wealth in 15 minutes 
than low paid workers do in a year.

Qantas is dumping 500 engineers, 344 jobs 
have gone at the Kurri Kurri aluminium smelter, 
hundreds more in the Hasties collapse, and so 
the list of job losses grows.

Rinehart’s estimated net personal wealth 
has risen over the past 12 months from $10.3 
billion to just under $30 billion. (BRW Rich 
200, 24-05-2012) Not just the richest person 
in Australia, the richest woman in the world, 
she looks set to become the richest person in 
the world within a few years if the government 
continues to license her unfettered plunder and 
rape of the Australian people’s resources. The 
super-exploitation of overseas workers is just 
the cream on the cake in profi t gouging.

Rinehart’s $9 billion Roy Hill iron ore 
project in Western Australia is the fi rst to be 
granted an enterprise migration agreement 
(EMA). The government describes the EMA 
as “a new temporary migration initiative to 
help address the skill needs of the resource 
sector”. But Rinehart got her EMA without 
fi rst advertising to determine whether there is 
a skills shortage.

Her aim is to employ overseas construc-
tion workers on lower wages and undermine 
working conditions. That is what EMAs are 
designed to do.

The government says companies sponsor-
ing workers under an EMA will hold 457 visas, 
“pay Australian market salary rates” under the 
provisions of the Worker Protection Act 2009. 
But under the Act the resource company must 
pay the sponsored worker at least the minimum 
salary level. There is a huge gap of tens of 
thousands of dollars between the award wage 
and the actual wage won by trade unions in 
collective agreements (EBAs).

For example, the wage rate in the mining 
and construction union CFMEU’s agreement 
with Chevron’s Gorgon Project on Barrow 

Island, is $3,500 per week. This is for a 70-hour 
working week, fl y-in fl y-out 26 days on and nine 
days off system. If the award rate were paid, it 
would be $1,400 per week – and overall sav-
ing of 60 percent and corresponding increase 
in profi ts!

It also means two groups of workers – local 
and foreign – on different wages and working 
conditions.

The whole process has an insidious ele-
ment, that of fostering racism, of splitting the 
working class, one being pushed hard by the 
mass media. It is portrayed as foreign work-
ers taking Australian workers’ jobs, to ensure 
workers are not united in defending wage and 
working conditions, including job security and 
entitlements.

To call it “a temporary migration initiative” 
is misleading. Whichever way you interpret the 
meaning of that statement – a temporary initia-
tive or temporary migration – it is a lie. The 
measure is not temporary. It is the thin edge of 
a wedge which the government will spread to 
other industries if it is not halted. The migration 
is not temporary. That is a contradiction in terms.

If it were about a migration program, where 
the workers coming to Australia were genuinely 
being welcomed as migrants with permanent 
residency visas, that would be a different story. 
All workers coming to Australia should have the 
right to permanent residency and to bring their 
families. But that is not the intent.

Workers on 457 visas are not only subjected 
to intense exploitation, they are extremely vul-
nerable. If they dare to join a trade union, speak 
out for their rights, demand safe working condi-
tions, then they face the sack and deportation. 
Their families are left at home. EMAs are yet 
another device to split and undermine the unity 
of the working class and attack the wages and 
working conditions won by unions.

EMAs also have the aim of assist-
ing employers in shutting out trade unions 
and avoiding the negotiation of collective 
agreements.

Just the beginning
The big mining corporations are lining up 

with their demands for EMAs and the govern-
ment looks set to comply, with reports of around 
35 in the making.

GVK (an Indian conglomerate) and Hancock 
Coal have won approval for their Alpha coal 
project in Queensland and are believed to be 
after an EMA.

The US energy corporation Chevron is seek-
ing an EMA for its $43 billion Gorgon liquefi ed 
natural gas project in the Pilbara, WA.

Interest is not confi ned to the resources 
sector. Australia’s largest beef producer and 
multi-million dollar agribusiness, the Australian 
Agricultural Company (ACC), has plans to fi ll 
260 positions in its new abattoirs in Darwin with 
workers from India on Section 417 (working 
holiday) and 457 visas.

ACC’s chair Donald McGauchie is a 

union-basher, who made his name during the 
waterfront dispute in 1998 when the Coalition 
government joined employers in an attempt to 
rid the waterfront of union labour and destroy 
the Maritime Union of Australia. McGauchie 
was president of the National Farmers’ 
Federation at the time and chairman of P and 
C Stevedoring, the company set up to employ 
scabs trained in Dubai to take over the jobs of 
waterside workers on Melbourne docks.

ACC’s CEO David Farley is also no friend 
of the trade union movement. 

Political agenda
Rinehart inherited her initial riches from 

mining magnate Lang Hancock who is credited 
with discovering the largest iron ore deposits in 
the Pilbara in the 1950s. Hancock was nothing 
short of an extremely ruthless, profi t-driven 
capitalist. He is renowned for his appalling 
attitude to workers, whose loss of life he saw 
as the “price of progress”.

He opened the Wittenoom asbestos mine in 
1938 and operated it for over 20 years before 
selling it to CSR. The Banyjima people were 
used as labourers to mine asbestos. Many lost 
their lives and others saw their health suffer seri-
ously. They also lost their land. The dangers of 

asbestos were well known at the time. Residents 
in Wittenoom were also exposed to deadly 
amounts of dust from the mine.

Hancock was a close friend and ally of 
former Queensland premier Joh Bjelke-Petersen, 
another reactionary enemy of the working class 
who was notorious for his attacks on the trade 
unions (1980s SEQEB dispute in particular) 
and democratic rights (right of assembly, right 
to march).

Wikipedia quote Hancock as saying, 
“Nothing should be sacred from mining whether 
it’s your ground, my ground, the blackfellow’s 
ground or anybody else’s. So the question of 
Aboriginal land rights and things of this nature 
shouldn’t exist.” (Coyne, Michael; Edwards, 
Leigh (1990), The Oz Factor: Who’s Doing 
What in Australia, East Malvern. p. 68)

According to Wikipedia, Hancock suggested 
forcing unemployed Indigenous Australians – 
particularly “no-good half-castes” – to collect 
their welfare cheques from a central location: 
“And when they had gravitated there, I would 
dope the water up so that they were sterile and 
would breed themselves out in the future.” 
(http://aso.gov.au/titles/documentaries/couldnt-be-fairer/
clip2/ in a 1984 television interview)

Continued on page 2
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PRESS FUND
There are many stories clamouring for attention every week. In 
order to bring you the real issues and background behind each 
story we depend on your Press Fund contributions, which help 
us meet the operating costs of producing The Guardian. That’s 
why it was such good news that, for the first time this year we’ve 
had more than ten contributions. However, our target this year 
is $14,000 and by this time of year we should have reached about 
$5,800. We’re a long way short of this, so it’s really important that 
we continue to receive your support for the next issue. We extend 
our sincere thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:
AS Adcock $10, Tom Costa $62, Eric Durston $10, Nat $5, 
Raymond Gillespie $10, Ian $50, Brian L $12.50, 
Ian Macaulay $10, Mark Mannion $5, KJ Manski $20, 
Brian Hawke $33, “Round Figure” $17.50.
This week’s total: $245 Progressive total: $2,790

Sackings and the propaganda 
of the “boom”

Big business has a new mantra – “Australians have never had 
it so good.” An AMP NATSEM report released last month appears 
to confi rm that wealthy and not-so-wealthy households are ahead 
in terms of disposable income since 1984 by a good margin. So why 
is there such widespread discontent about the cost of living and 
diffi culty in securing the basics? Why is the federal government 
being punished with low approval ratings when, presumably, they 
are doing a wonderful job of managing the economy?

The corporate media would have us believe working people are 
just bad managers. They spend too much on the latest electronics, 
cars, overseas travel and restaurant meals. Australian wage slaves 
live in gilded cages, it seems, and have developed tastes above their 
station. The AMP NATSEM report concedes we’re paying much 
more in rent and on mortgages and there’s a lot of data to back up 
the observation. One in fi ve under 25-year-olds shell out more than 
30 percent of their income for accommodation, as does one in ten of 
the whole population. The cost of services from privatised utilities 
is through the roof.

According to Anglicare, half a million Australian children live in 
families below the poverty line. Single parents often go without meals 
and necessities like dental care in order to feed their kids. This is 
the type of reality that is spoiling the pitch from scribes supporting 
the neo-liberal agenda and claims that we have never had more 
discretionary spending or a higher standard of living.

No doubt there have been winners and losers out of the resources 
boom being fuelled by demand from China and other emerging 
economies but even the workers said to have benefi ted most face 
major challenges. The reality of “fl y-in-fl y-out” mining jobs is grim 
and eats away at the big pay cheques on offer. Regional communities 
often miss out on the benefi ts of the huge developments unfolding 
around them. The environmental and social problems caused by the 
“wild west” mentality all serve to dampen the joy we are meant to 
feel about the Australian miracle economy.

The biggest problem the propagandists of Australian exceptional-
ism have is the constant feed of bad news from the non-mining sectors 
of the economy. The headlines are stunning. Nearly 10,000 manufac-
turing and construction jobs have disappeared from Melbourne’s 
outer western suburbs in the past 12 months. Thousands more 
have been shed from professional and retail services. Qantas has 
announced 500 jobs are to go. Toyota has axed 350. The collapse 
of First Fleet transport spells the end of another 1,000 jobs. Many 
other jobs hang by a thread as companies confront a “softening of 
demand”, i.e. the reality of workers’ declining purchasing power.

The international economic climate certainly doesn’t help. Jitters 
combined with bad results from Australian companies have seen $24 
billion wiped off the ASX200 recently. There’s more gloomy news 
for retirees down the track as their superannuation funds lose out 
in the game of casino capitalism. For all that, the corporate line 
of indulged workers and a lack of proper gratitude to the mining 
transnationals will continue. The latest instalment is the claim that 
Aussies have nothing to complain about if mining magnates import 
entire workforces for their projects. Locals, the story goes, are too 
apathetic to grab the wonderful jobs on offer.

The capitalists and their servants in the mainstream media are 
masters of the game of “blame the victim”. It’s not new and it’s not 
restricted to Australia. Look at the savage commentary about Greek 
workers, their alleged reluctance to pay tax, their supposed prefer-
ence for cushy government jobs and early retirement. The reality 
is that Greece became an early victim of the global economic crisis 
because of the behaviour of their capitalist class. It sold out local 
industry, pitted immigrant workers against local ones in a race to 
the bottom for wages and conditions and salted their ill-gotten gains 
away in tax havens. That’s the reality but the media myths about 
Greek workers survive and are even passed on by word-of-mouth 
by workers in far away Australia.

The propaganda of the boom and the undeserving, “lucky” 
Australian worker is part of a battle of ideas aimed at disorganis-
ing opposition to the neo-liberal agenda. We must fi ght back with 
every means at our disposal.

Importing workers 
driven by greed
CPA statement
The Communist Party has condemned the decision 
by the federal government to allow Gina Rinehart to 
import 1,700 foreign workers to develop the multi-
billion dollar Roy Hill iron ore project in Western 
Australia.

“The decision is particularly offensive to working 
people given the recent spate of large scale layoffs from 
Australian workplaces,” CPA President Vinnie Molina said.

“Despite the fi ctitious government fi gures on unem-
ployment, there is a growing alarm at the rate of jobless-
ness in the country that is met with a lack of interest on 
the part of the government to ensure that Australians are 
trained to fi ll positions in the resource sector. TAFE is 
under attack and there is no obligation placed on profi t-
gorged mining corporations to train local workers.”

“These facts render worthless assurances from the 
Prime Minister that local workers should be taken on 
fi rst. Everybody knows big mining companies are seeking 
to boost their profi ts to even greater heights by cutting 
their wages bill. If unions and the community don’t put 

their foot down the next phase in the evolution of these 
Enterprise Migration Agreements will be the employment 
of workforces at rates way below the established rate 
in Australia. This is the plan from the boardrooms - to 
divide and conquer workers and to drive their pay and 
conditions down. We therefore call on workers, their 
trade unions and the community to fi ght and overturn 
this reactionary decision.

“We don’t support jingoism. The CPA is taking a stand 
for workers to be able to defend their legitimate interests 
against massive attacks from reckless transnationals. 
Foreign workers should be welcomed to fi ll genuine skills 
shortages and their ongoing needs met. Their situation 
should not be exploited to further the ambitions of peo-
ple whose wealth is a scandalous obscenity. Ultimately, 
the welfare of workers and the environment can only be 
ensured by putting the country’s resources into public 
ownership by a government with a much more enlightened 
agenda. After all, these resources belong to the people, not 
to certain privileged individuals,” Mr Molina said. 

Importing workers – Unity the key
Continued from page 1

Rinehart is her father’s daughter, 
a reactionary political beast, one 
of a growing group of capitalists 
intervening more directly in the 
political processes of the country. 
She exerts considerable power over 
governments, (as her father did), and 
fought very hard and publicly against 
the carbon tax and Resources Super 
Profi t Tax which later became the 
Mineral Resources Rent Tax. The 
MRRT will cost her peanuts. Under 
the package, royalties paid to state 
governments will be refunded by the 
federal government.

The aim of Rinehart and her 
mates Andrew Forrest and Clive 
Palmer is zero tax on profi ts as well as 
full deregulation of the labour market 
and the abolition of unions. Workers, 
pensioners and the other people whose 
wealth they plunder should foot the 
tax bill through the GST and other 
indirect taxes.

Here, working class unity is 
the key – unity between Australian 
workers and imported workers – in 
defeating this agenda.

Rinehart has bought signifi cant 
shares in Channel 10 (10% stake) 
and Fairfax Media (13% of its shares) 

where she is in a battle for a seat on 
the board. Her aim is to change and 
control the editorial direction of these 
important media outlets.

Skill shortage myth
Mining minister Martin Ferguson, 

known as the little darling of the 
industry, insists that the aim is to 
overcome skills shortages. The 
government’s actions do not match 
his words.

There is no proven skills shortage, 
but there is a shortage of skilled union 
labour prepared to leave their families 
and work their butts off for 70 hours 
a week for $20 an hour.

Despite all the talk about skills 
training and education being priorities, 
the government is destroying TAFE 
and making it harder for school leav-
ers and workers to undertake further 
studies.

Student allowances are below 
the poverty line, apprenticeships on 
$6.30 per hour and hefty fees make it 
almost impossible for many people to 
gain further qualifi cations and skills.

Meanwhile the plunder of 
Australia’s resources is racing out of 
control, with no planning to consider 
Australia’s longer term needs or inter-
ests, no thought to the environment 

and planet with the opening of new 
coal mines. Most of the profi ts go off-
shore. It is a capital intensive industry 
with relatively few jobs.

The overseas workers are used 
to split the working class, undermine 
the wages and working conditions 
of EBAs and exclude unions from 
the workplace. In other words boost 
profi ts. That is the real aim of EMAs.

The whole process constitutes 
an obscene brain drain from poorer 
nations. It denies the workers coming 
to Australia the right to bring their 
families, and does not offer them 
training.

In a pathetic attempt to save face 
and placate angry backbenchers, 
the Labor parliamentary caucus has 
agreed to a committee to monitor the 
EMAs. It will have no teeth and no 
veto over government decisions. It 
will just watch and report on what 
happens. And the government won-
ders why it is on the nose with the 
electorate!

The CPA statement concludes 
with a call to workers, their trade 
unions and the community to fi ght 
and overturn this reactionary decision. 
The unions are planning to fi ght the 
EMAs. 

Coal seam gas bubbling up 
through Condamine River
Investigators from community 
activist group Lock the Gate have 
discovered coal seam gas bubbling 
to the surface along a fi ve kilome-
tre stretch of the Condamine River 
near Chinchilla in Queensland.

The gas is bubbling to the sur-
face in at least four spots along this 
stretch of the river and, according 
to a local landowner, the coal seam 
gas company operating in the area 
- Origin - has identifi ed it as coal 
seam gas and is testing to see which 
of its seams it comes from.

Lock the Gate Alliance 
president, Drew Hutton, called a 
media conference in front of the 
Parliamentary Annexe to describe 
these fi ndings and call for certain 
actions to be taken.

Mr Hutton, a former resident of 
Chinchilla, said that, while it was 
possible for methane to naturally 
bubble to the surface of water-
ways, none of the local farmers had 
ever heard of it happening in the 
Condamine River. 

Also, the fact that it is occur-
ring along several kilometres of 
the river would suggest it is not an 
isolated occurrence but a major leak 
and has found its way to the surface 
along migration pathways opened 
up by the de-watering of aquifers or 
fracking.

“I don’t think there is any doubt 
this extensive leak is linked to the 
coal seam gas drilling, and probably 
fracking that is occurring in nearby 
wells,” Mr Hutton said.

“This is just one cut in the 
death-by-a-thousand cuts to the 
environment that will occur when 
we have the tens of thousands of 
wells across rural Queensland.”

Mr Hutton said the incident 
had been reported to the Mines and 
Environment departments by a local 
landowner but these departments 
reportedly did not want to know 
about it.

A video of the gas bubbling 
through the river can be seen at 
www.youtube.com/watch?v=Di8cCrlyW6k 
under the heading “Condamine 
River Gas Leak”. The video was 
taken by Lock the Gate cam-
paigner and local resident, Dayne 
Pratzky. 
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Last week NSW Premier Barry 
O’Farrell entered into an agree-
ment under which the Shooters 
and Fishers Party would give the 
state government the upper house 
votes it needs to sell off the state’s 
Eraring, Delta and Macquarie 
power stations. Two power station 
development sites and a new coal 
mine are also to be sold.

In exchange, licensed amateur 
shooters will be granted access to 79 
of the state’s 779 national parks, with 
the stated purpose of eliminating feral 
animals such as wild cats, dogs, goats, 
deer, rabbits and pigs.

The deal will have major adverse 
implications for climate change, and 
will endanger native fauna and the 
public in the national parks concerned.

When the coalition was in oppo-
sition, Farrell vigorously opposed 
opening up the parks to amateur 
shooters. He now claims that the 
agreement will be strictly limited to 
feral animals, and that the activities 
of shooters will be closely monitored 
by parks authorities.

However, regardless of their 
avowed self-restraint, the aim of 
shooters is to bag as many trophies 
as possible, and they will always be 
subject to the temptation to take shots 
at native fauna. According to Greens 
MP David Shoebridge, where shooters 
have been given access to parks in 
other states, feral animals have been 
deliberately released into parks in 
order to boost the next season’s kill 
for the shooters.

Nor is it possible for park rangers 
to police amateur shooters’ activities. 
This would require a ranger accompa-
nying every shooter in order to veto 
illicit shots. This is not possible. The 
parks are understaffed and rangers 
are already hard-pressed carrying 
out their normal activities. In any 
case, unions representing rangers 
have vowed not to cooperate with the 
amateur shooters.

Rangers and the professional 

hunters sometimes employed by parks 
administrators are highly trained in 
ensuring public safety, which is not 
uppermost in the minds of amateur 
shooters.

Part of the rangers’ duties 
involves shooting feral animals, and 
culling introduced but tolerated spe-
cies, such as the deer in the Royal 
National Park. Rangers are adept at 
this, and their intention is to preserve 
native fauna, not to kill for the sake 
of it.

But O’Farrell doesn’t seem con-
cerned about any of these issues.

A sell-off sellout
By granting amateur shooters 

access to national parks, O’Farrell 
has dumped the principle of preserv-
ing national parks. He claims that 
his intention is “to unlock the asset 
value of the generators to assist us in 
rebuilding the economy by delivering 
the infrastructure needed to get this 
state going again”. For their part the 
Shooters and Fishers party claim that 
their primary intention was to get a 
better retrenchment deal for power 
station workers.

That’s a double dose of hypoc-
risy! When the coalition was in oppo-
sition O’Farrell gained popularity by 
blocking the sale of the generators; 
but when they took government it 
became his policy, for which he 
sought the support of the Shooters and 
Fishers party. That was consistent with 
the coalition’s fundamental policy 
of maintaining the predominance of 
the coal and gas industries in power 
generation.

O’Farrell’s idea that the proceeds 
of the sale will fund major essen-
tial works programs is untenable. 
Carrying that argument through to 
its logical conclusion, the govern-
ment could justify opening up all the 
national parks, or even selling them 
off, in order to fund its programs.

Moreover, the government’s fi g-
ures on the deal are highly suspect. 
Prior to the Coalition taking offi ce the 
current treasurer Mike Baird described 

an estimated profi t of $5 billion to $7 
billion from the sale of the generators 
as “about half what these assets are 
worth”.

After taking offi ce the govern-
ment claimed the sale would realise 
$8 billion. However, according to 
a representative of merchant bank 
JPMorgan, proceeds from the sale are 
likely to only yield between $3 bil-
lion and $5 billion, because of market 
fl uctuations and the imminent carbon 
tax. ”You almost couldn’t fi nd a worse 
time to sell the assets”, he commented

And fi nally, it is not clear whether 
the income sacrifi ced by the govern-
ment in selling off a money-spinning 
business has been fully taken into con-
sideration in arriving at a sale price. 
Critical fi gures regarding this factor 
were blanked out in the consultant’s 
report which the government used to 
justify its decision to sell the assets.

The public will be the big loser 
in the transaction, which will produce 
very poor yields, with no guarantee 
that they will be used for key infra-
structure projects as the government 
has promised. The price of energy 
will soar under a privately owned 
electricity system.

For their part, the conservative 
Shooters and Fishers party previ-
ously blocked passage of the power 
sale legislation in order to force the 
government to open the parks up to 
the amateur shooters. That was their 
objective, not the welfare of the power 
workers as they claim.

They claim that during negotia-
tions with the government they won 
the workers an extra two years of 
guaranteed employment, and transfer 
payments of up to 30 weeks’ pay. 
Nevertheless, they actually betrayed 
the workers by allowing the legisla-
tion to pass.

The struggle for 
clean energy 

The previous Labor government 
sold off the publicly-owned electricity 
trading and retailing organisations. 
With the sale of the generators power 
production will be almost entirely in 
private hands. O’Farrell has promised 
not to sell off the distribution system, 
the “poles and wires” – at least, not 
during his fi rst term in offi ce!

The new owners of the power 
generators won’t need to worry 

about the Liberal/National coalition 
interfering in their operations . Plans 
are already in place to build new 
coal-fi red power stations at Mt Piper 
and Bayswater.

After the sale the O’Farrell 
government will absolve itself of 
responsibility for introducing clean 
energy production. To do so would 
require prohibition of the construction 
of new fossil-fuelled power stations, 
the phasing out of coal-fi red power 
production and the building of new 
clean energy power stations under full 
government ownership and control. 
Nor is it conceivable that a future 
Labor government would take such 
initiatives.

The responsibility for achieving 
clean energy will have to be taken by 
parties with a strong environmental 
focus. These forces could form 
alliances.

Until then achievement of the 
best outcome will still be dependent 
on irresistible public pressure on the 
government by mass protests and peti-
tions, as has always been the case. 

Australia

Pete’s Corner

NSW power sale:
O’Farrell opens fire 
on National Parks

Get in early, beat the price rise
Can you remember how much your electricity, gas and water bills were ten years ago or what it cost to 
post a letter? Or what it cost to fi ll up the tank with petrol or take a bus or train ride? Many of these items 
have risen in price by 50-100 percent. During that same period the price of The Guardian has remained 
at $1.50.

While costs are kept to an absolute minimum, relying heavily on the generosity and commitment of 
volunteers and employees whose wages are not high, it has reached a point where we must reluctantly 
increase the price of the paper.

The Guardian does not accept paid advertising from corporations. We advertise many events of working 
class, solidarity and other progressive causes for free as a means of supporting those movements

The price will rise to $2 as from July 4, the fi rst issue in the next fi nancial year.

We recognise that by the very nature of our paper that many of our readers are struggling to make ends 
meet. So subscription to The Guardian will be offered at three rates: Solidarity, Regular and Concession. 
The Concession will be at the current rate.

We also urge readers to contribute to the Press Fund as it is one means by which we attempt to raise 
additional funds towards our costs.

Annual: Solidarity $150 Regular $100 Concession $80 (no increase)

Half year: Solidarity $80 Regular $55 Concession $40

Quarterly: Solidarity $45 Regular $30 Concession $20

If you don’t already have a subscription, there is still time to take one out before the price rise.

If you have one, then why not extend it now?
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The Australian Education Union 
(AEU) last week joined the Save 
Auslan campaign group in a 
silent march to protest against the 
Victorian Baillieu government’s 
state budget cuts, which led to the 
axing of Victoria’s only remaining 
Australian sign language course.

Kangan Institute, which runs the 
sign language diploma, will close the 
course by the end of the year and has 
ceased enrolling new students.

AEU Victorian branch president 
Mary Bluett said the cuts to Auslan 
formed part of the state government’s 
$300 million budget cuts to the public 
TAFE system.

“Given the shortage of skilled 
interpreters and the high demand for 
this qualifi cation, it is completely 
absurd that the Baillieu government 
would axe Victoria’s only remaining 
sign language course.

“The Auslan course was crucial 
in providing Victorians with the skills 
needed to fl uently converse with the 
deaf community. Without this training, 
many people will be left without the 
ability to converse with family, friends 
and community members.

“Every day, we hear more sto-
ries about TAFE course closures, 
job losses and the impacts on local 
industries. The deaf community joins 
these ranks as yet another victim of 
the state government’s gutting of the 
Victorian public TAFE sector,” Ms 
Bluett said.

About TAFE4All
Over 400,000 students access 

Victorian TAFEs each year. In 2009, 
the state government introduced 
reforms which saw TAFE fees triple 
for many courses and full fees charged 
for those who already have a degree 
or diploma – fees of up to $20,000.

At the same time, it threw open 
funding for vocational education and 
training to private for-profi t providers. 
It led to an explosion in the number 
of registered training organisations.

But instead of providing the skills 
the Victorian economy needs, these 
fi rms have cherrypicked popular, 
cheap-to-run courses – churning out 
hundreds of personal trainers, real 
estate agents and hospitality workers.

Meanwhile TAFEs are left to 
provide the equipment-intensive, 
expensive courses such as engineering 
and building, because TAFE exists for 
the public good.

The result has been a $400 
million blow out in Victoria’s VET 
budget last year. But instead of crack-
ing down on the fi rms who fi lled 
their boots from these changes, the 
government cut $40m funding to the 
TAFE system – the standard bearer 
of quality – and is considering plans 
to cut $230m more.

Hundreds of TAFE teachers have 
lost their jobs. Most institutes are 
now operating at a defi cit. Courses 
have closed and students have been 
priced out of further education and 
training, or sacrifi ced their one shot 
at a government-funded qualifi cation 
because they didn’t have the informa-
tion to make a career choice.

With the support of other unions, 
community groups and the TAFE 
community, the AEU is running a 
campaign to have the reforms revoked 
– and they need your support.

What the state 
government’s 
changes really mean:

Higher fees
Enrolment fees for diplomas and 

advanced diplomas have risen from 
$877 to $2,500 per year and fees 
for Certifi cate III and IV courses to 
$1,250 – and that’s for those lucky 
enough to get a subsidised place. 
Apprenticeship fees have risen by 
40 percent.

Retraining 
out of reach

Students who already have a 
degree or diploma are no longer 
eligible for support to undertake a 
qualifi cation at a lower or equal level 
from 2011. Instead they must pay the 
full cost of further training, which can 
be up to $20,000 per qualifi cation. In 
a changing economy, young people 
today can expect to retrain up to fi ve 
times during their working life; but 
now they can’t afford to.

Students in the dark
Complex eligibility criteria, 

competition and lax regulation have 
made it much harder for students to 
work out how much a course will cost 
and compare the quality of different 
options. Even some TAFE teachers 
don’t understand their own course’s 
fee structure.

Two major reports last year, 
by Essential Services Commission 
and the Victorian Competition and 
Effi ciency Commission, told the gov-
ernment that its market couldn’t work 
unless students had full information 
about course costs and quality. So 
far the government has done noth-
ing on this.

Courses closed
Three hundred TAFE teachers 

lost their jobs over the summer as 
institutes reviewed their operations 
in light of the cuts. Higher fees mean 
courses like RMIT’s professional writ-
ing diploma have closed through lack 
of numbers, while cuts have led to the 
closure of the engineering department 
at Bendigo TAFE’s Castlemaine cam-
pus. Low enrolments threaten many 
more courses.

Dodgy providers 
ripping students off

Some private providers are run-
ning diploma courses in days rather 
than the months it takes students to 
acquire these skills. Some are even 
luring them with cash incentives onto 
courses with few job prospects, not 
realising they are blowing their one 
chance at a government-funded place. 
When they realise they can’t get a job, 
they’ll have to pay full fees to gain 
another qualifi cation.

Quality under threat
With funding cuts and competi-

tion closing a pincer on TAFE insti-
tutes, quality is at risk. Unlike many 
private trainers, TAFE courses are run 
by qualifi ed teachers. In a survey of 
500 teachers last year, three-quarters 
said quality had already suffered. 

TAFEs have a history of collabo-
rating to raise educational outcomes 
and meet public need, but now they 

are being expected to operate like 
private businesses – a change in cul-
ture that has already led one institute 
to lose millions on an ill-advised 
business deal.

The bottom line
The bottom line is that the state 

government is undermining the sys-
tem that every year gives hundreds 
of thousands of Victorians a ladder 
into work. 

Silent march protests TAFE cuts

Rallies against 
offshoring news 
expertise
Community leaders, members 
of the Media, Entertainment 
and Arts Alliance (MEAA) and 
concerned members of the public 
will held rallies in Wollongong and 
Newcastle on the weekend against 
the proposal to send the quality 
control centre of the newsrooms 
offshore to New Zealand.

Messages of support to staff 
and outrage at the company’s pro-
posal to offshore more than 60 edi-
torial jobs at the Newcastle Herald 
and the Illawarra Mercury have 
been fl ooding in, with local politi-
cal fi gures coming out in support of 
keeping those jobs in the communi-
ties they serve.

This has also included numer-
ous messages of support from 
members and offi cials of the New 
Zealand Engineering, Printing 
and Manufacturing Union who 
expressed their solidarity and sup-
port in preserving local editorial 
jobs.

More than 800 journalists 
from the print and digital opera-
tions of the Illawarra Mercury, 
Newcastle Herald, Australian 
Financial Review, The Sydney 
Morning Herald, The Age and the 
Canberra Times were back to work 
last Friday after a 36 hour stoppage. 
They have called for the company 
to sit down and work with them to 
ready Fairfax for the digital future 
and keep production local.

The Alliance federal secre-
tary, Christopher Warren, wrote to 
Fairfax CEO Greg Hywood and 
Fairfax Regional Media CEO, Allan 
Browne, requesting formal con-
sultation regarding the company’s 
proposals to offshore more than 60 
editorial jobs.

The company had proposed 
a seven day consultation period. 
The MEAA has expressed concern 
about such a brief consultation peri-
od for what would be an extreme 
restructure.

The Alliance remains con-
cerned about the proposed process 
of consultation over change within 
the regional publishing division of 
Fairfax Media and that the ad-hoc 
and exclusionary approach has seen 
the company embark on wrong-
headed and extreme proposals that 
have provoked staff across Fairfax 
Media to take signifi cant industrial 
action.

The MEAA has proposed that 
a working group of key manage-
ment fi gures and senior editorial 
Alliance members from Newcastle 
and Wollongong be established 
to explore alternatives to this 
proposal that will position both 
mastheads to meet the challenges 
of a digital newsroom and keep 
these important roles on these 
communities.

The committee would have a 
deadline to report on their delib-
erations by June 19. Both parties 
would have an opportunity to con-
sider their report for a week (until 
June 26) and consult with affected 
members.

The Alliance also raised con-
cerns over the company’s dealing 
with proposals of signifi cant struc-
tural change at other regional publi-
cations, and has called on Fairfax to 
cease their current ad-hoc, dripping-
out of proposed changes, which will 
only lead to further uncertainty and 
disruption. 

World Refugee Day RallyWorld Refugee Day Rally

War and oppression creates refugees. Capitalism creates war and oppression. Refugees are workers who are running from 
bombs and running from starvation. They go to countries like Greece, the United States, Egypt, Malaysia and Korea where 
they are constantly being threatened with deportation. They come to countries like Australia in boats and are locked up in 

immigration detention centres. 2012 marks 20 years of mandatory detention of refugees arriving in boats in Australia.

World wide, workers will be marching in defence of refugees.

Join us in protest on World Refugee Day
PERTH: Saturday 16 June 2012 at 1pm Wesley Uniting Church, 97 William Street

CANBERRA: Saturday 16 June 2012 at 1pm Carousel, Petrie Plaza, Canberra City

BRISBANE: Saturday 16 June 2012 at 1pm Brisbane Square, top of Queen St Mall

ADELAIDE: Saturday 16 June 2012 at 1:30pm Parliament House steps, North terrace

MELBOURNE: Sunday 17 June 2012 at 12 noon Gather State Parliament House, Spring Street

SYDNEY: Sunday 24 June 2012 at 1pm Sydney Town Hall, 483 George Street

aawl.org.au/content/world-refugee-day-rally
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Last Sunday, Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander people 
celebrated the 20th anniversary of 
arguably Australia’s most momen-
tous legal judgement around land, 
one that carries Eddie “Koiki” 
Mabo’s name.

The High Court of Australia 
handed down its decision in Mabo v 
Queensland on June 3, 1992, effec-
tively overturning the legal fi ction 
that Australia was terra nullius at 
the time of invasion – in then Prime 
Minister Paul Keating’s words “doing 
away with the bizarre conceit that 
this continent had no owners prior to 
the settlement of Europeans”.

Eddie Mabo from Murray Island, 
or Mer, shared his fi ght with four co-
plaintiffs originally and, eventually, 
just two – his cousins Dave Passi 
and James Rice.

In what is now commonly 
referred to simply as “Mabo”, the 
judges determined that based on 
traditional laws and customs the 
Meriam people were “entitled as 
against the whole world to posses-
sion, occupation, use and enjoyment 
of (most of) the lands of the Murray 
Islands”.

They found that, subject to the 
sovereignty of the Crown, what 
were termed “native title rights” had 
survived there and, potentially, in 
other parts of the Torres Strait and 
on mainland Australia.

Ten-year case
The ten-year case is seen as a 

David and Goliath scenario, where 
some humble islanders took on the 
powerful Queensland government, 
led at the time by Premier Joh 
Bjelke-Petersen, who was hell-bent 
on thwarting their efforts.

The islanders won, but tragically, 
Eddie Mabo never lived to see victory. 
He died from cancer in January 1992, 
just four and a half months before the 
judgement.

But his legacy lives on in the 
form of Australia’s native title regime, 
underpinned by the hard-fought 
Native Title Act 1993. From rocky 
beginnings that pitted Indigenous 
people against government, mining 
and pastoral interests and others, 
that regime has produced winners 
and losers.

The saga set the nation on a 
new, more just course as it moved 
into an era of reconciliation between 
Indigenous and non-Indigenous 
Australians.

It is the stuff of legends as well as 
songs and fi lms, lectures and orations, 
festivals, conferences and even a bank 
holiday in the Torres Strait.

“Mabo Day”
These days, June 3 is regarded 

as “Mabo Day” and, along with 
May 27 (the anniversary of the 1967 
Referendum that agreed to count 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 

people as Australians) it  book-ends 
the annual National Reconciliation 
Week (NRW).

On the weekend thousands of 
people were expected to turn out in 
Townsville, where Eddie Mabo spent 
much of his adult years, for a recon-
ciliation festival marking Mabo Day 
and the 20th anniversary.

This will be echoed, like the beat 
of a traditional Torres Strait Islander 
warup (drum), by smaller but no less 
enthusiastic celebrations on Mer, 
Thursday Island and elsewhere in 
the Torres Strait.

And on Monday through to 
Wednesday (4-6 June), hundreds of 
delegates and speakers from across 
Australia will gather at Townsville’s 
Convention Centre for the annual 
National Native Title Conference.
Koori Mail 

Victims of sex abuse at the hands of Catholic priests have 
been denied adequate compensation because the church has 
its assets locked up in property trusts. A spokeswoman for the 
Survivors Network of those Abused by Priests said many vic-
tims felt “re-abused and abandoned” when they received no 
support to pay for their on-going treatment. “When we are sexu-
ally exploited by these monsters we are made to feel completely 
worthless,” Nicky Davis said. “When the church denies the abuse 
ever happened… we are made to feel completely worthless. 
When we are denied any sort of assistance to recover from 
this abuse, we are once again made to feel completely worth-
less”. It is very welcome news that the NSW Greens released a 
draft bill last week that aims to hold the Catholic Church fi nan-
cially responsible for such abuse. If adopted, the bill would allow 
victims of abuse to directly sue the Church’s property trusts.

Spy central – ASIO’s new offi ce in Canberra – has proven to 
be a very costly project indeed. It is believed that its fi nal cost 
will be close to two thirds of a billion dollars. Not bad for hard 
fi nancial times. About 2,000 employees will be housed there 
when it is fi nished. Your local hospital may be short of every-
thing but for this project money does not seem to matter. 
The building was announced in 2007 by the Howard govern-
ment at a cost of $460 million. In 2008 the cost was already 
$527 million; at $589 million in 2010 and fi nally $631 million 
last month. Compared to the initial cost at was a 37 percent 
($171million) increase. It is not over yet and there may be 
even more money spent on it. The recent collapse of Heydey 
Group saw about 60 electrical contractors walk off the site 
and it may take weeks for them to be able to return to work.

The Institute of Public Affairs (IPA) has been waging a big 
campaign against the federal government’s plain-packaging 
legislation. It is hardly surprising considering that a tobac-
co company is a fi nancial contributor to the IPA. The IPA 
describes itself as an “independent” public policy think tank. 
Some years ago it was okay to admit publicly that tobacco com-
panies were donating money. In the present circumstances it 
does not seem like a good idea to be seen as tobacco compa-
nies’ monkey’s paw. Some “independent” public policy, indeed!

Mabo – 
Two decades 
later, 
his legacy 
lives on

Protest against restrictions on 
visiting Villawood refugees
Refugee supporters will hold at 
protest at Sydney’s Villawood 
Detention Centre to call for an end 
to the restrictions recently imposed 
on visiting refugees at the so-called 
Residential Housing complex. The 
complex has become notorious for 
housing refugees who have been 
given a negative ASIO security 
assessment.

The protest will start at 
11.30am, Sunday, May 27. It will 
be followed by people holding 
scheduled visits with refugees in the 
housing compound. Notices from 
the Department of Immigration at 
the housing offi ce, indicated that as 
from May 18, visits would only be 
allowed if 24 hours notice of inten-
tion to visit was faxed to the hous-
ing offi ce.

The restrictions only apply to 
the housing complex, although it 
houses only 26 people. Visits for 
the other 297 asylum seekers in 
Villawood are arranged without 
such restrictions. The notices went 

up only a week after media atten-
tion was focussed on the plight of 
Tamil refugee Ranjini and her two 
children who had been hastily re-
detained and fl own to Villawood 
after receiving a negative ASIO 
assessment.

Worse, the department has 
added insult to injury by instructing 
visitors and refugees that visitors 
can only talk to the refugees named 
on the forms that have been submit-
ted. Given that all visits happen 
in the one room – this has created 
awkward and impossible situation 
for visitors and refuges alike who 
now have to ignore each other or 
risk further sanctions from the visit-
ing police.

In some instances, Serco guards 
have been instructed to police the 
visiting area to prevent visitors and 
detainees from speaking to each 
other.

One refugee told the Refugee 
Action Coalition, “We have been 
humiliated. We are being denied 

visits and our visitors are being 
treated shamefully.”

A letter signed by refugees at 
the housing complex has been sent 
to the Minister for Immigration 
calling on him to end the visiting 
restrictions.

“It is an intolerable situation 
and an attack on the refugees’ 
rights. They have denied their free-
dom without explanation and now 
Immigration is trying to limit one 
of their few connections with the 
real world. A more arbitrary and 
vindictive exercise of bureaucratic 
power is hard to imagine,” said 
Ian Rintoul, spokesperson for the 
Refugee Action Coalition.

“The visiting restrictions are 
obviously associated with the 
government’s embarrassment at 
their treatment of ASIO-negative 
refugees. It is no coincidence that 
the restrictions have been imposed 
since the issue of ASIO-negative 
refugees has become public.” 

Eddie “Koiki” Mabo.
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Is the Coalition considering abolishing free 
public education by the introduction of 
means-tested fees in government schools? 
This is a key question arising from a widely-
reported speech in London last month by 
Federal Shadow Treasurer, Joe Hockey, 
about ending the age of entitlement. 

Hockey said that the age of entitlement 
is over and that Australia has to re-think its 
approach to universal free services. He called 
for a reduction in universal free services and 
proposed a co-payment by users of these serv-
ices. He cited the example of health services 
in Australia which are partly funded through 
compulsory levies paid to either government 
or private health insurers. 

Interviewed about his speech on the ABC’s 
Lateline (April 18, 2012), Hockey said that the 
Coalition will be looking closely at a whole 
range of entitlements. He said that Australia 
must reduce the size of government.

Hockey’s speech raises the spectre of fees 
in government schools. He included education 
as part of the entitlement system that he says 
should be wound back. Although he did not 
say so explicitly, the logical implication of his 
argument is that universal free public educa-
tion should be abolished and means-tested fees 
introduced in government schools.

Infl uential advisors of the Liberal Party have 
proposed just this.

Gerard Henderson, a former chief-of-staff 
for John Howard and executive director of the 
Sydney Institute which the Liberal Party draws 
on for policy advice, recently specifi cally advo-
cated means-tested fees in government schools. 
He even used the same private health insurance 
example as Hockey. 

John Roskam, executive director of the 
Institute of Public Affairs and former executive 
director of the Liberal Party’s Menzies Research 
Centre, says that education should not be free in 
government schools and it is a notion “whose 
time has passed”. He says free public education 
is “middle class welfare”. 

The Centre for Independent Studies (CIS), 
from which the Liberal Party also draws policy 
initiatives, has said that compulsory fees in 
government schools in high income areas “is 
not an inherently bad idea”, although it does 
fear it is “political poison”.

Andrew Norton, former education advisor 
to David Kemp as federal Education Minister 
in the Howard government and former research 
fellow at CIS now at the Grattan Institute, also 
advocates abolishing free government school 
education.

A notable feature of Hockey’s speech is 
that it was given major billing at the Institute 
of Economic Affairs in London. The Institute is 
the leading free market economics think tank in 
the UK. It advocates a free market in education 
and sees for-profi t schools as the future. One 

of its writers has called for a global chain of 
Tesco schools.

There is clearly a push for an end to free 
education in circles around the Liberal Party. 
Hockey’s speech is grounded in a political and 
economic philosophy which rejects universal 
provision of government services and advocates 
extreme free market approaches to public policy 
issues. While Hockey does not specifi cally target 
public education in his speech, he does it and 
the implication for free education is clear. 

The recently published Gonski report on 
school funding clearly rejects the proposi-
tion that free public education should be 
means-tested:

“The government sector is required to pro-
vide access to a place for all young people whose 
parents wish them to attend a government school 
and has less scope to deny entry or exclude some 
students than non-government schools. It is 
important for the future of Australian schooling 
that the government sector continues to perform 
the role of a universal provider of high-quality 
education which is potentially open to all.

“This has significant implications for 
funding and means that, in practice, funding 
for government schools from fees cannot be 
signifi cant or compulsory.” [p.176] 

It said that government schools should “...
be universally accessible to all students regard-
less of parental fi nancial capacity to contribute 
towards the cost of schooling” [p.176].

The consequences of government school 
fees would be catastrophic. Once the principle 
of free education is breached for some, it can 
be breached for others. Governments under 
budgetary pressures readily increase and extend 
fees for public services. It would create divi-
sions between those who pay and those who 
do not and make it easier for governments to 
fi ddle with the threshold and make more and 
more families pay.

Fees would undermine equal access for all to 
a quality education. They can be used to exclude 
those who do not pay, or to provide them with 
a lower quality of education. They could also 
drive more families into private schools, thereby 
increasing social segregation in schools and 
greater inequity in education.

If followed through, means-tested fees 
would turn public education into a welfare 
scheme for the poor rather than a system 
designed to provide a high quality common 
schooling for all which promotes social integra-
tion of children from different classes, races and 
religions. It would be to discard the democratic 
and social purposes of public education.

In contrast to Hockey’s denunciation of 
entitlements, the Coalition is fi rmly attached to 
entitlements to education funding for the rich. 
It even says it will extend them.

Hockey admits that the Coalition fuelled 
the entitlement system when in government. In 
fact, it created an entitlement for the rich when 
it introduced the current SES (Socioeconomic 

Status) funding model for private schools 
which delivered huge windfall gains to many 
of the wealthiest schools in Australia. It also 
introduced the “no losers” guarantee which has 
protected and extended these windfall gains for 
over 10 years.

About 140 exclusive private schools who 
serve the richest families in the country will 
get over $660 million in federal funding this 
year. They also get state government funding.

Geelong Grammar, the most expensive 
school in Australia, will get $5.2 million in 
federal government funding this year plus about 
$1 million from the Victorian government. Yet, 
73 percent of its students come from families in 
the top SES quartile. Its school fees for Years 
11 and 12 are $30,820 per student this year.

Sydney Grammar is the most expensive 
school in NSW. It will get nearly $4 million in 
federal funding and about $2 million in state 
government funding this year. Nearly 90 percent 
of its students come from the top SES quartile 
and its Year 12 fees for this year are $27,324 
per student.

Why the most expensive and privileged 
private schools in the country should each get 
$6 million a year in government funding defi es 
comprehension. 

In addition, 1,075 private schools get $615 
million a year more than they are entitled to 
according to their offi cially assessed SES score. 

They are over-funded according to the SES 
funding model’s own funding criteria. These 
are the so-called “funding maintained” schools 
that benefi t from the “no losers” guarantee. All 
this funding goes to medium and high income 
private schools. None of it goes to low income 
private schools.

Together, federal government funding for 
exclusive private schools and the over-funding 
of higher income private schools cost the tax-
payer about $1.2 billion a year.

Despite Hockey’s admonition about enti-
tlements, the Coalition says that the schools 
are entitled to this largesse. The shadow 
minister for education, Christopher Pyne, 
defends it, saying that “every child has a 
basic minimum entitlement for government 
support” [Submission to Gonski Review of 
School Funding, March 2011]. He told the 
Parliament in July last year that the Coalition 
supports the over-funding for private schools 
(called funding maintained schools) as part of 
the SES funding model.

Tony Abbott also supports this entitlement. 
He says “Every Australian child is entitled 
to government assistance towards his or her 
education” [The Australian, January 5, 2010].

And, far from winding back this entitle-
ment of the well-off, the Coalition wants to 
extend it. At the last election, it promised a 
50 percent tax rebate on school fees. It is 
estimated to cost $1 billion a year. Daily 
Telegraph columnist, Maralyn Parker, called it 
“the most blatant offer of middle class welfare 
I have seen in any election” [July 21, 2010]. 
Christopher Pyne re-affi rmed the policy in 
February this year.

While it wants to protect and extend the 
entitlements of the well-off, the Coalition also 
says it will strip away some of the funding going 
to disadvantaged students and schools.

At the last election, it said it would make 
savings of $750 million in the Smarter Schools 
national partnerships, including taking $330 
million from the Low SES School Communities 
program. This reduction would primarily impact 
on low SES government schools.

This is the most blatant hypocrisy. For 
the Coalition, it appears that entitlements for 
the well-off are to be protected and extended. 
It is entitlements for the poor that have to be 
wound back.

The entitlement argument for government 
funding of private schools serves to support 
advantage and privilege. It provides an added 
resource advantage for well-off families. It 
exacerbates the resource advantage of higher 

Does the Coalition want to 
abolish free public education?

Hockey’s speech is grounded in a political 
and economic philosophy which rejects 
universal provision of government services 
and advocates extreme free market 
approaches to public policy issues. 
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income private schools over schools which 
serve disadvantaged communities. It ensures that 
high SES students continue to get much better 
results than low SES students. It compounds 
social inequality in education.

The Gonski report, and much other research, 
shows a huge achievement gap between rich and 
poor in Australia’s schools. Low SES students 
are two to three years behind their high SES 
peers at age 15. The gap between students in 
high SES and low SES schools is even larger 
– three to four years. Some 22% to 28% of 
low SES students do not achieve international 
profi ciency standards in reading, mathematics 
and science compared to only 4-5% of high 
SES students.

The report shows that reducing these gaps 
is the most fundamental challenge facing 
Australia’s education system. It recommended 
an additional $5 billion to reduce disadvantage 
and improve equity in education. Removing 
government funding for exclusive private 
schools and the over-funding of higher income 
private schools would be a good down-payment. 
It would provide over one-fi fth of the funding 
recommended by the report.

Pyne opposes abolishing the SES funding 
model and any funding reductions for exclusive 
private schools (ABC AM, February 22, 2012). 
He rejects what he labels as “means-testing of 
private schools”, thus ensuring that the rich 
continue to get millions in government funding. 
He wants continued full indexation of funding 
maintained, thus ensuring that their massive 
over-funding is maintained. He specifi cally 
rejects reducing the large achievement gap 
between rich and poor as the main focus for 
education policy.

The Coalition is fundamentally committed 
to protecting entitlements to education funding 
for the rich in private schools. The threat posed 
by Hockey’s speech is to a universal public 
education system that provides for all-comers 
without discrimination and without regard to 
capacity to pay. The implication of his argu-
ment is that education would everywhere be 
subject to capacity to pay which, as elsewhere, 
leads to reduced quality of service for the poor, 
greater social segregation in provision and more 
inequality in outcomes.

The Coalition must come clean on educa-
tion funding in the light of Hockey’s speech. 
Is it considering introducing means-tested fees 
in government schools?
* Trevor Cobbold is National Convenor 
SOS – Fighting for Equity in Education 
http://www.saveourschools.com.au 
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Try telling John Carlos 
that sport and politics 
don’t mix
Greg Leedham

Interview: Forty-four years have passed 
since the most famous protest in sports 
history. But, talking to John Carlos in 
London this week, perhaps what is most 
striking is how few athletes have followed 
the example of the 1968 Olympian and used 
the fi ve-ringed circus and the unrivalled 
platform it provides to make a stand on a 
political or social issue.

The forthcoming London Games promise to 
be more sanitised, more awash with corporate 
sponsors than ever before, but the likelihood of 
an athlete using their fame to make a political 
statement is slim.

Back in ’68, Carlos and his US team-mate 
Tommie Smith won bronze and gold respectively 
in the 200 metres but shocked the world and 
especially the International Olympic Committee 
(IOC) by using the medal podium to unleash a 
multifaceted protest against a range of issues.

These included the treatment of black peo-
ple in the US and racial segregation in South 
Africa and Rhodesia, as well as paying tribute 
to hundreds of Mexican students who had been 
massacred shortly before the Games that were 
held in their capital.

Smith and Carlos each raised a black-gloved 
fi st to represent strength and unity. They wore 
beads around the necks to highlight the history 
of lynching in the US and they took off their 
shoes to symbolise the poverty that still plagued 
much of the US, both black and white.

Smith, Carlos and Australian silver medal-
list Peter Norman also wore badges bearing 
the emblem of the Olympic Project for Human 
Rights, an organisation of which Smith and 
Carlos were members and which had advocated 
a boycott of the Mexico City Olympics in which 
they were now present.

From the stands there was a deathly silence. 
“You could have heard a frog piss on cotton,” 
Carlos recalls in his new book. However boos 
and abuse soon rained down on the trio, but far 
worse persecution would follow in the years 
to come.

Carlos is 67 now, but when I meet him he 
appears to have lost none of the passion which 
drove him all those years ago. He carries the 
scars too, one of them a visible limp from an 
injury he suffered while trying to forge an ill-
fated career as a gridiron player after he was 
ostracised from the US athletics team.

Indeed, he is well aware that his experiences 
post-1968 make him as much an example to be 
feared as followed. He struggled to fi nd work in 
the 1970s, had to steal or gamble on more than 
one occasion to provide for his family, suffered 
torment at the hands of the FBI and saw his 
marriage to his beloved wife Kim disintegrate. 
Tragically Kim would take her life in 1977 after 
years of battling depression.

“There’s a lot of young sports people out 
there today,” says Carlos, who is on a tour of 
Britain to publicise his autobiography, The 
John Carlos Story, which was co-written by 
Dave Zirin. “They get told you can’t do this 
or say that or you’ll lose contracts. You’ll be 
scorned for stepping out or even run out of 
professional sports altogether. There are many 
examples of this.”

Still, he is buoyed by a number of recent 
examples of sports persons and sports teams 
in his native US, who have made a variety of 
stands on political issues.

He also believes that the rise of the Internet 
and the diversity of the media means that the vil-
ifi cation he, Smith and the likes of Muhammad 
Ali suffered is unlikely to be repeated today. 
Gone are the days when a handful of columnists 
could shape national opinion.

“I think America has grown in the sense 
that it doesn’t try to ridicule those individuals,” 
Carlos says. “I think they (critics) have realised 
that they only put more coal on the fi re by 

trying to denounce or publicly suppress those 
individuals who choose to speak out.”

Yet even today there still exists the view 
that sport and politics don’t mix – an argument 
Carlos believes is “ridiculous.”

That was the line of Avery Brundage, the 
IOC president between 1952 and 1972 and an 
infamous anti-semite, who dubbed Smith and 
Carlos’s 1968 protest as a “nasty demonstration 
against the American fl ag by negroes.”

But as Carlos points out, one person’s poli-
tics is another person’s non-politics.

Brundage long campaigned for South 
Africa’s inclusion in the Olympics, arguing that 
a country’s internal politics should be ignored 
while conveniently overlooking the fact that 
allowing the apartheid state’s inclusion would 
also be a political move and one which would 
give them legitimacy.

“The Olympic Games and politics are like a 
marriage,” Carlos argues. “You can’t say: ‘Oh, 
I’ll put my head in the glass box and won’t pull 
it out.’ People need to open their eyes. Political 
is correct when the powers that be want it to be, 
but if anyone else goes down that line and in a 
way they don’t like they kick up a big stink.”

I wonder what issues Carlos would be 
campaigning for if he were 40 years younger 
and competing at July’s Games.

“That’s a hard question,” says Carlos, lean-
ing back in his chair. “There’s obviously the 
issue of sexual preference. There’s the economic 
growth of the Olympic Committee – corporate 

entities have come in with a lot of money and 
taken over the sport.”

I suggest that perhaps Saudi Arabia’s refusal 
to send a women’s team to the London Games 
might be an issue that a young John Carlos 
would have targeted.

“That’s been in their culture for aeons,” 
he says after much thought. “But certainly the 
IOC wouldn’t get involved in that. I think they 
would just sidestep the issue and keep moving.”

Carlos seems reluctant to delve too deeply 
into the issue. He is clearly of the view that the 
US has historically not always been in the best 
position to preach to others. “We can’t act like 
we’re this clean, purifi ed people, saviours to 
society who do everything right, because we’ve 
been just as guilty as (apartheid) South Africa 
and many other countries,” he says.

That Carlos has felt ashamed of his country 
comes across loudly in his book. He still has 
good reason to feel resentful of a homeland, 
which robbed him of his livelihood, brutalised 
his family and ultimately left him penniless.

Yet he has been proved to be on the right 
side of history. His legacy has endured and fl our-
ished, while the stock of those who opposed him, 
most notably Brundage, has fallen spectacularly.

Later that day, Carlos addresses a 
1,000-strong audience in London, where he 
receives a standing ovation. It is a recognition 
that is long overdue.
Morning Star 

Carlos and his US team-mate Tommie Smith shocked the world and especially the IOC by using 
the medal podium to protest against a range of issues.
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Tony Cartalucci

The UN according to Associated 
Press, has stated that, “most of 
the 108 victims of a massacre in 
[Houla] Syria were shot at close 
range, some of them women, 
children and entire families gunned 
down in their own homes.” The UN 
has also stated that militants, not 
Syrian soldiers, were responsible 
for the massacre. The report cites 
“witness accounts” claiming the 
militants were “pro-government 
thugs known as shabiha,” while 
the Syrian government has claimed 
the militants were foreign-backed 
armed terrorists.

This stands in stark contrast to the 
original narrative the US, UK, France 
and other NATO members have used 
to accuse the Syrian government for 
the atrocities, and even as the basis to 
expel Syrian diplomats. As stated by 
UK Foreign Offi ce minister Alistair 
Burt, “We are appalled at what 
appears to be credible reports that the 
Syrian regime has been responsible 
for the deaths of 92 civilians in Houla, 
including 32 children. The UN Head 
of Mission has been able to confi rm 
the numbers and also that artillery 
tank shells have been used. If this 
is the case then it’s an act of pure, 
naked savagery and we condemn it 
in the most strongest possible terms.”

Clearly Burt was not reading 
credible reports, nor has he or his gov-
ernment made any credible attempts 
to retract their earlier accusations now 
confi rmed to be fabrications. Instead, 
what the West has done is distort 
each new piece of actual evidence 
that emerges, as the Syrian govern-
ment and their Russian counterparts 
struggle to objectively ascertain what 
happened in Houla, Syria.

An example of this comes from 
the UK Guardian, who contradicting 
its own earlier reports, began citing 
“witness” accounts admittedly pro-
vided by Syrian opposition leaders and 
seemingly custom-tailored to refute the 
latest evidence presented by Russia 
before the UN Security Council.

At the moment, only Russia has 
observed that not enough evidence 
exists to blame either side, and insists 
that “the blame must be determined 
objectively.” Paradoxically, the West, 
who justifi es its global interventions 
and institutions via “international 
rule of law,” seems intent on trying, 
convicting, and executing the Syrian 
government as quickly as possible, 
seemingly desperate to do so exactly 

before “blame can be determined 
objectively.”

In the wake of the Houla massa-
cre, and evidence exposing the West’s 
initial narrative of Syrian troops 
“shelling to death” around 100 people 
to be categorically false, people are 
struggling to understand just what 
happened. The Guardian has chosen 
to post unverifi ed witness accounts 
produced by the “Free Syrian Army” 
(FSA), seemingly custom tailored to 
refute evidence brought by Russia to 
the UN Security Council. The BBC 
has admitted that only “most” of the 
accounts they’ve received implicated 
what they “believe” were Syrian 
troops, or pro-government militias –
and by doing so, imply that some did 
not and have told a different account.

As the window of opportunity 
closes for the West to exploit the blood-
shed at Houla, the Western media is 
increasingly backpedalling, retracting, 
and being caught in a crossfi re of their 
own lies and propagandising. The 
BBC was caught initially using years’ 
old photos from Iraq for their Houla 
coverage, while papers and networks 
across the board have had to adjust 
their narratives entirely as each new 
piece of verifi ed evidence emerges.

What is known is that Syrian 
troops were engaged with armed mili-
tants of the FSA in and around Houla. 
Syrian troops, as they have been doing 
throughout the confl ict, were using artil-
lery and tanks to target heavily fortifi ed 
opposition positions from a distance. 
During or shortly after this exchange, 
opposition forces began entering homes 
and killing families with knives and 
small arms fi re. The FSA claim the 
militants were pro-government militias 
while the government claims they were 
foreign-backed Al-Qaeda terrorists, 
known to be operating throughout 
the country. What they weren’t, by all 
accounts, were Syrian troops.

A recent “editorial” out of the 
Globe and Mail claims that Russia’s 
position that opposition forces were 
involved in the massacre is “laugh-
able”. However, this is divorced 
from not only reality, but also from a 
complete understanding of modern 4th 
generation warfare. From Venezuela 
to Thailand, Western backed opposi-
tion groups have triggered unrest and 
used it as cover to pick off members 
of their own movement, to then blame 
on the targeted government and 
compound any given confl ict until a 
critical mass is reached, and a targeted 
government is toppled.
Information Clearing House 

West’s Houla Syria 
narrative crumbles

Residents of the Syrian town of Houla conducting a mass burial.

Some questions on 
the rights of labour
WFT Unions statement on the occasion of the election for 
Director General of the International Labour Organisation
May 28 is the date for the elec-
tions at the ILO to elect a new 
Director General to replace the 
Chilean Juan Somavia. The 
World Federation of Trade Unions 
(WFTU), representing 82 million 
workers and affiliates in 120 
countries, considers that instead 
of referring to the characteristics 
of each of the candidates, the most 
important aspects to take into 
account are the following:

1. If we ask millions of employ-
ees and unemployed workers in 
every country on the fi ve continents 
about their views on the impact of 
the ILO in their countries and the 
benefi ts for workers, the answer is 
almost unanimous: it is useless for 
them. In the last decades the rights 
and gains of workers have been cut 
and fundamental ILO conventions 
are blatantly violated. What will the 
new Director General of the ILO do 
to reverse this situation?

2. In the Governing Body of 
the ILO there are representatives 
of governments and employers that 
have imposed neo-liberal policies 

and adjustment plans in their 
respective countries, undermining 
the rights of workers and violating 
the international labour standards 
(ILS). For this reason, the ILO is 
not refl ected as an organisation 
in defence of workers. What is 
the position of the new Director-
General on these issues?

3. The current situation of quan-
dary for workers requires a Director 
General free of the infl uence and 
pressure from such governments 
and employers that undermine the 
ILS, acting against the values of 
the ILO. Does the new Director 
General intend to take a truly inde-
pendent attitude?

4. Under the current structure 
of the ILO, in the decision-making 
bodies and the Governing Body, 
there is a monopoly of a single 
trend of interests of neo-liberal 
governments, employers and the 
leaderships of one part of the work-
ers’ representation. Would the new 
Director General be willing to drive 
the changes needed to break the 
monopoly and allow plural partici-
pation in the Governing Body with 
proportional representation of the 
other group of opinion in the work-
ers’ group?

5. The WFTU considers it 
necessary to modify the structure 
and regulations of the ILO to adapt 
them to the current conditions in 
order to be an effi cient instrument 
to guarantee unconditional respect 
for the conventions and fundamen-
tal rights of workers. Does the new 
Director General intend to promote 
such changes?

6. The ILO at central and 
regional level as well as the new 
Director General must respect the 
autonomy and self determination 
of the unions. They must respect 
the decisions, the foundations and 
the democratic functioning of trade 
unions. Unfortunately, lately these 
principles are being violated and 
the management and administration 
services of the ILO intervene in the 
internal affairs of unions, trying 

to support some of them over the 
others, promoting some unions and 
unfairly blaming others, etc. This 
phenomenon is against the founding 
objectives of the ILO. The WFTU 
condemns such phenomenon and 
it will continue the struggle for 
equality among all unions, equality 
irrespective of ideological, political 
and trade union differences.

7. Just as the peoples of the 
planet demand the democratisation 
of the Organisation of the United 
Nations (UN), all of us who form 
the WFTU demand the democ-
ratisation of the ILO. Would the 
new Director General be willing to 
promote a true democratization of 
the ILO?

8. The WFTU considers that 
under the conditions of the deep 
crisis of the capitalist system and 
the increase of imperialist aggres-
sion, the ILO should support the 
struggles of workers, pensioners, 
unemployed workers, poor people 
and immigrants; it should defend 
trade union rights, democratic and 
trade union freedoms and free col-
lective bargaining. The challenges 
for the ILO, its cadres and its new 
Director General are enormous.

9. The geographical composi-
tion represented by the General 
Directors of the ILO throughout 
history, shows that for 78 years, 
eight General Directors were from 
developed capitalist countries (two 
from United States, Britain and 
France, one from Belgium and 
Ireland). The fi rst Latin American 
Director-General was the Chilean 
Juan Somavia, elected in 1999 to 
the present.

The WFTU and its affi liates 
are willing to work with the ILO 
in order to clear our concerns and 
questions; to implement these aspi-
rations, guided by the Athens Pact, 
the central document adopted at the 
XVI World Trade Union Congress.

The Secretariat
www.wftucentral.org
info@wftucentral.org

international@wftucentral.org

Perth
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The closer the presidential elections 
in Mexico, the more brazen is the 
campaign on television and in the 
media, designed to convince voters 
that the polls by a wide margin are 
led by the new protégé of the US 
State Department, Enrique Peña 
Nieto. However, a preliminary vote 
in the largest universities in the 
country showed that the number 
of votes for the leftist candidate 
Andres Manuel Lopez Obrador 
is 85 percent. Lopez Obrador in 
his election campaign is betting 
on politically active young people 
and social networks. In its form 
it is similar to the “Arab spring”, 
but in essence it is very different.

Mexico is a major US foothold in 
Latin America and the only country 
in the region that, without limitation, 
lost its sovereignty under the pressure 
of its aggressive policy. The direct 
control of the territories of Canada 
and Mexico is discussed in the 
statutes of the so-called “Northern 
Command”, created in October of 
2002.

The document states that all of 
North America from Alaska to the 
Mexican state of Chiapas is under 
the unifi ed command of the Pentagon. 
In everyday life, the US rules the 
country through the representation of 
the DEA (Drug Enforcement Agency) 
and other special services under the 
pretext of combating drug traffi cking, 
blackmailing with strengthening of 
immigration laws. Over 12 million 
Mexicans reside in the US.

Making sure that the candidate 
of the ruling National Action Party 
(PAN) Hozefi na Vazquez Mota will 
lose in the fi rst round of the elections 
on July 1, the United States made 
a bet on the leader of another right 
Institutional Revolutionary Party 
(PIR). Much is at stake: if Lopez 
Obrador wins, the plan Merida, 
supposedly coordinating the fi ght 
against drug traffi cking and organised 
crime, and in fact controlling nearly 
all spheres of the government, will 
be threatened.

Therefore, to ensure the victory of 

Peña Nieto, television and the media 
got involved. Public opinion polls 
where Peña Nieto leads by a margin 
of 20 points, are being broadcast. 
However, the real numbers show 
Nieto’s advantage of only eight to 
nine points with recent negative 
changes. He contributed to this once 
he could not name the authors of three 
books that infl uenced his life, the price 
of tortillas and was grossly mistaken 
when estimating subsistence level, 
reducing it by half.

Of course, it was necessary 
to improve the image of “the new 
president of Mexico,” as the US calls 
him, so Peña was asked to speak 
against the prospect of legalising 
drugs to tackle drug-related crime. 
However, it is clear to everyone that in 
domestic policy he will continue the 
liberal policy of President Calderon, 
who for four years of his reign, 
according to the Centre for Economic 
Analysis of the Department of the 
National Autonomous University 
of Mexico, led to an increase in 
unemployment from 6.5 to 8.7 
million.

López Obrador who leads the 
National Revival Movement of the left 
(Movimiento Regeneración Nacional 
- MRN) has the opposite position. If 
he becomes president, he will join 
the leftist governments of Brazil, 
Argentina, Peru, and will become 
an ally of the more radical left-wing 
bloc of ALBA (Bolivarian Alliance for 
the Americas). In 2006, Washington 
decided to challenge López Obrador 
by falsifying the election results. 
Undoubtedly, this will be done now. 
The price of the issue is too high.

So far, everything is done in order 
to discredit Obrador. In the media he 
is presented as a “secret admirer of 
Chávez.” Meanwhile, his program is 
a real alternative, and has a different 
solution for the problem of combating 
drug traffi cking that costs Mexico 
50,000 lives. Lopez Obrador rejects 
the current strategy of the “war on 
drug cartels,” used by Washington 
and the Calderon government to 
justify the use of the US Army in the 
Mexican territory.

The fi ght against drug crime will 

be continued by the police and other 
specifi c and relevant bodies. Obrador 
promises to invalidate the agreements 
of the administration of Calderon with 
the US humiliating to the national 
sovereignty, in particular, the plan of 
Merida. He opposes the privatisation 
of Petroleos Mexicanos, advocates 
for the “sovereignty” of food and 
the creation of 7,000 jobs for young 
professionals.

Ignored by television, Lopez 
Obrador has adopted social networks. 
On his appeal on Sunday, May 20, 
rallies and marches took place not 
only in major cities in Mexico, 
but also in Argentina, Germany, 
Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Canada, 
Chile, Cuba, Spain, and the United 
States. Preliminary elections were 
conducted in the largest universities 
of the country that showed that young 
people support Obrador by a margin 
of 80-85 percent.

Another evidence of his 
strength is the fact that the National 
Security Committee of the House of 
Representatives in the US Congress 
held a meeting on the impact of 
possible changes in strategy by the 
next president of Mexico. The US 
experts do not rule it out. “This 
would be a very serious blow to the 
efforts we have made over the past 
six years in the government of Felipe 
Calderon,” said DEA Special Agent 
Douglas Coleman.

The fate of Mexico will depend 
on the activity of the young voters 
who have always been passive in 
the past. This is 14 million people, 
of which 3.5 million will vote for the 
fi rst time. The US should keep Mexico 
at whatever cost, and if the peaceful 
solution does not work, a pretext for 
an invasion is being prepared.

On April 3 at the summit of North 
America (United States, Mexico and 
Canada), President Obama said: 
“We see the increasing power of 
those involved in drug traffi cking 
in the countries close to us. I think 
we should be concerned with what’s 
happening in Mexico and Central 
America, because when there are 
families, women and innocent 
children who are shot on the streets, 
that’s everyone’s problem, not just 
their problem.” What is this if not an 
occasion for an open US intervention 
in Mexico?
pravda.ru 

USA prepares open 
intervention in Mexico?

International

GREECE: The leader of the left-wing Syriza party has renewed 
his pledge to scrap the country’s austerity deal with the EU and 
IMF after retaking the lead in opinion polls. Addressing sup-
porters in Athens ahead of crucial June 17 elections, Alexis 
Tsipras said: “We insist that you can either implement the 
bailout deal or overturn it. “We will overturn it as soon as par-
liament opens.” A survey published on Wednesday gave 
his party an estimated 30 per cent of the vote, followed 
by the right-wing New Democracy party at 26.5 per cent. 

TURKEY: Prosecutors have asked parliament to lift the immunity 
of eight Kurdish MPs to pave the way for their trial on charg-
es of alleged membership in the banned Kurdistan Workers 
Party, or PKK. Six legislators from the progressive Peace 
and Democracy Party (BDP), including chairman Selahattin 
Demirtas, as well as two independent MPs are accused of ties 
to the armed opposition group. They face up to 10 years in pris-
on if convicted. The BDP, which calls for greater cultural rights 
for Kurdish citizens, has 29 MPs in the 550-seat parliament.

PALESTINE: Israel has handed over the bodies of 91 
Palestinian militants to authorities in the West Bank, appar-
ently in an effort to induce Palestinian President Mahmoud 
Abbas to renew peace talks. All 91 were killed either in sui-
cide bombings or other attacks on Israeli targets. At least 
one of the attacks dated back to the 1970s. Mr Abbas has 
said he will not resume negotiations until Tel Aviv stops 
expanding illegal settlements in the Occupied Territories.

FRANCE: A French journalist freed by the Revolutionary Armed 
Forces of Colombia (FARC) revealed he was “not worried” during 
a month-long period of captivity. Speaking on French television a 
day after his release, Romeo Langlois said FARC rebels initially 
thought he might be a member of the US or Israeli military forces 
that accompany Colombian troops on some counter-insurgency 
operations. “My only concern was that during the combat I lost 
my press card, so at fi rst they didn’t know my identity,” he said.

GERMANY: The national labour agency has report-
ed that the country’s unemployment rate dropped below 7 
percent in May. The agency said the rate fell from 7 percent 
in April to 6.7 percent in May, with the total number of unem-
ployed people down 108,000 to 2.86 million. Germany has 
led the 17-member state eurozone with two years of eco-
nomic growth, though it’s expected to grow by less than 
1 percent this year after expanding by 3 percent in 2011.

Global Briefs
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The first 
casualty – 
again
There is a well-known saying, “The fi rst 
casualty of war is truth”, and certainly 
aggressors, or those who mean to profi t 
from a war, have no hesitation in lying 
about who caused the war, or who should 
be punished for it.

The world’s people will no longer accept 
that governments have the right to wage wars 
for the profi t of their ruling elite or to seize the 
territory or resources of neighbouring countries, 
still less to deny a third country access to ports 
or energy facilities. So those who would covet 
these things resort to lies to justify their actions.

NATO’s war on Libya was justifi ed with 
horror stories of massacres of civilians by the 
Gaddafi  government, when all the verifi able 
evidence indicated that any killings were the 
work of the motley collection of mercenaries 
and foreign “special forces” from the NATO 
countries themselves.

Now the same scenario is being played out 
again, this time against Syria, a strategic Russian 
ally at the other end of the Mediterranean. NATO 
countries openly and blatantly acknowledge that 
they are not only arming “insurgents” in Syria 
but are paying them. These mercenaries are 
drawn from US allies Saudi Arabia and Turkey 
and from Saudi client the United Arab Emirates. 
French special forces are reported to be heavily 
involved also (certainly France and French oil 
combine Total are taking a particular interest 
in events in the region, as they did in Libya).

Unfortunately for NATO, Syria is proving 

a tough nut to crack. The puppet NATO “insur-
gents”, the so-called Free Syrian Army, have 
been routed more than once and only foreign 
support (and foreign troops) is keeping their 
“insurgency” alive. In Libya, NATO was able to 
misinterpret a UN resolution so that it allowed 
them to launch an air war against the country 
under cover of an apparent UN mandate. While 
the politicians argued, NATO was able to 
infl ict thousands of casualties and tremendous 
infrastructure destruction on the country, while 
posing as the good guy.

After the fall of the Gaddafi  government, 
NATO’s “insurgents” carried out a wholesale 
massacre of workers from sub-Saharan Africa 
living in Libya. No NATO leader condemned 
this outrage or took any action against it. 
And yet today, those same NATO leaders 
are posing as the champions of the weak and 
defenceless. 

In Libya, NATO had accused the govern-
ment of using artillery to attack its own civilians. 
This argument was also tried in Syria, but with 
less success. Journalists and various experts 
summoned to view the “victims of government 
shelling” in the town of Homs raised awkward 
questions, such as why so many of the victims 
had obviously died from small arms fi re at close 
range, or had even been stabbed to death?

The same questions were raised with the 
most recent massacre allegation, in the town 
of Houla. The whole world was subjected to 
heart-rending news reports, especially from the 
BBC, showing rows of white-shrouded bodies  
– many of them the size of children – lined up 
for burial in mass graves. The accompanying 
commentary coyly explained: “we cannot show 
you the decapitated bodies of small children” 
and went on in that vein. Bob Carr rushed to 
expel two Syrian diplomats and other countries 
did the same.

But the principal photo used to illustrate 
the “Houla massacre” has been identifi ed as 
showing bodies that are not even in Syria, let 
alone in Houla!

Italian photographer Marco di Lauro who 
takes photographs for Getty Images picture 
agency, originally took the shot on March 27, 
2003; it depicts an Iraqi boy jumping over 
dozens of white body bags containing skel-
etons found in a desert south of Baghdad. The 
image, which is published on Marco di Lauro’s 
website, is part of his story Iraq, the Aftermath 
of Saddam.

Di Lauro told Britain’s Daily Telegraph he 
nearly “fell off his chair” after fi nding his picture 
on the BBC’s website with a caption reading: 
“Photo from Activist. This image – which cannot 
be independently verifi ed – is believed to show 
bodies of children in Houla awaiting funeral.”

“What I am really astonished by is that a 
news organisation like the BBC doesn’t check 
the sources and it’s willing to publish any picture 
sent it by anyone: activist, citizen journalist or 
whatever. That’s all,” the photographer told The 
Daily Telegraph.

“Someone is using someone else’s picture 
for propaganda on purpose,” he added.

Meanwhile, political analyst Ibrahim 
Alloush told Moscow TV news channel RT 
that the way the attack was done and its tim-
ing “make it obvious” that Damascus was not 
responsible. “It would not make sense for the 
Syrian army to commit these massacres and 
withdraw, and then just let the rebels come 
and take photos and make documentaries about 
them,” he explained.

Alloush believes the crimes were committed 
“by the armed gangs supported from abroad, 
from … NATO specifi cally through Turkey. 
They also attacked the national hospital in the 
region and they set fi re to it. Then they turned to 
civilian houses in some of the neighboring vil-
lages and they started killing indiscriminately,” 

he said, emphasising that among those killed 
were people loyal to Syrian President Assad.

Alloush also said that the timing of the 
attack makes it look suspicious.

“These crimes have come at a point when 
a political solution whas slated for the Syrian 
question, and these people do not want to see 
a political solution – instead they want to see 
an armed intervention, an international foreign 
intervention in Syria under pretext of mas-
sacres,” he concluded. And that conclusion 
is becoming more obvious all the time, a fact 
that is making the NATO allies more and more 
desperate to fi nd a viable excuse for military 
intervention.

Almost certainly there will be another bar-
baric slaughter of civilians somewhere in the 
region as imperialism tries to create that excuse 
it so desperately needs. When it does, we can 
be sure of two things: an obedient mass media 
will give the concocted “evidence” full cover-
age, and our Foreign Minister will be in the 
front ranks of those rushing to support NATO 
and the US. 

Letters / Culture & Life

20 years after the 
Mabo decision the 
struggle for land 
rights continues!

On June 3 we commemorated the 
20th anniversary of a landmark 
decision in the High Court of 
Australia that granted native 
title to the Marian people of Mer 
(Murray) Island.

On this anniversary we pay our 
respect to the traditional custodians of 
the land, the family of Koiki (Eddie) 
Mabo and the new generation of 
Indigenous Australians who continue 
the struggle.

It was the brave decision of 
Koiki Mabo to defy the Terra Nullius 
concept used by the Crown to dispos-
sess Aboriginal Australians of their 
traditional lands.

The long ten-year fi ght heralded 
by Koiki Mabo on behalf of his peo-
ple was a big step for the struggle of 
indigenous Australians to land rights.

Twenty years after the High 
Court decision Aboriginal people in 

Australia and other parts of the world 
face a reinvigorated attack against 
their spiritual sense of belonging to 
mother earth that is an impossible 
concept for the owners of capital. 
The capitalist in their rapacious greed 
only see wealth from exploitation 
with no regard for people and the 
environment.

Coalition and ALP governments 
have successively undermined the 
right to Land Rights by Aboriginal 
people. The intervention in the 
Northern Territory continues and 
deepens under the current ALP 
federal government for example. 
More recently actions to further 
undermine or completely extinguish 
Native Title in the interest of mul-
tinational mining corporations are 
under way. 

We must stand together with the 
Aboriginal people in their struggle 
to fi ght against what has become a 
second dispossession of their land. 
The Communist Party of Australia 
stands side by side with Indigenous 
Australians for their full recognition 
and full rights to their traditional land.

Vinnie Molina
CPA President

Getting them young
Gambling dominates the economies 
of all the states. For example, once 
a casino is opened it will never 
be closed, no matter how many 
laws it breaks. A recent review 
of internet gambling on line left 

a loophole that allows children 
access to gambling-style games on 
their phones.

Get them hooked as children and 
you’ve got them for life. The review 
did note that such games could “nor-
malise” gambling attitudes in children 
and teens.

Anti-gambling campaigner, 
Senator Nick Xenophon, said of the 
review of the Interactive Gambling 
Act, “It hasn’t made a recommenda-
tion on a loophole that stings thou-
sands of Australians and softens them 
up for more losses down the track”.

But the review did recommend 
liberalising the industry, including a 
fi ve-year trial of legal online poker 
games!

Bruce Patrick
Melbourne

Shooters in 
national parks 
a public safety risk
So, the NSW government wants 
to open 79 national parks and 
reserves to hunters, under the guise 
of shooting feral animals. These 
volunteer hunters will have what 
are superfi cial rules monitored by 
the state’s Environment Minister.

But it turns out experts in the 
Department of Environment in 2008 
warned against allowing recreational 
hunting in national parks. Advice from 
the department’s head of pest manage-
ment told the then Labor government: 
“National parks are open to the public 

for a wide variety of recreational 
uses, including walking, sightsee-
ing, bicycle riding, horse riding and 
for use by amateur and professional 
conservationists.

“Thus there would be serious 
public safety implications if recrea-
tional hunting was allowed in national 
parks.”

The report went on to warn that 
there would be a change in the public 
perception of national parks which 
would lead to a decline in visitor 
numbers.

Also I note that the union which 
represents park rangers, the Public 
Service Association, has directed 
its members not to assist with any 
activity involved with establishing 
recreational hunting in national parks. 
The union says the government’s deci-
sion “poses a serious risk to the safety 
of park rangers, visitors, wildlife and 
the environment”.

All this to carry out the theft of 
people’s assets i.e. support from the 
Shooters and Fishers Party for the 
sell-off of the state’s electricity sup-
pliers. Criminal.

Richard Nicholls
Sydney

Short term gain

Did she know or was she kept in 
the dark? Was Julia Gillard told 
about the decision to bring in 
over 1,700 workers to work in the 
resources industry or do mining 
magnates dictate migration rules? 

Workers are being laid off here 
every day. Every day there is a 
story about another company going 
into liquidation and just closing 
down, bringing down any number 
of small contractors.

Governments have been told for 
years to make sure there are enough 
apprentices trained in different pro-
fessions. It all fell on deaf years. 
Natural resources which should 
benefi t everybody who lives here are 
being exploited for the benefi t of the 
very few. Such is their arrogance that 
they do not even pay even their fair 
share of taxes.

Now they also want to have a 
completely disposable workforce. 
What next? Offi cial slavery? Any 
self-respecting government has a 
duty to govern in a way that pro-
vides citizens with decent living 
conditions. Pandering to the rich at 
the expense of the majority of the 
population is sick.

All those schemes and deals – 
allowing in migrants who are prepared 
to invest $5 million etc are gimmicks. 
Years ago there was a business migra-
tion scheme favouring the rich (also 
introduced by Labor, by the way). It 
did not do much for the country but 
allowed a number of middlemen to 
become rich. If Gina Rinehart is short 
of workers there is a way to deal with 
the problem – pay extra to the workers 
who are already here. Isn’t it how it 
should be when the supply is short.

T Southern
Brisbane

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

The principal photo used to illustrate the “Houla massacre” has been identifi ed as showing bodies 
that are not even in Syria, let alone in Houla!
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Sun Jun 10 – 
Sat Jun 16 

First up, don’t miss the telem-
ovie Mabo (ABC1 Sunday 

June 10 at 8.30pm) based on the 
life of Eddie Mabo and his wife 
Bonita, who waged the seminal land 
rights struggle in the inhospitable 
environment of Joh Bjelke Petersen’s 
Queensland.

In the fi nal episode of Origins 
Of Us (ABC1 Tuesday June 

12 at 8.30pm), English anatomist Dr 
Alice Roberts looks at the way the 
human brain has more than quadru-
pled in size since our ancestors split 
away from other apes. Dr Roberts 
also looks at the way the evolution 
of our big brains has helped in our 
development of tools and tool use, and 
in turn has itself been infl uenced by 
our use of tools (something Marxists 
will remember Engels wrote about).

This uncompromisingly scien-
tifi c series has no truck with pseudo-
scientifi c notions such as “intelligent 
design” or the like: its concern is 
strictly evolution, not as theory but as 
fact. Dr Roberts distinguishes between 
the brain and the mind, making the 
point that the origin of the mind is 
physical: “the mind is a product of 
our brain”.

This final episode is wide-
ranging, encompassing the role of 
language, the physical price paid by 
women because of the sheer size of 
our big-brained babies, the benefi ts 
to our species of the fact that female 
humans live several decades beyond 

their child-bearing years, and especial-
ly the role played at different stages 
in our evolution by climate change. 

This last point is a signifi cant 
factor in answering the question, why 
of the numerous species of humans 
that evolved on Earth, is ours – homo 
sapiens – the only one that has sur-
vived? In a previous episode, Dr 
Roberts investigated the evolution of 
humans’ erect posture and long legs, 
and showed how these attributes ide-
ally fi tted us for hunting game – on 
foot – on the African savannah. In this 
last episode, we see how our most 
recent neighbours, the Neanderthals, 
who had evolved ideally for living 
in the forest on the edge of the ice 
sheet, could not adapt as quickly as 
homo sapiens to a rapidly changing 
environment, and were unable to 
compete with our ancestors, instead 
dying out. 

Which left our species as the only 
humans on the planet.

The latest comedy series from 
Ricky Gervais and Stephen 

Merchant, Life’s Too Short (ABC1 
Wednesdays at 9.00pm from June 
13) is a faux documentary suppos-
edly being made about dwarf actor 
(and agent for other dwarfs) Warwick 
Davis. Davis co-created the series 
with Gervais and Merchant, and 
their style of humour is very similar: 
a mix of cringe-making gaucherie 
and attempts at corporate boss 
insensitivity. 

It is all carried out with such 
aplomb that, unless you are told that 
it is only a mock documentary, Davis 
comes across as a very unpleasant 
little twerp. Once you twig that it is 
pure Ricky Gervais, fi ction not fact, 
then it becomes very clever observa-
tional comedy.

Each episode features guest 
appearances by major stars who go 
out of their way to present a side of 
themselves not normally seen. In the 
fi rst episode, fi lm star Liam Neeson 
visits Gervais and Merchant claiming 
he wants to branch out into stand-up 
and improv. His material however is 

singularly unsuitable (his characters 
all have AIDS or terminal cancer, for 
example).

It is all very clever, as you would 
expect from Gervais and Merchant, 
but I get the impression that the latter 
pair are having much more fun (and 
laughing more) than the TV audience 
will. Nevertheless, there is no denying 
it has its moments.

When the ABC is eventually 
privatised and becomes 

another commercial channel, it will 
unfortunately be ready to compete 
with its rivals thanks to the experi-
ence of making shows like Photo 
Finish (ABC1 Thursdays at 8.00pm 
from June 14). The series is in the 
form of a competition each week by 
three amateur photographers to take 
a photograph using a camera supplied 
by the producers (Southern Star) in 
a format or genre selected by the 
producers.

They are given a set time in which 
to carry out the assignment and three 
judges critique their efforts and award 
a prize for the best picture. Viewers 
and judges will frequently not see 
eye to eye, and the host, Andrew 
Günsberg co-hosted six seasons of 
Australian Idol, so the series cannot 
fail, can it?

It is not as dire as it could have 
been, but by the same token it is not 
as good as it should have been. It 
would help if they changed the host 
for someone less plastic.

Australia in the second half 
of the 19th century was a 

hotbed of political ferment, encom-
passing the struggle to end convict 
labour, for miners’ rights on the gold-
fi elds, for trade union rights, against 
participation in imperial wars and for 
the rights of women.

The last of these struggles, that 
for the rights of women, is the subject 
of the Screen Australia production 
The Utopia Girls (ABC1 Thursday 
June 14 at 9.30pm). Subtitled How 
Women Won The Vote, this is a very 
well made archival documentary 
tracing the growth of the struggle 

by women in Australia to gain the 
vote, so that they could change the 
oppressive laws that denied them 
basic rights.

The struggle was crowned 
eventually with spectacular success: 
South Australia led the way, becoming 
the first place anywhere to give 
women vote (and possibly even 
more notable, also to extend them 
the right to stand in elections). When 
Federation came, the South Australian 
legislation was extended to the whole 
country, a world fi rst.

There was opposition of course 

from reactionaries who argued that 
women did not have the “capacity” 
to understand political issues, but the 
campaign waged by women to achieve 
the vote itself gave the lie to that.

The program, researched, 
co-written and presented by Dr Clare 
Wright, is well constructed and uses a 
wealth of historical visuals. It centres 
on fi ve women who were active in the 
struggle in Australia, but would have 
been even better if the part played by 
the organised working class had been 
recognised. 

Rob Gowland
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Gaelic Club
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Charles Bradley 02 9692 0005
odl_bradley@pacifi c.net.au

www.politicsinthepub.org.au

June 8
NO MEETING – Holiday Weekend

June 15
RESERVE BANK – IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST, 
OR THE PRIVATE INTEREST, OR THEIRS?
Joe Nagy, Finance & Economic Coach; 
Michael Janda, ABC

June 22
AUSTRALIAN POLICE CULTURE – TASERS, GUNS, DEATHS
Michael Kennedy, Dr, Head of Policing Policy Programme, UWS; 
Cameron Murphy, President Council Civil Liberties

June 29
ISRAEL & IRAN – 
WARMONGERING, NUCLEAR THREATS & HYPOCRISY
Noah Bassil, Dr, Macquarie Uni; 
Antony Loewenstein, freelance journalist, author My Israel Question

July 6
DEFENCE DEPARTMENT – 
THE UNCONTROLLABLE & UNACCOUNTABLE MONSTER
Dennis Doherty, Sec. Anti Bases Campaign; 
Wayne Reynolds, Assoc. Prof. History, Newcastle Uni

July 13
UNIVERSITY STAFF CUTS – 
CORPORATE CULTURE TAKES OVER
Jake Lynch, Director Centre Peace & Confl ict Studies, Sydney Uni; 
Freya Bundey & Emma Dall, Uni. Syd. Students

POLITICSin the pub

Sydney

Dr Alice Roberts and the skull of a Neanderthal – 
Origins Of Us (ABC1 Tuesday June 12 at 8.30pm).

Perth Film screening – Will the Real Terrorist Please Stand Up?
4pm Saturday July 7 – Th e Activist Centre 15/5 Aberdeen St. East Perth (Near McIver Station)

A cutting edge fi lm by Saul Landau exploring in-depth US-Cuba 
politics through the story of the Cuban 5, Landau is an Emmy-
winning, internationally-known scholar, author, commentator 
and fi lmmaker. His fi lm Will the Real Terrorist Please Stand Up 
documents a history involving the CIA, violence, and the fi ve Cubans 
now serving long sentences in US prisons.

Th e fi lm features an interview with Gerardo Hernandez, one of the 
Cuban Five, who is currently serving life imprisonment in Victor-ville 
Maximum Security Prison for “conspiracy to commit espionage.” 
Landau also interviews Luis Posada Carriles, Orlando Bosch, and 
others who have acknowledged perpetrating acts of terrorism in Cuba.

Delightful surprises are appearances in the fi lm by Fidel Castro and 
Danny Glover.

Australia Cuba Friendship Society

Contact 0419 812 872 or acfsperth@gmail.com

Gold Coin Donation towards project in Cuba
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Our town is where the Mexican Revolution 
began in 1906, at a time when miners there 
were virtually enslaved. The mine was 
eventually taken over by the government, 
which ran it for many years. Nevertheless, 
over the last hundred years there were many 
strikes in this mine over wages and working 
conditions.

Finally, in 1989, the government stopped 
all operations at the mine, and President Carlos 
Salinas de Gortari declared that the mine was 
bankrupt. In August of that year the government 
sent in federal troops. The miners were expelled 
from the mine, and the mine was closed for three 
months. Then Salinas sold it to private owners, 
Grupo Mexico, the company run by the Larrea 
family. Really, it was basically given away. The 
government had just invested 400 million pesos 
in the ore concentrator alone. Grupo Mexico 
bought the whole mine for 650 million.

Battle after battle
After the Larrea family took over, we’ve 

had nothing but battle after battle with them. 
They are one of the largest mining companies 
in the world, and one of the richest families 
in Mexico. The company was forced to make 
certain commitments in order to take over the 
mine, but they’ve never fulfi lled any of them. 
One was to share with the workers fi ve percent 
of the price they’d paid for the mine. Because 
of their failure, in 2004 we took action to force 
the company to pay what had become by that 
time a debt of 55 million pesos.

After that things became even more diffi cult. 
Before, the government was at least a little 
concerned for our welfare. Now all dialogue 
with the government has been cut off, and they 
give total support to Grupo Mexico.

We went on strike again on June 30, 2007, 
because of the deteriorating conditions in the 
mine. Once the strike started, the federal gov-
ernment, through the labour board, declared it 
illegal several times. Each time we’ve gone to 
court, and the courts have overruled the board 
and restored the strike’s legal status. According 
to the InterAmerican Commission on Human 
Rights, we have a right to return to our jobs.

Once again, on April 14, 2010, the strike 
was declared legal by the courts. Nevertheless, 
at 10 pm the same day the company withdrew 
recognition from our union and broke off its 
employer/union relationship with us. That was 
completely illegal. But the government then 
brought in police and troops, and allowed the 
company to reopen the mine.

At the time we went on strike, there were 
about 1,200 members of our union. Now there 
are still 850 people on strike, fi ve years later. 
The company has tried to buy people off by 
offering them severance pay if they’ll give up 
any claim to their jobs. In my case, after 23 
years working in the mine, they’ve offered me 
1,007,000 pesos [about US$85,000]. They’ve 
said that in addition, they’d give me 830,000 
pesos to try to buy me out. But I won’t take 
their offer, nor will any of the strikers.

We don’t have Social Security medical 

insurance, so the medical care we get comes 
from the company as part of our employment. If 
we take their offer, we will lose all our medical 
care. The 850 strikers have been fi ghting for 
this too. To make matters worse, on Mother’s 
Day in 2008, the company gave us an additional 
gift by closing the hospital where we received 
our care. Counting children and retirees, an 
additional 1,200 people lost their medical care 
because of that.

The government stepped in to provide some 
services, but even though we can see a doctor 
again, we have no money to buy medicine. This 
has hurt our retirees especially, because now 
they have to pay for medicine, where in the 
past the company had to provide it. Some of 
us have severe problems because of working in 
the mine, like silicosis and high blood pressure, 
so doing without medical care is not an option.

Protests
To protest government support for the com-

pany, about 50 miners have gone to Hermosillo, 
the state capital, where they are occupying a 
site near the government building. When they 
come back to Cananea, other workers go to take 
their place. We are not the only local union of 
miners on strike. Section 17 has been on strike 
in Taxco and Section 201 in Zacatecas. We are 
all facing Grupo Mexico.

We are also protesting over what happened 
at Pasta de Conchos in 2006. The union made 
many requests to the Labor Secretary, asking 
that the government conduct inspections of that 
mine. But there were none, and fi nally there 
was a terrible explosion in which 65 miners 
were trapped inside and died. The only thing 
they did was close the mine. The company even 
refused to go in and bring back the bodies, and 
the government backed them up. The company 
and government claimed it was an accident. But 
the president of our union, Napoleon Gomez 
Urrutia, held a press conference and called it 
industrial homicide. After that, the government 
tried to arrest him and he had to fl ee to Canada.

Since we’ve been fi ghting Grupo Mexico, 
we’ve had the fi nancial support of the United 
Steelworkers in the US, who also gave sanctuary 
to our president. That’s how we’ve been able to 
survive. Over 80,000 workers are contributing 
to our ability to go on fi ghting. And we are also 
receiving contributions from our own members 
in Mexico who are still working. So our situ-
ation in Cananea isn’t good, but we’ve been 
able to continue for fi ve years. Our members 
still support the strike totally.

The company has been able to restart pro-
duction, using about 3,000 workers who are 
employed by contractors. There are about 2,000 
federal soldiers guarding them. They’ve turned 
Cananea into an armed camp. They have tow-
ers with machine guns watching over people, 
and you can’t even pass through certain streets 
in the centre of town. This is why we’re sup-
porting Andres Manuel Lopez Obrador in his 
campaign for President in our national elections 
in July. He’s promised that if he’s elected, he’ll 
defend us.

Grupo Mexico is really destroying Cananea. 
The mine pumps water from about 70 wells. 
Cananea, with a population of 30,000, only 
has two or three. The mine is buying up land 
throughout this area, and now has more land 
than the town itself. They use it to dump the 
mine tailings, which have already buried part 
of the old town.

Meanwhile, of the 300 members of our 
union who betrayed us and went back to work, 
only about 50 are left. The only way they’ve 
been able to make the mine run is by bringing in 
3,000 people from outside, from Oaxaca, Puebla 
and other states in the south. The economic situ-
ation in these states is worse than here in the 
north. There’s no work, no jobs there.

Grupo Mexico has built special housing for 
many of the strikebreakers on the mine property, 
called colectivos. They’re like barracks. For 
others, the company rents big houses in town, 
where a lot of them are housed together. The 
company then picks them up in buses in the 
morning and brings them back at night. That 
way it controls them. And the whole economy 
of Cananea has collapsed because these workers 
aren’t living in the area like normal residents. 
Many of them actually come here because we’re 
close to the US border, and they’re thinking 
about jumping the fence. The reality is that the 
economy here is pretty dead.

Back to 1906
Grupo Mexico mistreats these workers. 

It’s gone back to the same conditions people 
rose up against in 1906, when miners went 
on strike for the 8-hour day. The strikebreak-
ers are working 12 hours a day. They all have 
to belong to a protection union, part of the 
CTM [the Confederation of Mexican Workers, 

affi liated to Mexico’s former ruling party, the 
PRI]. Then, after working four or fi ve months, 
the company fi res them. They only get 1,300 
pesos a week [about US$100], so when people 
want to go home, they don’t have enough money 
to get back. Some of the fi red workers wander 
through the streets, begging for help from other 
workers so they can get home.

With people brought in from outside to work 
the mine, the only solution for the people of 
Cananea itself is to leave, to migrate. There’s 
no other work here. Some go to other states, or 
to other cities in northern Mexico. They leave 
by themselves to look for work. Then right after 
they get paid on Friday, they send the money 
home to their families. Most go to the US. 
That’s logical, because the border is only a half 
hour away, and Tucson’s only three hours from 
here. And that’s where the work is. Sometimes 
people just go to work for two or three weeks, 
and then come back, trying to fi nd a way to 
keep on living here. They try to use the work 
in the US to build up their reserves. This also 
happened after the three-month strike in 1998.

The people who are on strike are all people 
who live here, and most of us have been living 
here for generations. The head of our strike 
committee, Jesus Verdugo, is the third genera-
tion in his family to work in the mine. Now 
his children are old enough to work. But if we 
don’t win the strike, they’ll never work here. 
We’re losing our traditions; we’re losing the 
whole history of Cananea. And this is because 
of what Grupo Mexico and the federal govern-
ment are doing to us.

You could say we’re fi ghting for our right 
and ability to keep on living in Cananea.
People’s World 

“103 years of struggle”.

Striking Los Mineros leader 
describes horrifying conditions
Jacinto Martinez is the labour secretary of Section 65 of the Mineros, Mexico’s union 
for miners and one of the oldest unions in the country. His union has been on strike for 
five years at the huge Cananea mine, one of the longest strikes in the history of North 
America. Critical support for this strike has come from US unions including the United 
Steelworkers union, and Los Mineros and the USW have announced their desire to 
merge to form a single organisation. Martinez describes the history of the strike and 
the horrifying conditions in Cananea in an interview with David Bacon.


