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Last week Prime Minister Julia Gillard 
delivered her response to the Gonski review 
of school funding, what she called a National 
Plan for School Improvement. Presented 
as a plan to put Australia in the top fi ve 
internationally for education outcomes, it 
is in reality a neo-liberal recipe to destroy 
quality public education. It rejects the 
proven approach of the most successful 
countries, instead pursuing the failed US 
model of education markets, standardised 
testing, parental “choice”, competition and 
privatisation by stealth.

The “education revolution” is now referred 
to as a “national crusade”. Considering the ori-
gins of the term crusade – a war instigated by 
the church for alleged religious ends, the name 
is quite apt. The churches and their schools 
have a great deal to gain from this crusade. 
Gillard has assured all church and other private 
schools, even the richest, that they will receive 
extra funding.

This is not just about winning over the 
Catholic vote prior to the next elections. It is 
part of a process to eventually put public and 
private* schools on the same footing in regard 
to government funding. At the same time it 
continues the breakdown of a high quality, 
secular, public education system.

Gillard in a speech to the National Press 
Club pointed out that by year three, 89 percent 
of the children from the poorest quarter of 
Australian homes are reading below average. 
She expressed concern, not so much for the 
students who are falling behind, but that it was 
harming Australia’s economy. “Put bluntly, our 
businesses will be unable to compete if our 
children’s education keeps falling behind…. 
To win the economic race, we must fi rst win 
the education race.”

Ironically, retaining the class-based educa-
tion system and strengthening the private/church 
sector will not “win the education race”. Like 
a race, it has a few winners and lots of losers. 
The model is based on competition, on ranking 
of schools, of teachers and students when what 
is required is equity and successful outcomes 
for all schools and students.

The key components of the plan are:
1. Decentralisation of public education 

system: give principals the power of a CEO 
to hire, fi re, promote and reward teachers and 
other staff, and to manage budgets for recurrent 
and minor capital expenditure. State schools 
will gain autonomy similar to that of private 
schools, paving the way for their privatisation. 
They will be encouraged to raise additional 
funding through corporate partnerships and 
from parents and other sources.

Devolution of employment opens the way 
to victimisation of teachers who are militant 
unionists or express their views. It will see the 

employment of more teachers on short-term 
contracts and a casual basis to keep costs down. 
Staffi ng of regional and remote schools will be 
made more diffi cult.

The battle will be on to prevent deregulation 
of hard won gains such as class sizes.

2. Voucher system: state schools will 
receive a set amount per student – called the 
Schooling Resource Standard (SRS). The SRS is 
be based on “what it costs to educate a student at 
the schools we know already get strong results.” 
Extra funding – called “needs loadings” – will 
be attached to individual students from low 
socio-economic backgrounds, to Indigenous 
students, students with a disability and students 
with limited English skills, as well as to help 
with extra costs for small and remote schools.

For private schools, the public (federal plus 
state) contribution will be adjusted to take into 
account “the anticipated level of a school’s 
private contribution”. This will be based on the 
socio-economic status of the school, the highly 
discredited post-code based SES formula. The 
needs loading will be an add-on extra bonus.

The federal government has given a commit-
ment that public funding to these schools will 
not be reduced if the amount calculated is less 
than what they already receive. It will increase 
the amount! It certainly adds a new meaning to 
the word “equity”.

3. Choice and competition: parents, so 

the theory goes, will have a choice between 
schools on a highly competitive education 
market. NAPLAN standardised testing and the 
MySchool website set the basis for comparing 
schools. These tests according to the prime 
minister identify the “worst” and “best” per-
forming schools.

NAPLAN is a crude, narrow measure of 
performance, has little to do with assessing 
educational performance of schools, with all 
the stigma that is attached to “worst” schools 
and their students.

Competition means winners and losers – 
successful and failed. Choice means there are 
signifi cant differences. It is not just a reference 
to curriculum specialisation, but to whether 
a school is secular or non-secular, whether 
it is elite and privileged, whether the school 
offers quality education, has the facilities and 
resources or staffi ng it needs. The outcomes of 
choice depend largely on geographic location 
and wealth. They have little to do with equity.

Parents can look at the results of a rich 
private school and compare them with a local 
high or primary school. The only catch is that the 
richer private schools select the most advantaged 
students and help perpetuate that advantage, the 
Catholic schools give preference to Catholics, 
many refuse to take “problem” students, oth-
ers have no Indigenous students or kids with a 
disability. They are left to the public system.

For example, at the exclusive Barker 
College, almost 80 percent of students are 
from the wealthiest quarter of the population 
and only one percent from the poorest quarter. 
That will not change. Nor will its fees of over 
$20,000 per annum come within reach of work-
ing class parents.

Barker has recurrent income of more than 
$24,000 per student and receives a total of $6.5 
million from state and federal governments. 
The government contribution is set to increase. 
Compare that with a state school attempting 
to educate children from poorer backgrounds 
with around $11,000 spent by government on 
each student. Choice is class based. (See table 
on page 5)

The identifi cation of schools as “worst” 
performers is one step away from the totally 
discredited US model which Gillard is wedded 
to. “Failed” schools are shut down or handed 
over to the private, for-profi t corporate sector 
to drill the “3 Rs” and make a profi t. At present 
we are told that additional funds will be directed 
to “red” (deemed failing on MySchool website) 
schools. But, as they say, watch this space.

The whole process is geared towards the 
commodifi cation of education, facilitating the 
growth of non-secular church schools and the 
entry of big business – in the name of parental 
“choice” and “competition”.

Continued on page 5
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PRESS FUND
Last week the funerals of five Australian soldiers killed in 
Afghanistan were held. How many more young Australians - not 
to mention Afghanis of all ages - have to die before we exit this 
shameful war? The Gillard government replies “when the mission 
is complete”. But that could mean never. On the other hand, those 
who struggle for peace know they will prevail, with lots of hard 
work, perseverance and patience. That’s what the Press Fund needs 
as well, in order to reach our annual target of $14,000, so please 
send in your contribution for the next issue. Many thanks to this 
week’s supporters, as follows:
In loving memory of a good comrade, Mick Power, from those who 
attended his funeral, $709.05 
Mark Mannion $5, KJ Maske $30, “Round Figure” $15.95, 
Connie Villane $20
This week’s total: $780 Progressive total: $7,820

Smoke and mirrors
The cynicism of the Abbott-led opposition is plain for all to 

see. But it has a point. Several of federal Labor’s grand-sounding 
“reforms” have the unmistakeable signs of a “smoke and mirrors” 
routine. The dental scheme, the National Disability Insurance 
Scheme, the response to the Gonski Review of school funding 
and several other much-vaunted schemes appear to commit huge 
volumes of taxpayer dollars to changes to take place sometime in 
the future when the Gillard government may be little more than a 
memory. Implementation of the plans often relies on cooperation 
from unwilling state partners and there is no apparent way to protect 
the “reforms” with an “Abbott-proof fence”, i.e. to prevent a future 
Coalition government simply rescinding them.

Australian voters have had long experience of the process. A new 
government is elected, the country’s books of account are supposedly 
examined and the situation declared worse than admitted by the 
disgraced, outgoing administration. A “razor gang” is hurriedly 
assembled. Queensland Premier Campbell Newman employed former 
federal treasurer Peter Costello to put on this performance recently. 
Public sector job losses are expected to top 14,000 and many services 
to the community are to be cut.

The public is discovering that the Mineral Resource Rent Tax 
(MRRT) is not going to spread the benefi ts of the on-again, off-
again mining boom across the community. It now knows that the 
super-profi table transnationals involved are being well-compensated 
for the effects of the curious, bureaucratic “impost”. When BHP 
Billiton recently announced it was shelving its new mine at Olympic 
Dam, it noted that the MRRT or “mining tax” wasn’t a factor in 
the decision because it doesn’t even apply to copper and uranium.

Last week, it was revealed that operators of Australia’s dirtiest 
power stations will continue to receive carbon tax compensation 
payments from the federal government totalling $5.5 billion despite 
the failure of talks aimed at mothballing the worst offending power-
generating facilities. The companies were demanding a higher price 
for closing them than was on offer.

Alinta Energy in South Australia announced that it was losing 
interest in a solar thermal replacement for its ageing Playford power 
station near Port Augusta. Some of these companies will receive 
more in carbon tax compensation than they are obliged to pay under 
the scheme. Profi ts are healthy thanks, also, to the lower price for 
coal on international markets. The centrepiece of the government’s 
Clean Energy Future package has disappeared.

In other developments, the fl oor price for carbon emissions 
of $15 a tonne was removed late last month to enable a future 
carbon emissions trading scheme in Australia to be linked to the one 
operating in the European Union. The price per tonne in Europe 
is currently about A$10. Most experts agree that a price around 
that mark will do absolutely nothing to change the carbon-emitting 
habits of transnational corporations.

The federal government claims the latest backfl ip will enable 
Australian companies to buy “carbon credits” in Europe, i.e. they 
will be able to buy permits to keep polluting as usual from sellers 
in Europe. Australian businesses will be able to do this from 2015. 
The scheme will operate in both directions in 2018, if everything 
goes according to plan. That’s a big “if”.

Ultimately, backers of these grand trading schemes want the 
concept to go global. In that case polluters in developed industrial 
countries will be able to by credits from poorer countries who could 
well be selling off any possibility for future development.

In Australia, households are being compensated for price 
increases that can be traced to the introduction of the carbon tax. 
The major increase will be in power bills. So we now have a situation 
where the public is being subsidised to keep using electricity at the 
same level and buy it via a retailer from suppliers that have shown 
little inclination to shift to clean, green, energy sources.

The lack of effective measures to combat climate change 
is a scandal. The situation will not be improved by the election 
of an Abbott government. The methods might change but the 
whole reckless, pro-corporate agenda will be maintained or even 
accelerated. The task ahead of left and progressive forces in the 
country is to build an effective political alternative and fast!

Greens leader Christine 
Milne’s first visit to WA
Richard Titelius

Earlier in the week the federal 
Greens took another king hit from 
their partners in government, 
the ALP, when Climate Change 
Minister Greg Combet and 
Minister for Resources and Energy, 
Martin Ferguson, decided to ride 
roughshod over their promise to 
the Greens and the Australian 
electorate to shut down fi ve high 
carbon emission coal fi red power 
stations.

Greens leader Christine Milne 
wasn’t shy in pointing out to the 
corporate media the consequences this 
will have for meeting greenhouse gas 
emission reduction targets.

WA Senator Scott Ludlum intro-
duced Senator Milne to the 250 plus 
people, mostly Greens members, 
offi cials and fellow politicians who 
had come to the Perth Town Hall on 
September 6, to listen to what their 
new federal leader had to say.

Senator Milne began by asking 
the poignant question for this epoch 
of, “What sort of community do we 

want to live in?” and replying that 
despite the earnest beliefs echoed 
by the government and media, that 
it is one predicated by how well we 
look after the economy, the reality is 
that, our communities are under far 
greater threat from global warming 
caused in large part by the actions of 
human beings. 

Senator Milne said that the record 
thawing of the northern polar icecap 
was a barometer of the scale of the 
human tragedy now unfolding. The 
impact of the changes to our climate 
was already being felt around the 
world with food and water shortages 
driving up the availability of land 
to grow crops and the price of food. 

The Arab Spring that began in 
Tunisia was fundamentally about 
high food prices. This was driven by 
a scarcity of food and is a portent of 
civil unrest and wars of the future 
which will be driven by lack of access 
to potable water and crops for food 
production. 

The world’s oceans, added Milne, 
will also become a battleground for 
food as carbon emissions drive an 

increase in the acidity levels and 
temperatures of the waters which are 
killing various marine habitats includ-
ing our coral reefs and the animal and 
plant life which inhabit them.

Senator Milne impressed with 
her knowledge, passion and com-
mitment for the need to change to a 
more sustainable, less consumerist 
and renewable energy based society. 
And on the question of changes, 
reforms, values and ideas necessary 
to achieve the transformations Senator 
Milne, in answer to a question from a 
member of the audience on whether 
there was a need to use more direct 
regulation than market forces could 
manage, responded, “We need to pro-
tect the regulation that we still have 
but market mechanisms still have a 
role to play in solving some of the 
country’s needs”. 

However, Senator Milne also 
acknowledged that we have a fi ght 
on our hands to stop the Gillard 
government from devolving further 
regulation to the states and industry 
itself. 

Guardian special appeal
There are relatively few independ-
ent sources of news and analysis. 
The mass media is owned and 
controlled by big business interests 
and serves those interests. The 
Murdoch media carries a range of 
views, but these are always within 
“safe” limits and rarely pose any 
challenge to the business class. 
There might be a debate such 
as over how to privatise Telstra 
or electricity, but how often do 
you see the question raised of 
whether they should be privatised 
at all? When they talk about “the 
economy” they mean private 
profi ts, not secure well paid jobs, 
health services or education for 
the people.

Just a few months ago 
Murdoch’s Australian claimed that 
the Communist Party had gone out 
of existence! Well it is still here, 
still taking the same principled 
stand in defence of working class 
interests. 

And The Guardian is still here 

and here to stay. But to do this we 
need your help.

Recently we increased the price 
of the paper, while leaving the 
concessional price for subscriptions 
untouched. We are very conscious 
of the diffi culties many readers 
have in meeting their own bills. 
The price still does not meet the 
full cost of production, despite the 
fact our staff are low paid and we 
rely on many volunteers. The Press 
Fund is one means by which we 
attempt to meet that gap.

We are in the process of rede-
signing the appearance of the paper 
and would like to go to full colour 
on some pages. To do this we 
have launched a special appeal to 
raise $10,000 during the month of 
September.

Content, ideology and poli-
tics are not the only differences 
between The Guardian and the 
corporate mass media. The likes of 
Murdoch have billions of dollars 
behind them, vast resources at their 

disposal and hundreds of staff to 
draw on. We are not beholden to 
corporate advertisers, rather adver-
tising is one of the means by which 
we give support to the struggles of 
trade unions, peace, environmental, 
women’s, community and other 
political groups. The Guardian is 
the voice of the working people.

We are producing a special 
Guardian bookmark for anyone 
who makes a contribution to the 
Appeal as a measure of apprecia-
tion. Any individual or organisation 
who contributes $500 or more will 
receive a free 12 months subscrip-
tion to The Guardian. This could be 
a new subscription or an extension 
of an existing one.

All contributions will be 
acknowledged unless otherwise 
requested. We urge you do dig 
deep. This is your paper, the paper 
that puts people before profi ts. 
Please give us your support.

Tom Pearson
Editor

I would like to contribute $________ to the Special Guardian Appeal

Special Guardian Appeal, 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills NSW 2010

Please tick box if receipt is required:    I do not wish my name to be published: 

For contributions over $500: Please send free subscription to: 

The above name & address:  or the following name & address: 



3The Guardian
September 12 2012

Peter Mac

On August 29 a boat carrying 
approximately 150 asylum seekers 
sank in the Sunda Strait en route to 
Christmas Island. Forty-fi ve people 
were rescued, but approximately 
100 died.

That terrible tragedy sank the 
Gillard government’s claims that its 
new policy of mandatory indefi nite 
off-shore detention would discourage 
asylum seekers from boarding leaky 
boats and dying at sea.

The policy, under which asylum 
seekers arriving by boat would be 
detained in Nauru and Papua New 
Guinea’s Manus Island, was barely 
two weeks old.

The government refuses to admit 
to failure, even though other voyages 
were also undertaken by asylum seek-
ers after the policy was initiated. In 
one case asylum seekers rescued by 
a passing freighter expressed extreme 
distress when told they were headed 
for Singapore. The captain then 
decided to take them to Christmas 
Island instead.

The Gillard government subse-
quently declared that the asylum seek-
ers had forced the captain to change 
course, despite his statement that they 
had made no threats against the ship, 
and that his decision was based on a 
concern for their well-being.

A callous and cynical 
policy, doomed to fail

The Gillard government will 
launch a campaign of advertisements 
advising asylum seekers in Indonesia 
that there will be “no advantage” in 
boarding a boat, because even if they 
survive the trip they will be detained 
in Nauru or Manus Island for as long 
as they would have stayed awaiting 
resettlement in Indonesia.

However, neither the advertise-
ments nor the policy itself will prevent 
deaths at sea.

Firstly, it’s a waste of time telling 
asylum seekers they’ll be no better off 
in an Australian-run detention centre. 
Human beings retain hope in the least 
promising circumstances. There will 
always be some asylum seekers who 
will take terrible risks in the search 
for a peaceful and productive new life.

The advertisements’ warning that 
family reunions will not be allowed 
for individuals who take boat voyages 
will ensure that entire families now 
take the risk.

Death at sea is not the only risk 
they face. Those forcibly returned to 
Indonesia can expect beatings, jail 
sentences and demands for payment to 
secure their release. That is a further 
motivation to undertake boat voyages.

Moreover, despite our appalling 
treatment of asylum seekers, Australia 
is widely known as a signatory to 
the UN Refugee Convention, which 
obliges us to treat asylum seekers 
humanely, and to consider applica-
tions for asylum fairly and with 
respect.

Australia is also known as a 
wealthy developed nation which 
provides education for children and 
which has already offered hundreds of 
thousands of former asylum seekers 
asylum and a new life,.

Secondly, there is a limit to the 
tolerance of the public for a policy 
that relies on cruelty in order to deter 
people from coming here. Last week 
leaders of the Catholic and Anglican 
churches issued a joint statement 
expressing deep concern about the 
mandatory indefi nite detention policy.

Thirdly, aspects of the policy 
confl ict with the interests of the 
nations on whom its implementa-
tion depends. Last week the Prime 
Minister of Papua New Guinea, Peter 
O’Neill, stated bluntly that he wanted 
applications for asylum from Manus 
Island detainees to be processed “as 
quickly as possible”.

That contradicts the Gillard gov-
ernment’s avowed intention to detain 

asylum seekers in offshore centres for 
as long as they would have to wait 
for resettlement if they had stayed 
in the transit countries. The current 
anticipated detention time for asy-
lum seekers in Indonesia is about 75 
years! Having thousands of detainees 
eventually die of old age in captivity 
is doubtless not what the PNG govern-
ment had in mind for Manus Island.

A memorandum of understanding 
between the two countries contains 
vague reassurances that Manus Island 
detainees “will have left within as 
short a time as is reasonably necessary 
for implementation of this MOU.” 
Nevertheless, indefi nite detention 
remains as the essence of the new 
policy.

The memorandum of understand-
ing between Australia and Nauru 
discusses the processing of asylum 
applications in terms of “the need 
to ensure as far as possible that no 
benefi t is gained through circumvent-
ing regular migration arrangements.”

Disturbing trends
The new policy confl icts with 

aspects of Australia’s foreign policy, 
regarding not only human rights but 
also national defence and security.

Australia has already sought the 
cooperation of the Sri Lankan gov-
ernment to prevent the exodus of the 
long-persecuted Tamil minority, who 
almost as a matter of course are treated 
by that government as former mem-
bers of the Tamil Tiger separatists.

ASIO appears to have accepted 
at face value Sri Lankan security 
reports on many Tamils who have 
sought asylum here. As a result Tamils 
form a large component of the group 
of approximately 50 asylum seekers 
detained indefi nitely because of secret 
adverse ASIO reports.

Their cases cannot be contested, 
so they are likely to remain in deten-
tion indefi nitely. With no trial they 
have, in effect, been sentenced to life 
imprisonment, for an alleged crime 

that has not been disclosed, and for 
which the government will not release 
the evidence.

The Australian and Indonesian 
governments are discussing an 
agreement to jointly search for and 
rescue asylum seekers. That is very 
welcome, but the Australian gov-
ernment’s underlying motive is to 
gain Indonesian agreement for the 
infamous “turn back the boats” tactic.

A preliminary tacit agreement 
appears to have been reached. 
Indonesia has said it opposes “ship 
to ship” transfers of asylum seekers 
in order to return them to Indonesia. 
However, the asylum seekers rescued 
on August 29 were forcibly returned 
to the Indonesian port of Merak.

In order to gain agreement the 

Australian government has offered 
Indonesia training and funding for 
so-called ”anti-terrorism” operations, 
even though the likely benefi ciary is 
Densus 88, the police paramilitary 
unit responsible for the brutal suppres-
sion of the movement for independ-
ence in West Papua.

Australia’s two major parties 
are united in their determination to 
enforce offshore detention. Defeat of 
the government’s cruel, cynical and 
politically opportunist asylum seeker 
policy will require enormous effort 
and money. But it can and must be 
done, If we don’t, Australia’s treat-
ment of asylum seekers may become 
a national disgrace equivalent in scale 
to that of the stolen generation. 

Australia

New off-shore 
“Pacific solution” 
an immediate 
failure

Pete’s Corner MARIELA CASTRO in SYDNEY
Sexual, gender and women’s rights in CUBA today

6:15pm to 8:30pm Tuesday, October 16

Eastern Avenue Auditorium, University of Sydney

Mariela Castro Espín, director of Cuba’s National Centre for Sex Education 

(CENESEX), will give a public lecture on sexual, gender and women’s rights in Cuba 

today.

A well-known activist for LGBT rights and a strong defender of Cuba’s socialist 

system, Mariela will be visiting Australia in October 2012 as an invited guest of the 

Australian Government, to participate in two sexual health conferences to be held in 

Melbourne. In addition to delivering a guest lecture at the University of Sydney, she 

will also travel to Canberra.

The daughter of Cuban President Raúl Castro and the late Vilma Espín, founder 

of the Federation of Cuban Women (which set up CENESEX), Mariela has led 

campaigns against homophobia and for the acceptance of homosexuality, bisexuality, 

trans-vestism, and trans-sexualism. She helped push through a 2008 law which gives 

transgendered persons access to free sex change operations and campaigns for 

same sex unions and same sex marriage.
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Peter Kennedy

One has to ask the question about 
union membership and its impor-
tance to the working class. We read 
daily about tragic circumstances 
and what happens to people who are 
either hurt at work or made redun-
dant through no cause of their own.

One person that I know fairly well 
found himself in quite a serious situation 
when he was injured on his way to work 
and learnt that he had no workers’ comp 
available to him due to recent changes 
made by the government that took away 
coverage of people who are hurt either 
on their way to or from work.

My young friend had started a 
mature age apprenticeship at a major 
mining and construction equipment 
manufacturer as a diesel plant mechanic 
at a country NSW dealership. The same 
hard working young man has a wife 
and two small children to provide for 
and on the day of his accident he was 
on his way to work in the morning on 
his motorbike when he had to swerve 
to miss a kangaroo and fell off his 
bike injuring himself quite badly. He 
has compressed fracture of his lower 
spine and shoulder damage as well as 
knee problems.

It now seems that his apprenticeship 
could be in jeopardy as his employer 
will not allow him to return to work 
until he is fully fi t for duty. He has had 
to survive on what annual leave and 
sick pay he had accrued over the short 
time he had worked for this company. 
One thing that was pointed out to my 
friend is that he should have looked into 
income protection. At the urging of his 
wife he found out that he was entitled 
to some degree of fi nancial support. 
This has made things a lot easier for 
my friend and his family who were on 
the verge of asking for help from fam-
ily members.

Had my young friend joined the 
union when it was fi rst suggested he 
would be entitled to, fi rstly, legal sup-
port if his employer tried to dump him 
because of his injury. Some worksites 
have organised their own sickness and 
accident fund that are managed by the 
workers and it works very well. This is 
a common thing that happens to workers 
after their compo at work has run its 
course; the company decides that car-
rying an injured worker is not the way 
to go and the injured person is thrown 
to the wolves to defend for themselves.

It is so important that all workers 
join a union not only for on the job 

protection but all the other benefi ts 
that come with union membership. For 
example a one-off payment of $12 to a 
mining union that represents thousands 
of miners in the Hunter coalfi elds on 
retirement will see that person’s funeral 
cost covered by the union. The union 
can also organise and manage the work-
ers’ superannuation funds if so desired, 
all very important stuff for the working 
masses.

My friend’s future is on the line 
now and his prospects are not all that 
bright so to all who read this, if you are 
working somewhere and currently not a 
union member do yourself a big favour 
and join a union that has coverage on 
your worksite as soon as you can as I 
fear that we as workers will be under 
attack from our supposedly worker 
friendly federal government soon.

One thing that has happened is no 
coverage travelling to and from work 
if hurt and the other is the amount of 
money that people can salary sacrifi ce 
has been slashed to now a maximum 
of $25,000 per year. For those who can 
afford to salary sacrifi ce some of their 
wages this comes as a real kick in the 
guts from the so-called worker-friendly 
Labor government. 

The union makes us strong

Access to rig where 
two tragically killed

AEU schools staff 
stage Victoria’s 
biggest ever 
stopwork

The Maritime Union of Australia 
(MUA) has welcomed Stena’s 
decision to fi nally provide union 
offi cials access to the Stena Clyde 
rig to visit members and discuss 
safety concerns following an 
accident on August 27 off the coast 
of Victoria where two rig workers 
tragically died.

Defi ciencies in the laws 
governing the National 
Offshore Petroleum Safety and 
Environmental Management 
Authority (NOPSEMA) meant the 
MUA had to pursue right of entry 
through Fair Work Australia.

As a result of MUA’s applica-
tion to FWA, Stena reversed their 
decision and agreed to let offi cials 
fl y out to the rig. As a result, MUA 
Victorian branch secretary Kevin 
Bracken will be at the rig to talk to 
workers.

MUA assistant national secre-
tary Ian Bray said it was extremely 
disappointing that the company and 
NOPSEMA had refused to allow 

the right of entry for the MUA, 
despite union members on the rig 
requesting union assistance.

“Unfortunately workers 
employed on offshore facilities 
are not afforded the same rights as 
onshore workers under the federal 
government’s legislation,” Mr Bray 
said.

“We strongly urge Federal 
Resources Minister Martin 
Ferguson to amend the legislation 
to save all parties the diffi culty of 
continuous dispute over right of 
entry.

“We have just recently seen two 
workers tragically killed on this site 
by heavy machinery and it’s impor-
tant that workers there continue 
to have all the support they need 
including access to counselling and 
support from the union in relation 
to safety issues.

“The MUA is extremely dis-
appointed that Stena originally 
decided to block union access but I 
am glad they have come to realise 

how important this support is to 
workers.”

 The MUA issued Right of 
Entry notices to Stena and Total 
Marine Services under the Fair 
Work Act on Thursday August 27, 
Friday August 28, and Monday 
September 3, 2012 after members 
involved in the emergency response 
to the accident on the Stena Clyde 
requested that union representatives 
meet with them and talk about the 
incident.

The MUA and AWU attended 
a Fair Work Australia conciliation 
conference yesterday regarding the 
lack of union access to the site.

Passage of the Offshore 
Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas 
Storage Amendment (National 
Regulator) Bill 2011 transferred 
the responsibility to investigate 
offshore environmental manage-
ment practices in commonwealth 
waters to NOPSEMA from last 
January 1. 

Victorian principals, teachers and 
education support staff staged 
Victoria’s largest ever stopwork 
action last week, with up to 40,000 
Australian Education Union 
(AEU) members on strike and 
over 400 schools closed as part of 
the union’s pay dispute with the 
Baillieu government.

Around 15,000 school staff 
packed into the Rod Laver Arena, 
video-linked to a further 1,200 
gathered in Mildura, while thou-
sands more joined the lunchtime 
march to Parliament House.

AEU branch president Mary 
Bluett opened proceedings by wel-
coming the 2,700 new members 
who have joined the union since the 
June 7 stopwork, taking the union’s 
membership to more than 51,000.

Members voted to escalate their 
industrial campaign to put pressure 
on the government to reduce con-
tract employment, lower class sizes, 
lift salaries and address workload 
issues.

They loudly rejected the gov-
ernment’s offer of a 2.5 percent pay 
rise with performance bonuses. “We 

will not be divided as a profession,” 
Bluett said.

Members will continue to 
implement a series of bans and add 
rolling stoppages over the coming 
months in the lead-up to further 
stopwork action on February 14 if 
no agreement is reached before the 
end of the school year.

At Parliament House, govern-
ment school teachers and education 
support staff were met by 4,000 
Catholic school teachers, who 
defi ed a Fair Work Australia order 
to take part in the action.

“By your strong action today, 
you have put Ted Baillieu on 
notice,” Bluett told the crowd. “He 
and his government have broken 
every promise they made in relation 
to public education.

“Promise: ‘We will invest in 
schools’. Reality: cuts to literacy, 
numeracy and Koorie support, $48 
million cut to VCAL, Education 
Maintenance Allowance slashed 
— all the cuts targeting our most 
vulnerable students.”

The most popular chant of the 
rally was “One term Ted”. 

YES, I CAN!
Aboriginal Adult Literacy Campaign at Wilcannia, NSW

José Manuel Leblanch (‘Chala’) 

Cuban technical advisor to the project will speak

Saturday 22 September 6:00 - 8:30 pm

First Floor, CFMEU Building 12 Railway Street, Lidcombe (Sydney)

Tea& coffee provided Entry $20/$10

Enquiries: Hannah on 0418 668 098

Crewman lost at sea, 
feared murdered
A man is missing overboard, 
feared murdered, on a coal ship 
bound for Newcastle. International 
Transport Federation co-ordinator 
Dean Summers said the Filipino 
crewman had gone missing from 
the vessel Sage Sagittarius.

The ship had been scheduled to 
load in Newcastle this week but was 
diverted by authorities.

The Australian Federal Police 
said  they were investigating the case 
and had been alerted to problems on 
the ship by the Australian Maritime 
Safety Authority.

Mr Summers said the ship’s own-
ers had fl own private security guards 
and company representatives to the 
ship by helicopter from Brisbane. 
Until then, most of the 21-man crew 

had apparently been “holed up in a 
cabin, fearing for their safety”.

Mr Summers said the ship had 
“done a search pattern” to look for 
the missing seaman and alerted the 
Australian authorities when it couldn’t 
fi nd him.

“It’s been suggested to us that the 
man met his death through foul play 
because he was going to come to us 
with an allegation of poor pay and 
conditions on the ship,” Mr Summers 
said. “We don’t know for sure, but 
that’s what we were told early on.”

The federation is an internation-
ally recognised trade union body that 
fi ghts for seafarers’ rights and which 
works to expose so-called “ships of 
shame”.

Mr Summers said the Sage 

Sagit tarius was a “fl ag of convenience” 
vessel registered in Panama and owned 
by Japanese interests.

It was a regular visitor to 
Newcastle. Newcastle Port Corp oration 
shipping movements were still show-
ing it as docking at the Kooragang 
Number 6 berth this Thursday.

It was to take a load of coal from 
Port Waratah Coal Services and depart 
the following day.

Mr Summers said the federa-
tion was investigating the situation 
through its London offi ce. Although 
the ship, which was built in 2001, had 
an agreement with the federation to 
pay its crews at least the minimum 
standard of about $1,350 a month, 
it appeared there had been problems 
on board. 
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Privatisation of education
The Gillard-Gonski model
Continued from page 1

4. “Lifting teacher quality”: 
trainee teachers will be required to 
acquire more classroom experience 
(as unpaid or low paid assistants?) 
before graduation. Teachers should 
come from the top 30 percent of 
year 12 students, says Gillard. She 
is not proposing higher salaries or 
better working conditions to attract 
top students.

Drawing on OECD statistics, 
Rachel Browne in The Sydney 
Morning Herald (05-09-2012) 
notes that an experienced teacher in 
Australia is paid $47,000, which is 
30 percent less than the average sal-
ary. In South Korea, with an OCED 
ranking of second in the world, they 
are paid $81,000 – three times more 
than the average salary. In Finland it 
is almost 40 percent higher. Finland 
ranks third internationally.

Repeatedly the Prime Minister 
gives the impression that Australia 
has fallen behind and the gap widened 
between “top” and “bottom” students 
because of poor quality teaching.

This is rubbish. It is a result of 
decades of underfunding of the pub-
lic system, diversion of education 
dollars to non-government schools, 
the increase in complexity and dif-
fi culties teachers face with today’s 
social problems and lack of necessary 
staffi ng and support.

The notion of performance-based 
pay is insulting, it implies teachers 
are not dedicated and will only try if 
they are paid extra.

Instead of increased salaries, 
teachers will be subjected to even 
more diffi cult conditions of employ-
ment and job insecurity. How many 
good teachers have been (often reluc-
tantly) driven into the private sector 
or left teaching because of the low 
pay and lack of support?

If the government were interested 
in quality teachers from working 
class backgrounds it would abolish 
university fees and provide adequate 

income support during the four years 
of university studies.

The constant references to quality, 
choice and competition are spin to 
cover up the neo-liberal privatisation 
agenda which is phased in bit by bit.

5. Privatisation: Gillard claims, 
“It is a model that strips away all 
the old debates about private versus 
public and puts children at the centre 
of the funding system.” It certainly 
avoids debate, but it does not put 
children fi rst. For example, it will 
not narrow the gap between the pub-
lic school with $10,000 to $12,000 
funding per student and the private 
school with $20,000 to $24,000 at its 
disposal. Throwing even more money 
at the rich schools will widen that gap.

The elite wealthy private schools 
have vast resources including equip-
ment, teaching and non-teaching staff 
at their disposal. They select their 
students and perpetuate the advantage 
that these students already have. The 
reason the gap has widened is that 
the public education system has been 
starved of funds.

The focus on standardised tests 
(lucrative profi t-generators for the 
private sector developing the tests 
and practice sheets), competition 
between students, ranking of schools 
(ranking of teachers will be next), 
choice and treatment of education as 
a commodity, is a neo-liberal recipe 
for the perpetuation of inequality and 
privatisation.

The highly successful Finnish 
model (see Guardian No 1559, 
08-08-2012) involved incorporating 
all private schools into the public 
system and concentrated on providing 
good schools for all children. Teachers 
are well paid, trusted as dedicated 
professionals. The driving principle 
is equity in education. There is no 
standardised testing or ranking of 
schools. Children come fi rst.

Competition means winners and 
mostly losers, it is not about equity. 
As Bob Treasure pointed out in The 

Guardian article on the Finnish 
model, “choice” and “equity” are 
two mutually exclusive notions and 
“freedom of choice” amounts to a 
class system of education.

Gonski pointed out that the 
performance gap is far greater 
in Australia than in many high-
performing schooling systems. He 
said, that there is “an unacceptable 
link between low levels of achieve-
ment and educational disadvantage, 
particularly among students from 
low socio-economic and Indigenous 
backgrounds.” This will not be 
addressed by throwing more money 
at the Barker Colleges.

The government talks about 
greater accountability. But the private 
schools will not be accountable or 
required to make public how they 
spend any of that government money. 
Not one cent of it.

The fundamentalist schools will 
continue to teach creation theory and 
other creeds using public funding. The 
importance of secular education in a 
multicultural country like Australia 
cannot be overemphasised, but the 
Gonski/Gillard blueprint continues 
to fund and fuel the growth of non-
secular schools.

7. Funding: Education unions, 
state and non-government schools, 
teachers, parents, students and the 
corporate sector have all welcomed 
the prospect of extra funding. The big 
question is where it will come from 
and how it will be used.

The much touted $6.5 billion 
increase in annual funding is to be 
phased in over six years from 2014 
and public schools are set to receive 
some of it, but by no means enough.

There is the big question of who 
foots the bill, not just for $6.5 billion 
for education but the national dis-
ability insurance and dental schemes.

Gillard talks in terms of “tough” 
decisions (budget cuts). The govern-
ment is still determined to deliver 
budget surpluses (an excuse for 

cuts rather than an economic neces-
sity). It will continue with thousands 
of sackings in the public service. 
Departments are already struggling 
to fi nd a four percent “effi ciency 
dividend” cut in spending this fi nan-
cial year.

She also makes references to 
extending means testing to other 
areas. Medicare looks set to be fi rst 
on the chopping block. It will all be 
dressed up in the name of “fairness” 
and claims there is a shortage of 
funds. Universality is a fundamen-
tal principle of Medicare not to be 
breached.

The government has already 
introduced means testing of the 
private health insurance rebate. The 
Pharmaceutical Benefi ts Scheme is 
subjected to a form of means/assets 
testing for lower priced medications. 
The new dental scheme for children 
will be means tested.

The situation will be made even 
“tougher” as the government makes 
further cuts to corporate taxation and 
goes ahead with billions of dollars of 
purchases of fi ghter planes, subma-
rines, etc, to fi ght US wars.

Gillard envisages states spending 
more on private schools. But state 
Liberal and Labor governments will 
not come on board without a fi ght. 
They are strapped for cash and have 
been making cuts to public education, 
health, police, fi re, ambulance and 
other community services as well as 
sacking public servants.

The NSW Liberal government 
has fi red its fi rst shot indicating it 
may reduce its funding to private 
schools. The churches have come 
out screaming.

There is only one way in which 
they will come on board – that is 
with extra income. Ideologically and 
politically, they are not opposed to 
the Gonski review or Gillard’s plans. 
After all it is their agenda. Victoria 
is already well down the path with 
devolution of the governance and 

management of schools. In Western 
Australia, there is a pilot program. 
The NSW government has similar 
plans.

Don’t be surprised after the fed-
eral elections if the GST is raised to 
15 percent or more or if it is extended 
to areas presently exempt such as 
education, health and fresh food 
products. Neither major party has any 
intention of raising corporate taxes or 
introducing a real tax on super profi ts 
in the mining or other sectors.

Basic human right
The guiding principle and aim 

of the education system must be the 
provision of free, universal and secu-
lar public education for all children 
to produce a highly educated and 
cultured society. Education involves 
much more than passing numeracy 
and literacy tests. It is about the full 
development of human potential, 
equipping people for life as well as 
preparing them for further studies 
or work.

The public education system 
must be strengthened with increased 
funding for teaching and non-teaching 
staff, for the building and maintenance 
of classrooms, and the purchase  of 
resources.

State aid to non-government 
schools must be phased out. The 
MySchool website should be pulled 
down, the centralisation of employ-
ment fully restored along with the 
abolition of contract employment in 
schools. The education system needs 
democratisation not privatisation.

There is no place for class-based 
choice or competition in education. 
Education is a basic human right not 
a privilege for those who can afford 
it. Australia has the wealth to be able 
to provide every child with a quality 
education.
* Private refers to all non-
government schools including 
church schools. 

A tale of two schools Fairvale High School
(Sydney, outer-western suburb, public)

Barker College 
(Hornsby, Sydney, private Anglican school, K-12) 

 Number of students . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1,364  . . . . . . 1,980
 Equivalent full-time teaching staff: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .104.6  . . . . . . 201.8
 Ratio teachers to students . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1:13  . . . . . . . 1:9.8
 Equivalent full-time non-teaching staff: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .22 . . . . . . . . . 147.8
 Ratio non-teaching staff to students  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1:62  . . . . . . . 1:13.4
 Net recurrent income:  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$16 million  . . $47 million

 • Average recurrent income per student . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$11,485  . . . . $24,446
 • Federal government recurrent net income . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$2 million  . . . $3.8 million
 • State government recurrent net income . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$13.5 million . $2.7 million
 • Fees, charges, other parent contributions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$0.58 million . $41 million
 • Income from other private sources . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$72,000  . . . . $4 million

 Students from bottom quarter of the Index of Socio-Educational Advantage . . .46% . . . . . . . 1%
 Students from second to bottom quarter of the ISEA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .20% . . . . . . . 3%
 Students from second to top quarter of the ISEA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .27% . . . . . . . 17%
 Students from top quarter of the ISEA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .8% . . . . . . . . 79%
 Indigenous students  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1% . . . . . . . . 0%
 Percentage of students with non-English language background  . . . . . . . . . . . .84% . . . . . . . 14%

Data taken from MySchool website
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Mahdi Darius Nazemroava

The calls at the recent Non-Aligned 
Movement (NAM) summit in Tehran 
for reforming the United Nations and 
democratising the Security Council were 
not exactly new. These calls for UN reform 
were embodied by the conference’s dictum 
of “lasting peace through joint global gov-
ernance”. These demands have been made 
over and over again by various countries 
and groups throughout the years.

The visibly shaken Jeffrey Feltman, who 
was uncomfortably sitting with Iranian offi -
cials in Tehran alongside his new boss Ban 
Ki-moon, can testify to all this. Feltman is a 
clear symbol of how contaminated the United 
Nations has become by the imperialist interests 
of Washington (more on him later).

The manipulation of the United Nations for 
imperialist interests, however, goes back a long 
way. From its inception, the United Nations was 
meant to facilitate the global infl uence of the 
US after the Second World War. The idea of the 
United Nations, which gets its name from the 
military coalition (called the United Nations) 
of the Allied countries that was formed against 
Germany and the Axis countries, was based on 
an agreement drafted by the US and the UK 
during the Second World War.

This agreement, the Atlantic Charter, was 
written out while the US was offi cially neutral, 
but secretly supported the British war effort 
against Germany and its Axis allies by send-
ing supplies to Britain through Canada. The 
US would later use the Japanese attack on 
Pearl Harbour in Hawaii as a justifi cation for 
entering the war and getting the other Allies to 
accept the Anglo-American Atlantic Charter 
during the war and then at the San Francisco 
Conference in 1945.

The United Nations 
Security Council

The membership of the UN grew from 51 
to a 159 members between 1945 and 1985, 
with most of the new member countries being 
former colonies. The UN was used as a tool to 
control most these former Western European 
and American colonies of the Third World. At 
fi rst the US and its post-war allies maintained 
their domination over the newly formed UN and 
the former colonies through their numbers and 
then through a Western Bloc monopoly over 
the structures of the United Nations. Hereto 
this monopoly includes control over the agen-
cies and permanent veto-wielding chairs on 
the 15-member Security Council of the United 
Nations.

The Security Council above all has been 
used by the US as a means of protecting its 
interests. The purpose of the Security Council 
veto is to reject any international resolutions and 
consensuses against the national interests (or 
more precisely the interests of the ruling elites) 
of the US and the other major post-World War 
II powers. Except for the rival Soviet Union, 
the US originally controlled or heavily infl u-
enced the other three permanent veto-wielding 
members of the UN Security Council. Britain 
and the US were essentially confederated 
and had integrated in 1941 with one another 
through the Anglo-American Atlantic Charter. 
France, as a declining power like the UK, was 
heavily dependent on the United States. The 
Chinese seat was also originally held by the 
Kuomintang (Chinese Nationalist Party) which 
was a US client.

US General Albert C Wedemeyer was the 

chief of staff to Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek, 
the leader of Kuomintang-ruled China before 
Kai-shek fl ed to Taiwan after the Communist 
Party of China took over the mainland. The US 
even envisioned a role for the Kuomintang in 
governing the former French colonies of Indo-
China. Only in 1971 would Washington lose 
control over the Chinese seat at the UN Security 
Council when the People’s Republic of China 
was recognised as the legitimate representative 
of the Chinese people by the majority of the UN 
General Assembly and therefore handed over 
Taiwan’s permanent seat at the UN Security 
Council.

While the Soviet Union originally made 
the most vetoes at the UN Security Council, 
the situation began to change towards the sec-
ond half of the Cold War and in the post-Cold 
War era when the US began to take the lead 
in making vetoes. Ironically, the US and its 
allies are saying that the international system is 
failing now due to the double vetoes of China 
and Russia preventing foreign intervention in 
Syria. No similar complaints have been made 
about the numerous vetoes cast by Washington 
in support of Israel.

Eventually the UN Security Council went 
beyond the function of protecting US inter-
ests after the collapse of the Soviet Union. It 
became a tool for projecting US interests glo-
bally as Washington began to push for unipolar 
post-Cold War hegemony. The Chinese and 
Russian double vetoes signal an end to both 
Pax Americana and the use of the UN Security 
Council to project US power.

The Secretariat of 
the United Nations

Besides the United Nations Security 
Council, the Secretariat of the United Nations 
has been predominately under the control of 
the US and its allies. At fi rst this took place 
because the US and the Western Bloc had 
numerical superiority at the United Nations. 
Thus, the fi rst two secretaries-general of the 
UN were from the Western European kingdoms 
of Norway, and Sweden. Prior to this Baron 
Hubert Gladwyn from the United Kingdom 
was the acting secretary-general of the UN. 
Swedish diplomat Dag Hammarskjold would 
visibly serve US and Western Bloc interests 
to the point that the Soviets and others would 
demand he be removed from the UN Secretariat.

As the Western Bloc began to lose its 
numerical advantage, control over the Secretariat 
would be maintained through the Security 
Council. The UN Security Council does this 
by fi ltering all the candidates for the top UN 
post in the Secretariat. Secretaries-general 
of the UN are appointed by the UN General 
Assembly based on the recommendation of the 
UN Security Council. Thus, the US and other 
permanent members of the Security Council 
have vetoes that can eliminate any candidates 
that would be hostile to their interests.

Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev’s 
condemnations about the Secretariat of the 
United Nations, which helped remove nation-
alist leaders from power across Africa and the 
Third World, have a resonating truth to them. 
After a long streak of secretaries-general that 
were predominately favourable to the Western 
Bloc, the Non-Aligned Movement would push 
a NAM candidate into the UN Secretariat. The 
NAM’s position is the basis for the elevation 
of Egyptian diplomat Boutros Boutros-Ghali’s 
to the post of UN secretary-general in 1992.

Boutros-Ghali was the closest thing to the 
last independent secretary-general of the United 

Nations. The world, however, rapidly changed 
since the end of the Cold War and Washington 
expected a far greater degree of subservience 
from the Secretariat of the UN. After the Cold 
War UN secretaries-general were expected to 
act as loyal US stewards. This would start with 
the Ghanaian UN career bureaucrat Kofi  Annan.

Kofi Annan: An enabler of 
“Responsibility to Protect”

To his credit Annan is a shrewd diplomatic 
fi gure that knows how to sit on the fence, but he 
has cunningly served the US while appearing 
circumvent. Aside from the public reports about 
the involvement of Annan and his son Kojo in 
the UN’s Iraq oil-for-food scandal, the former 
secretary-general has a history of legitimising 
US interventionism and the occupation of other 
UN members. Career US diplomat Richard 
Holbrooke, who was one of the central fi gures 
involved in the balkanisation of Yugoslavia, 
praised Annan as one of the most supportive 
fi gures for Washington’s foreign policy in the 
Balkans. This is why Boutros Boutros-Ghali 
was pushed aside from the secretary-generalship 
of the UN by Washington’s veto to make way 
for Annan.

Annan did Washington’s bidding in the 
French-speaking Caribbean island-republic 
of Haiti. He followed the script of George W 

Bush Jr and the neo-cons to a tee in Haiti and 
legitimised the US-led coup involving Canada 
and France that removed Haitian President Jean-
Bertrand Aristide. He would criminally give 
Washington the cover of the United Nations in 
the occupation of Haiti.

Kofi  Annan was also instrumental in helping 
to put together the “Responsibility to Protect” 
(R2P) doctrine with Canadian diplomats to 
justify foreign military intervention. Two years 
after the Anglo-American invasion of Iraq he 
would give his rubber stamp to R2P in 2005, 
which would merely become a reinvented term 
replacing NATO’s “humanitarian intervention.” 
Before Annan was appointed as the joint peace 
envoy of the Arab League and United Nations 
to resolve the Syria crisis he participated as a 
panellist in a discussion about R2P and inter-
ventionism on November 4, 2011. The event 
is important, because it gives an idea of where 
Annan stands.

The panel (Responsibility to Protect – 10 
Years On: Refl ections on its Past, Present and 
Future) was undeniably supportive of R2P and 
NATO. Annan’s comments were no exception. 
The former secretary-general and soon-to-be 
peace envoy told the audience that he held a 
sympathetic position towards military interven-
tion by the US and NATO. He specifi cally told 
the audience that he supported NATO’s military 
intervention in the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya and 

To his credit Annan is 
a shrewd diplomatic figure that knows how to 
sit on the fence, but he has cunningly served the US 
while appearing circumvent.

America’s takeover of the U
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he tacitly gave his support to a similar scenario 
in Syria. Two of the fi gures involved in the 
event, Allan Rock (president of the University 
of Ottawa and former Canadian ambassador to 
the UN) and Lloyd Axworthy (president of the 
University of Winnipeg and the former Canadian 
foreign minister), co-authored an article about 
R2P praising the war in Libya as a victory for 
R2P a week earlier in preparation for Annan’s 
arrival to Ottawa.

Ban Ki-moon: An executioner 
of “Responsibility to Protect”

The South Korean diplomat Ban Ki-moon is 
even more of an Atlanticist steward than Annan. 
His record has been very abysmal. One of the 
fi rst things he did in 2007 was to join the US in 
criticising the nations of the UN Human Rights 
Council in Geneva for “singling out Israel” for 
its human rights violations.

In 2008, Ban Ki-moon would secretly 
negotiate and sign a cooperation agreement with 
NATO. Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov 
would express shock and the Kremlin would 
be angered by Ban Ki-moon’s conniving. R2P 
would be central to the cooperation agreement 
between NATO and the UN Secretariat. NATO’s 
“humanitarian intervention” was shifted to a 
worldwide level through the cover of potential 
military intervention under the banner of the UN.

Moreover, this tool of intervention could 
only be harnessed and authorised by the 
undemocratic UN Security Council and its 
veto-wielding members. In parallel the under 
secretary-general posts for humanitarian affairs 
and emergency relief were handed over to 
British career diplomats, one of which is Valerie 
Amos who has sinisterly tried to bypass the 
Syrian government in establishing ties with 
Syrian non-governmental organisations (NGOs).

In 2011, Ban Ki-moon took steps to per-
sonally lobby and pressure all the countries of 
the Mediterranean Sea to support Israel and 
prevent any humanitarian aid from reaching 
the Palestinians in the Gaza Strip by ship. Ban 
Ki-moon ignored Tel Aviv’s illegal military 
blockade of Gaza and its violation of inter-
national law. Instead in Orwellian terms he 
demanded for the enforcement of the illegal 
Israeli blockade, which he called the “legal 
channels of the Israeli government pertaining 
to the fl ow of goods and aid” to Gazans. In 
2012, Ban Ki-moon also refused to meet the 
representatives of the families of Palestinian 
victims and captives inside Israel while he 
was visiting Gaza. Inversely, Ban Ki-moon 
made personal efforts to secure the release of 
the captured Israeli soldier Gilad Shalit. As a 
result of Ban Ki-moon’s bias many Palestinians 
hurled shoes and stones at his UN convoy as it 
entered the Gaza Strip.

Every nuance in Ban Ki-moon’s voice and 
every line in his statements serve Washington’s 
interests. Before the secretary-general even left 
to Tehran for the NAM summit, his spokesman 
Farhan Haq told the Canadian Broadcasting 
Corporation that his boss was going to Tehran 
as part of his responsibilities and that the visit 
“does not confer legitimacy” on his Iranian 
hosts. Giving political evaluations of this type 
about the legitimacy of any government is a 
breach of the mandate of a UN secretary-general, 
who is supposed to be a neutral fi gure and 
moderator representing all the members of the 
UN. Moreover, Ban Ki-moon would go out of 
his way to defend Israel at the NAM summit. 
His speech would also be coordinated with 
the politicised report of the UN’s International 
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), which was 
meant to tarnish Tehran’s image during the 
NAM summit.

In regards to both Libya and Syria, Ban 
Ki-moon has followed the US and NATO script 
for R2P and regime change. When a major 
propaganda effort was launched against Syria 
following the Houla Massacre, Ban Ki-moon 
and other UN offi cials quickly followed the US 
line and condemned Damascus at a special ses-
sion of the UN General Assembly in New York 
City. Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon’s June 
8 condemnation was made even though it was 
widely documented that anti-government forces 
were responsible for the murders in Houla.

The top UN offi cial would say that every 
passing day was bringing “new additions to the 
grim catalogue of atrocities: assaults against 
civilians, brutal human rights violations, mass 
arrests, torture, execution-style killings of whole 
families” in Syria. He would conclude that the 
Syrian government had “lost all legitimacy” and 
had to step aside. Again this was another viola-
tion of the neutral position that the secretary-
general of the UN is mandated to espouse.

Jeffrey Feltman: The real 
Secretary-General of the 
United Nations?

Ban Ki-moon’s appointment of the hol-
low and comical US career diplomat Jeffrey 
Feltman as the UN under secretary-general for 
political affairs is just one of his latest moves 
that serve US interests. Feltman, a shameless 
careerist who has done whatever he could 
to promote himself, has been exclusively in 
the service of justifying the unjustifi able and 
pretending to be an expert on the Middle East. 
As a top US diplomat in the Middle East, 
unlike his counterparts from other countries he 
failed to master any of the local languages in 
the region. Moreover, he was complicit in the 
2006 Israeli war on Lebanon and a US attaché 
to two foreign occupations.

Like Robert Gates, Feltman is a carryover 
to the Obama Administration from the Bush 
Jr. Administration. He was a special assistant 
to American Israel Public Affairs Committee 
(AIPAC) heavyweight Martin Indyk in Israel 
and a representative in the US Consulate 
General in Jerusalem. Everything he knows 
about the Middle East is shaped and spoon-fed 
to him by the biased views of AIPAC. He was 
the representative of the Coalition Provisional 
Authority in Anglo-American occupied Iraq and 
later a central force for promoting sectarian hate 
and division in Lebanon as the US ambassador 
in Beirut before he was promoted to the job of 
US assistant-secretary of state responsible for 
the Middle East. The UN’s Special Tribunal 
for Lebanon (STL), a political circus that 
Washington has tried to use to indict and isolate 

fi rst Syria and then later Hezbollah, is widely 
known to be his pet project.

Before Feltman even arrived in Tehran, one 
of the fi rst things he did was to declare that Iran 
was sending weapons to Syria. This was imme-
diately picked up by his friends (contacts) in the 
Israeli media who have favoured him over the 
years as one of Israel’s most ardent supporters. 
Among others, the Israeli media also slyly tried 
to mention Feltman’s name as less as possible 
and instead attribute his statement to the entire 
United Nations as a means of hiding the bias 
source of the statements and giving his account 
further weight.

Feltman’s appointment by Ban Ki-moon 
shows just how much control Washington has 
over the UN Secretariat. His appointment as 
the individual responsible for “political affairs” 
says a lot about the political perspective that 
the UN Secretariat either has or will adopt. If 
Hillary Clinton had ordered US offi cials to spy 
on Ban Ki-moon as was reported in 2010, there 
should also be no doubt that Jeffery Feltman 
was monitoring Ban Ki-moon in Tehran for the 
US Department of State and that Feltman will 
brief Washington about the NAM summit. In 
essence Feltman was the informal representative 
of the US at the NAM summit. It is also a very 
legitimate question to ask whether Feltman or 
Ban Ki-moon is in charge of the UN Secretariat.

Iran had announced that it intended to pro-
pose a peace plan, with the support of Russia and 
China, to end the Syrian crisis on the sidelines of 
the NAM conference. America’s emissaries were 
at the summit too. The invitation of the Turks to 
the NAM summit and the presence of Feltman 
and the offi cials of the Arab countries that are 
part of the siege against Damascus, such as 
Qatar’s Emir Hamad bin Khalifa Al-Thani, are 
all very likely to have ties to negotiations over 
Syria. Same goes for the presence of Egypt’s 
Morsi. The US and its clients have realised 
that their plans in Syria have not gone through 
and this could secretly have brought them to 
the table in Tehran or elsewhere in the future.

A new alternative to 
the UN is needed

The “real” international community slapped 
the Obama Administration in the face from 
Tehran. The US and all the UN structures 
and agencies, including the IAEA, under 
Washington’s control were retorted when all 
of the NAM’s 120 members unanimously 
supported the Iranian nuclear energy program 
and declared their opposition to the unilateral 
sanctions against Iran in their fi nal communiqué. 
There is still, however, more that is needed. 
As long as the United Nations is not reformed 
these very same countries will be walking in the 
shadows of the US and its allies from NATO in 
the hallways of the United Nations.

The problems go beyond the Security 
Council. The Secretariat is also a part of the 
problem. Washington will turn to the UN 
Secretariat more and more as the Russians and 
Chinese begin to challenge the US and its allies 
at the Security Council.

The UN has become even more contami-
nated by Atlanticist projects to use it to legiti-
mise and launch imperialist military campaigns 
to enforce a declining system of privilege and 
unjust global governance that Washington 
heads. The motivations behind the drafting and 
institutionalising of R2P at the UN are aimed 
at helping to prevent this decline. This is why 
that either reform or an alternative to the United 
Nations is needed now more than ever.
globalresearch.ca 
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All of the NAM’s 120 members 
unanimously supported the Iranian nuclear energy program 

and declared their opposition to the unilateral sanctions 
against Iran in their final communiqué. 
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Jeremy Wildeman

In my ten years of work in the aid 
sector in Palestine, I found there 
were two key problems that when 
combined made the delivery of 
effective aid nearly impossible: 
Israel’s control of the borders and 
the major donors prioritising their 
relationship with Israel. This leaves 
well-meaning aid workers and 
organisations in a diffi cult place, 
fearful of upsetting either Israel or 
its donor allies, because that could 
result in their being barred entry 
at the border, or losing funding for 
their projects and jobs.

As a result Israel gets to pick and 
choose which organisations can work 
in Palestine and, with the help of the 
major donors, is able to defi ne a nar-
rative for the occupation on its own 
terms: one that refers to an illusory 
“peace process,” “capacity-building” 
and “development projects” that mask 
a reality of settler-colonialism and the 
confi scation of land from a defence-
less people.

Aid organisations working in 
Palestine, which could counter that 
narrative through advocacy work that 
would raise awareness about condi-
tions in Palestine in order to infl uence 
public opinion and build the political 
will in donor governments to pursue 
principled measures, instead feel com-
pelled to engage in self-censorship to 
improve their chances at the border.

Designing aid projects under 
the illusion that there is an ongoing 
“peace process” between two equal 
sides who are at confl ict with one 
another, rather than the reality of one 
side exercising total power over the 
other, dooms them to failure. Many of 
these projects are highly inappropri-
ate. I have at times even found myself 
running them.

One of the worst projects I ever 
managed in Palestine required “teach-
ing” Palestinian refugee children 
about human rights in refugee camps 
in Nablus during the second intifada. 
I bore no illusions that the implicit 
belief behind the funding was that 
the donor hoped we were teaching 
those children to respect Israeli rights 
(and women’s rights of course), 
on the premise that there were two 
equal sides at “war” which needed 
“convincing” to live together in peace.

At that time those children were 
being abused by the Israeli army on 
a daily basis, could not sleep at night 

because their homes were being 
raided, many had been to prison, 
and many more were injured (or 
killed) in deadly clashes with the 
Israeli army.

Those children were suffering 
the effects of collective punishment 
infl icted upon them, in contraven-
tion of Article 33 of the 4th Geneva 
Convention which states that “no 
protected person may be punished 
for an offence he or she has not 
personally committed, and collective 
penalties and likewise all measures 
of intimidation or of terrorism are 
prohibited.”

My Palestinian colleagues scoffed 
at the human rights project. If any-
thing, Israeli soldiers invading the city 
needed nongovernmental organisa-
tion workshops to teach them about 
human rights.

In no way whatsoever did this 
project address those refugee chil-
dren’s problems. As a human rights 
project, it purposefully ignored the 
collective punishment and abuses 
carried out by the Israeli army. In 
the classes, it was horrifi c to see how 
each of the adolescent refugee boys 
and girls could so accurately comment 
on the position of a peer’s body when 
imitating torture in an Israeli prison.

Working within 
the confines of aid

After working with innumerable 
foreign nationals in the aid sector in 
the West Bank, I am confi dent in my 
belief that the overwhelming majority 
of them travel there with the best of 
intentions and a sincere desire to help. 
Unfortunately those well-meaning 
individuals end up constrained within 
the structures of aid, and for most of 
them, challenging those structures 
could mean losing their jobs.

Richard Falk recently noted 
those disadvantages when compared 
to his unpaid role as a UN Special 
Rapporteur on Palestinian human 
rights, allowing him to avoid the rigid 
institutional discipline that forces 
career aid workers to prioritise the 
interests of the West over what is 
actually useful for Palestinians.

With rising unemployment in 
Europe and the United States, that 
need to be employed puts further 
pressure on them to not lose those 
jobs. As one American explained to 
me in Ramallah following the 2008 
fi nancial crisis: “The job situation for 

me here in Ramallah is actually better 
than back home in the United States. 
It’s better for me to stay here.”

Aid vacuums
My own experience with aid in 

Palestine began with a heartfelt desire 
to provide humanitarian assistance 
for Palestinian youth in Nablus at 
the beginning of the second Intifada. 
At that time, the city was devastated 
by confl ict and curfews which could 
be imposed upon the city for days, 
weeks or months at a time. Violating 
those curfews would put you in mortal 
danger.

Regular Israeli military invasions 
and violent checkpoints shattered 
children’s sense of security, while 
restricting their access to schools (or 
anywhere). Meanwhile, Western aid 
workers tended not to enter the city 
due to the danger and limits on access 
placed upon them by the government 
of Israel.

This led to a vacuum of assistance 
in places where aid was genuinely 
needed. In spite of the challenges of 
working in such an environment, I and 
my Palestinian colleagues were highly 
successful in providing education-
focused activities for a large number 
of Palestinian children.

In the process of carrying out such 
work, we asked international volun-
teers to help us run activities. They 
were particularly good as instructors 
in English and intercultural commu-
nication skills. Although grateful for 
their support, we were careful to do 
our best not to provide them with a 
salary (with some necessary excep-
tions) or to fund their stay, in spite of 
tremendous pressure to do otherwise. 
In fact, we asked volunteers to cover 
the costs of their own accommoda-
tion and coordination. This was all 
based on the premise that aid should 
go toward the Palestinians who were 
in need.

Unlike the large international 
nongovernmental organisations 
(NGOs), we competed fairly with 
local charities and business, not pay-
ing anyone (myself included) more 
than a fair local wage. If anything, we 
were too concerned with supporting 
as many employees as possible in a 
tough economy, than to participate in 
NGO wagefl ation – providing high 
wages that local institutions could 
not compete with.

Yet in spite of our moral purism 
and fi nancial effi ciency, I was always 
conscious that I may not be doing 
enough, because I was not focusing 
on advocacy work against the occupa-
tion. It was, after all, the main source 
of all problems.

Instead of focusing on solving 
the conditions which necessitated our 
charity’s formation, I had fallen into 
the trap of concentrating my efforts 
on fi nding resources for our charity 
to continue to exist and expand its 
services further. In the process I felt 
compelled to avoid direct advocacy 
work – writing about the effects of 
the occupation or engaging with the 
press – for fear of being barred entry 
at the border and rendered incapable 
of carrying out my work keeping 
our funding fl owing and our staff 
employed.

I actively chose to silence my 
criticism of the occupation, just as 
I now as a scholar have trepidations 
repeating Stephen Walt’s words about 
the Israel lobby and Ilan Pappé’s 
research acknowledging the ethnic 
cleansing of Palestine. 

I was censoring myself, like other 
aid workers, in spite of all my best 
intentions.

The need to speak out

So long as aid in Palestine 
remains detached from the everyday 
realities of occupation and operates on 
the aggressor’s terms, it will continue 
to be ineffective. It will continue to 
do harm. It is an ominous sign of its 
failure that the government of Israel 
has itself become an advocate of aid 
to the Palestinians and recently sought 
an International Monetary Fund loan 
on their behalf (“Israel sought $1 bln 
IMF loan for Palestinians”, Reuters).

Palestinians are very much aware 
of the problems with aid and consider 
many projects to be inappropriate, 
such as the human rights project my 
former colleagues scoffed at. As Sam 
Bahour recently wrote, investment 
into Palestine is meaningless without 
an end to occupation (see “Palestine’s 
Investments Require Divestment,” 
Huffi ngton Post). Aid needs to do 
more than provide Palestinians with 
new ways to cope with the effects of 
occupation.

Aid workers should strongly sup-
port organisations like the UN Offi ce 
for the Coordination of Humanitarian 
Affairs  when it runs afoul of the 
government of Israel for providing 
practical support to Palestinians who 
are facing the demolition of their 
homes and villages.

They should refuse to provide 
aid on the terms of the aggressor, 
even if that means being denied entry 
into the West Bank and Gaza Strip. 
This is because aid has failed so 
completely in its mandate to improve 
Palestinians’ lives, instead coming to 
serve the interests of the oppressor 
by sustaining the false veneer of a 
“peace process” – a false narrative 
of two relatively equal sides being in 
confl ict – and subsidising the costs of 
occupation for Israel.

Aid practitioners, such as myself, 
need to make this stand in order to 
help reform aid. They need to engage 
in advocacy against the occupation, 
because occupation and a histori-
cal record of ethnic cleansing that 
began in 1948 is the only reason 
Palestinians need aid in the fi rst place. 
Until that happens, aid providers 
will not be addressing Palestinians’ 
problems. Instead, they will be aiding 
occupation.
The Electronic Intifada 

Why aid programs in Palestine 
are doomed to fail
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Mexico’s centre-left presidential 
candidate, Andres Manuel Lopez 
Obrador, said he will not recognise 
a ruling by the top electoral court 
that the July 1 Mexican presiden-
tial elections were fair and clean.

The Judicial Electoral Tribunal 
on August 30 rejected a request by 
Lopez Obrador’s left-wing coali-
tion, consisting of the Democratic 
Revolution Party (PRD), Labour 
Party (PT) and Citizens’ Movement, 
that the July 1 elections be annulled. 
The request was made after evidence 
emerged of massive fraud and illegal 
vote buying by right-wing presiden-
tial candidate Enrique Peña Nieto 
of the Institutional Revolutionary 
Party (PRI).

The court ruled that the left-wing 
coalition did not provide adequate 
proof to annul the elections and said 
there was no evidence that the PRI 
bought 5 million votes or used polls 
to manipulate elections results. The 
court also ruled that the PRI did not 
use pre-paid Soriana or Monex cards 
to buy votes.

The court ruled that the fi nal 
adjusted total for all candidates was 
50,143,616. Peña Nieto of the PRI 
got 19,158,592 votes and Lopez 
Obrador got 15,848,827, a percentage 
point spread of 6.62. This represents 
a slight reduction of the total vote of 
both of the leading candidates from 
the totals originally given out by the 
Federal Electoral Institute.

The two other presidential candi-
dates fell far behind: Josefi na Vazquez 

Mota of President Calderon’s National 
Action Party (PAN) got 12,732,660, 
and Gabriel Quadri of the New 
Alliance got only 1,236,000.

“I will not recognise an ille-
gitimate power [Peña Nieto] that 
emerged from vote buying and other 
grave violations to the constitution 
and the laws,” Lopez Obrador told a 
press conference at his Mexico City 
headquarters on August 31. “To act 
in another manner would implicate 
betrayal of millions of Mexicans that 
fi ght against ‘simulation,’ farce and 
for real change.”

Alluding to the Federal Electoral 
Institute, which is in charge of organ-
ising national elections and count-
ing votes, and also to the Judicial 
Electoral Tribunal, Lopez Obrador 
said, “It is true that we should respect 
the institutions, but in good measure, 
the problem in Mexico is that institu-
tions are kidnapped by white collar 
criminality. And a state that does not 
procure justice or democracy is no 
more than an instrument of power 
at the service of a group of vested 
interests. I hope they understand that 
as they defend, through all methods, 
the regime of corruption. We are 
sincerely undertaking to abolish it.”

Following the elections, massive 
evidence emerged of vote buying 
and manipulation of ballots. Lopez 
Obrador charged that the PRI bought 
5 million votes in impoverished 
areas. The most blatant evidence to 
corroborate his allegations were the 
emergence of pre-paid gifts cards that 
PRI campaign workers handed out 
to people in exchange for voting for 

the PRI. Sixteen PRI state governors 
played a role in distributing pre-paid 
gift cards for the Soriana department 
store, Monex bank gift cards, cash, 
farm supplies, tax write-offs and 
other items in exchange for casting 
a ballot for the PRI. Pasted on the 
walls of Lopez Obrador’s campaign 
headquarters are hundred of Soriana 
vouchers given to bribed voters.

Lopez Obrador and Ricardo 
Monreal Avila, the left coalition’s 
campaign coordinator, charged that 
the PRI governors funnelled public, 
private and illicit money, including 
US funds amounting to billions of 
pesos, to PRI operatives at the local 
level, and those operatives used the 
funds to buy the votes. Peña Nieto met 
with the 16 PRI governors on June 
12 to plan the massive vote buying 
operation, claimed the two leaders. 
For political parties to buy votes is 
illegal in Mexico.

National Action Party (PAN) 
President Gustavo Madero admitted 
that the PRI always wins elections 
through “money and deception”. He 
questioned the legitimacy of Peña 
Nieto’s victory given the PRI’s illegal 
massive vote buying effort during the 
elections.

PAN worked with Lopez 
Obrador’s coalition to expose the 
PRI’s fi nancing and massive vote 
buying during the elections, asking 
both the Federal Electoral Institute 
and Mexico’s attorney general to 
investigate.

Peña Nieto denies the allegations 
and accuses Lopez Obrador of being 
a sore loser.

Lopez Obrador said his move-
ment will undertake peaceful civil 
disobedience to overturn the electoral 
court ruling and is asking his follow-
ers to gather in the Zocalo, the great 
plaza in downtown Mexico City, on 
September 9.

This is the second time the elec-
toral court has ruled against Lopez 
Obrador. Lopez Obrador, a former 
schoolteacher and popular governor 
of the Federal District (a large state 
that includes Mexico City), ran as 
the PRD-PT’s presidential candidate 
in 2006. Election offi cials announced 
that PAN candidate Felipe Calderon 
had narrowly won the elections. 
Evidence of widespread fraud and 
irregularities surfaced, however, as 
many of the fi nal vote counts sent 
from polling stations did not match 
the numbers of people who report-
edly voted.

On that occasion, the PRD and 
PT staged mass rallies and protests to 
demand a vote recount. The Judicial 
Tribunal agreed to recount only 9.7 
percent of polling places and fraud 
was uncovered. The fi nal recount 
narrowed Calderon’s lead over Lopez 
Obrador but the PAN presidential can-
didate was still declared the winner.

Meanwhile, #Iam132, the student 
protest movement that emerged to 
prevent Piena Nieto from winning 
the presidency, vowed to continue 
its campaign of peaceful disobedi-
ence to oppose the “imposition” of 
Peña Nieto.

Peña Nieto, 46, a former governor 
of Mexico State, will take power on 
December 1 and his term will last 
until 2018.
People’s World 

Mexico:

Vow to continue 
fight against 
election fraud
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Disabled storm DWP 
in daring anti-Atos raid
Will Stone

Britain: Disabled activists occupied 
the Department for Work and 
Pensions in a daring act of defi ance 
against government plans to cut 
their benefi ts.

The surprise action followed 
a hundreds-strong protest outside 
welfare profi teer Atos’s headquar-
ters in Triton Square, London that 
marked the grand fi nale of a spec-
tacular week of demonstrations 
against the “fi tness for work” asses-
sors. At the “closing Atos ceremo-
ny” disabled people spoke of how 
the assessments have put them “in 
fear of their lives” at the prospect 
of losing the little money they rely 
on to get by.

Disability activists including 
wheelchair users used the distrac-
tion to blockade the doors of the 
department, which has handed Atos 
a £100 million-a-year contract to 
boot as many sick and disabled 
people off their benefi ts as pos-
sible. Hundreds of disabled people 

and their supporters from the fi rst 
protest at Atos HQ then made their 
way by Tube, bus and taxi to join 
the disabled activists at the DWP.

They demanded an end to the 
“fi tness for work” assessments, the 
termination of Atos’s contract and 
a reversal of the government’s wel-
fare cuts. 

The Con-Dem coalition wants 
to chop the welfare bill by a fi fth, 
despite its own fi gures showing a 
fraud rate of less than 0.5 percent 
clear alternatives such as clamping 
down on tax avoidance, campaign-
ers argued.

Disabled People Against Cuts 
spokeswoman Lydia Foxton said: 
“We have been targeting Atos but 
they are just doing the govern-
ment’s dirty work. 

“Cutting welfare is devastat-
ing people’s lives and removing 
dignity, security and independence 
from thousands of sick and disabled 
people. At the same time David 
Cameron and his government are 
using the Paralympics to show 

themselves to be champions of 
disabled people. It’s a disgrace.”

The week of action, timed 
to coincide with the start of the 
Paralympic Games, began as 
another Atos victim became the lat-
est to lose their life. Breast cancer 
sufferer Cecilia Burns of Strabane, 
Northern Ireland, was found “fi t for 
work” by Atos assessors and had 
been campaigning since February 
against the decision.

She won her appeal just a few 
weeks ago but died last week.

UK Uncut spokesman Sam 
Kennard said: “The government are 
making disabled people a scapegoat 
for the economic crisis. They are 
being punished with welfare cuts 
while the banks and big business 
get off scot-free.

“The government could clamp 
down on tax avoidance and get 
back billions. The savings they will 
make from cutting welfare do not 
even come close and they are dev-
astating people’s lives.”
Morning Star 

“Mexico Voted – Peña Nieto Didn‘t Win”.
Photo: N Parish Flannery
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Get ready for 
a rough ride
The classic description of capitalism in 
action usually involves an individual (or 
corporate) employer, who pays his employees 
less than the value of the things they produce 
(or the services they provide). The employer 
pockets the difference, which is called profi t. 
This difference between the value of what 
workers produce and what they are paid for 
producing it (a difference that is never in the 
workers’ favour) means that the workers can 
never afford to buy everything they produce, 
leading ultimately to crises of overproduc-
tion, layoffs, economic depression.

That is grossly oversimplifi ed, but the 
essentials are there. To raise the capital needed 
to fi nance production, companies sold (and sell) 
shares in their business to investors. In return 
for the use of their capital, shareholders receive 
a share of the profi ts every year (sometimes 
more often).

Once upon a time, facilitating the buying 
and selling of shares in profi table companies 
was the main business of the stock market.  
Shareholders made their money from the 
dividends paid by the companies in which they 
held shares. Investors sought companies that 
were deemed likely to make a profi t on their 
year’s business.

Fifty years ago, most shares tended to be 
held in an investor’s portfolio for at least four 
years before being sold to someone else. But 

there were always some investors who preferred 
speculating to investing. They took the riskier 
route of gambling on a rise or fall in the price 
of a company’s shares, buying shares when 
they were low and selling them hastily when 
they rose (as the result of predatory action by 
a competitor, the fl oating of a well-engineered 
rumour, the leaking of confi dential fi nancial 
information, or some similar act calculated to 
promote speculation).

These people who buy stocks and shares 
when they are comparatively low and sell when 
they rise are called profi t-takers. They do not 
care whether the company whose shares they 
are trading is running profi tably or at a loss: 
they care only whether the shares in question 
are likely to rise or fall in price in the immediate 
future. Aptly, this form of gambling on the 
stock market is called “casino capitalism”. It 
has become the dominant form of stock market 
trading today, with small changes in share prices, 
currency exchange rates and the like being 
reported on the nightly and midday news as 
though it is of real concern to every one.

And in a way it is, of course: in the event 
of a stock market crash it is ordinary people 
whose pockets suffer the most harm. Banks 
and other capitalist speculators will have their 
losses made up to them by helpful governments 
using our money for the purpose.

And anyway, it’s all academic, isn’t it? 
Capitalism has learnt how to master economic 
crises and avoid another Great Depression, 
hasn’t it? Well, that is a popular belief, 
but reality says otherwise. The financial 
commentator Paul Sheehan pointed out in The 
Sydney Morning Herald on September 3 that 
“sharemarket crashes used to be once-in-a-
generation events but serious structural failures 
have occurred fi ve times in the past 14 years.”

He then proceeded to list them, beginning in 
1998 with the collapse of the giant hedge fund 
Long Term Capital Management, that wiped off 
US$5 billion in market value. Two years later 
saw the bursting of the “dot.com bubble” and 
all those young geeks who were being touted 
as future billionaires saw all their potential 
investment capital (some US$ 5 trillion worth) 
disappear in six months.

But these were only the warm-up acts: in 
2008 came the global fi nancial crisis. Lehman 
Brothers bank went down the tube, and so many 
others were in deep trouble that governments 
all over the place had to pour loads of public 
money into the private banks (whose speculative 

practices were responsible for the mess in the 
fi rst place) to keep these pillars of the capitalist 
system in business.

Only two years later, Wall Street’s 
computerised trading system fell in a heap 
and millions of trades had to be cancelled. It 
may sound inconsequential, but it is the heart 
of the capitalist system, and basically it had a 
heart attack.

Another two years later and half a dozen 
giant banks were discovered to be manipulating 
the core interest rate that underpins several 
hundred trillion dollars in annual derivatives 
trading. Banks routinely cheat, manipulate and 
let’s be frank, rob their depositors, customers, 
clients, call them what you will; but they don’t 
like it when it is done to them, especially by 
some of their own. It’s just not cricket!

Sheehan’s main point is that today, 
sharemarket trading is computer-controlled 
and superfast. The length of time stocks may 
be held in a portfolio is now often measured 
in fractions of a second. Only investors with 

appropriate computer power and portfolios of 
suffi cient size to allow for a relatively small 
profi t on each of a very large number of shares 
or stocks to be acceptable to them stand a chance 
of making money.

However, the sharemarket is only the more 
visible part of capitalism. Sheehan notes that 
there are also “giant pools of liquidity which 
fi nancial institutions use to trade with each other, 
outside the sharemarkets“.

No, far from eliminating crises and fi nancial 
disasters, capitalism’s insatiable quest for more 
and bigger profi ts is propelling the system 
towards deeper and more frequent fi nancial 
crises. Traditionally, capitalism’s solution to 
economic crises was to start a war, thereby 
destroying stockpiles of surplus goods, and 
“boosting” the economy again. But today, even 
with several powers already engaged in the 
process of “endless war”, the global capitalist 
economy is still going downhill, fast.

I fear it’s going to be a rough ride. 

Letters / Culture & Life

Privatisation irrational

The capitalist agenda of privatis-
ing every element of society is not 
based on rational argument but 
due to extremist ideology. For 
instance a lot of the industries 
that are about to be or recently 
have been privatised were once 
upon a time private companies 
before the capitalist state decided 
to nationalise them due to them 
being so ineffi cient. The private 
electricity company in South 
Australia which existed up to WW2 
is a good example.

The state conservative govern-
ment had to buy out the company 
because it wanted the rural area elec-
trifi ed but the private company saw 
no profi t in it and refused. By own-
ing the electricity company the state 
went about effi ciently to expand its 
network to serve all sectors of society.  
Unfortunately even the Greens do not 
read history because they seem to be 
in the process of agreeing to comple-
tion in the distribution of electricity 
in Tasmania.

But one does not have to even 
read history to recognise how inef-
fi cient privatised electricity companies 
are as experienced in Victoria this 

last week. The wind storms that hit 
Victoria hit some parts of the state 
harder than others. But now that we 
have private companies in Victoria 
and it is divided up into “their” sec-
tion, when one area of Melbourne was 
hit really hard by the wind storms the 
company responsible could not cope 
with the black outs because it only 
had a small workforce of maintenance 
workers.

So “their” area meant that the 
population went without electricity for 
days. They appealed to the other elec-
tricity companies for help but with lit-
tle success. Compare this with the old 
SEC in similar circumstances; it could 
prioritise its workforce throughout the 
whole of Victoria and send enough 
workers to quickly get the electric-
ity running again. Nationalisation is 
rational, privatisation is extremism.

Rachel  Chills
Vic

Bishop wrong on Sri 
Lankan refugees
It was with astonishment that I 
heard the news that Liberal deputy 
leader Julie Bishop announced that 
the Australian government should 
no longer accept Sri Lankan refu-
gees as the civil war had ended and 
that the refugees coming here were 
economic not political refugees.

I wonder where Ms Bishop is get-
ting her information - from President 
Mahinda Rajapaksa himself or maybe 
his brother Gotabhaya Rajapaksa 
the Defence Secretary or their rep-
resentatives in the Sri Lankan High 
Commission, as she is certainly not 
getting it on the ground herself from 
the Tamil people in the north and 

east of Sri Lanka. Ms Bishop is also 
unlikely to be able to visit these areas 
of the country as it is under military 
control.

Has Ms Bishop been to the 
Special Economic Zone on the coast 
at Sampur where in August 2009, 
5,000 acres of land was seized from 
the traditional owners of the land 
who were Tamils and 500 houses 
destroyed? Or maybe Thirumurgandy 
village where army camp build-
ings have been built on land previ-
ously designated for resettlement by 
Internally Displaced Persons (IDPs) 
or the people of Mullikkulam village 
in the Mannar district of northern Sri 
Lanka who were asked to leave their 
homes for three days by the military  
and have not been allowed to return 
home after fi ve years?

Maybe Ms Bishop has read the 
report of the UN Secretary General’s 
panel of experts on Accountability 
in Sri Lanka dated March 31, 2011?

I call on Julie Bishop to either 
declare who gave her this informa-
tion about the plight of the Tamil 
and Muslim people in Sri Lanka 
and that it is safe for them in their 
country and therefore they should 
not consider seeking political refuge 
in Australia or she should go there 
herself?  If she does not wish to do 
either then she should resign as she 
is clearly not acting in the interests 
of the Australian people. She would 
also be acting against the rights and 
freedoms of the Tamil people-and 
many of the Sinhalese majority in 
Sri Lanka who do not support the 
actions of their government but are 
made to feel scared and intimidated 
for speaking out.

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

Sydney District Committee – Communist Party of Australia

Invites you to a talk by Iranian writer

Bahram Rahmani
on

IRAN TODAY
2 – 4 pm Sunday, 16 September 74 Buckingham St Surry Hills

Bahram Ramani was born in Azerbaijan province of Iran. He became active on 

political and social issues when he was a teenager. He left home for Tehran to 

study medicine but left university at the time of the 1979 revolution. He became 

an active supporter of Komeleh in Kurdistan and joined the Communist Party of 

Iran after its foundation in 1983. Bahram was arrested and jailed in Kurdistan in 

late1980. He escaped and went underground, then fled to Turkey. As a refugee 

he worked and studied political science at Istambul University for five years. In 

1985 he was arrested and tortured, remaining in jail for one month until he was 

released after United Nations mediation. He was granted political asylum in 

Sweden in 1996. Today Bahram Rahmani lives in Stockholm where he works 

as a journalist. He has published 12 books and hundreds of articles on political 

and social issues. He is a board member of the Iranian Writers Association (in 

exile) and a member of Swedish Journalists Union and the Swedish Writers 

Association. He is also editor in chief of Baang (Voice), the monthly journal 

of the Iranian Writers Association in exile.This public meeting is held in 

connection with the commemoration of the 24th anniversary of the execution 

of political prisoners by the Islamic regime in Iran, in memory of thousands 

of political prisoners and militants who died for social justice and freedom.

For further information, please contact Brian on 0468 417 414
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Where would television be 
without sex? Trapped in the 

1950s, I suppose. There are curious 
hints of that arid, inhibited period 
scattered throughout the fi rst episode 
of the three-part documentary series 
The Sex Researchers (ABC2 Fridays 
from September 21 at 9.30pm). 
Considering the sometimes bizarre 
and occasionally even gob-smackingly 
weird shots of damaged or deformed 
human genitalia seen regularly on 
programs like Embarrassing Bodies, 
the coyness of this historical survey of 
scientifi c research into sex is simply 
annoying.

The researchers filmed their 
subjects “do it” and also used “por-
nographic” images as part of their 
research (to see what aroused their 
subjects, for instance). All of these 
explicit shots of men and women 
copulating or masturbating have been 
heavily “pixilated” to render them 
well nigh illegible. The result is rather 
like attending a scientifi c demonstra-
tion but being seated behind a post.

It was of course inevitable that 
something as universal and basic as 
sex would arouse scientifi c enquiry. 
However, that enquiry process was 
adversely affected by the Bible, which 
promulgated the view that women’s 
sexual role was to have babies, or if 
you like, that “sex was for procrea-
tion, not recreation”.

In fact, early researchers regarded 

sexual arousal in women as an illness 
that had to be cured. And some of 
their “cures” were very imaginative. 
The electric vibrator was invented 
in the middle of the Victorian age, 
and was soon followed by vibrators 
driven by everything from compressed 
air to steam!

As for sexual relations between 
people, the program understandably 
devotes considerable time in the fi rst 
episode to the pioneering researches 
of Americans Masters and Johnson, 
whose private sex life was something 
of a case study in itself.

Signifi cantly, once the program 
moves out of the realm of the weirdly 
naïve Victorian devices and into actual 
modern research, it becomes less fun 
and noticeably more boring.

In Sinbad this week (ABC1 
Saturday September 22 at 

8.20pm), Sinbad and his little group 
of friends (all that is left of the origi-
nal crew on their ship) fi nd the hidden 
entrance to a magical, lavish invisible 
city hidden in the ruins of an ancient 
desert town. Anxious to win some 
money at its gaming tables (for they 
need to buy back their ship), Sinbad 
tries to enter but is turned away for 
looking like a beggar. Disconsolate, 
he turns to the others: “We can’t go in 
… apparently there’s a dress code – a 
strict dress code.”

I don’t know about you, but for 
me that line erased any last shred of 
period atmosphere this series still had. 
It lifted the series out of the realms 
of historical fi ction and into that no 
man’s land where Lucy Lawless 
is supposed to be a wise-cracking 
warrior princess in tights, Hercules 
has given up mythology in favour 
of pretending to be Batman without 
Robin and wanders about righting 
wrongs and indulging in punch-ups, 
and – most egregious of all – Robin 
Hood has abandoned any last traces 
of English folklore in favour of 
American-infl uenced street-smarts 
(he even has a very out of period 
black sidekick).

This is on a par with those ridicu-
lous people who attack Mark Twain’s 
novel of life on the Mississippi before 
the Civil War, Huckleberry Finn, 
complaining that the characters fre-
quently use the word “nigger”. Well of 
course they do! The early nineteenth 
century in the USA was not a racially 
enlightened period.

Trying to give classical mythol-
ogy or folk tales of the Middle Ages 
(and earlier) – or the novels of Jane 
Austen, if it comes to that – a racially 
mixed character that they never had 
originally, seems an exercise in futil-
ity. It does the reader (or, more com-
monly, the viewer) a grave disservice, 
by presenting a false reality. 

Progressives had to wage a pro-
tracted struggle in the USA to get 
portrayals of modern American life 
to more accurately refl ect reality: 
look at the fi lms of the 1940s, for 
example – all the characters are white, 
with the possible exception of porters, 
lift-drivers and maids. That did not 

refl ect the true situation of the racial 
mix in the USA (although the eco-
nomic status shown wasn’t so far out). 
Today, Black characters are far more 
prominent, although Asian Americans, 
Chicanos and Native Americans still 
languish in never-never land.

But pretending that the position we 
have today is the one that has always 
prevailed is absurd. It belittles the 
long, bloody struggle for civil rights 
and gives people a totally false and 
misleading idea of the past. It is surely 
much better to accurately acknowledge 
and portray the ignorance and preju-
dices of past eras. It puts our actions 
today in their essential historical 
context, it enriches our understanding 
of the actions and behaviour of both 
historical and fi ctitious characters. By 
using language and thought processes 
illustrative of the times in which a story 
is set, an author helps us to understand 
his characters’ motives, actions and 
relationships.

The modern fashion for intro-

ducing jarring anachronistic modern 
idioms and concepts into historical 
adventures or dramas actually cheats 
the reader or viewer of the pleasure of 
learning about other eras or cultures. 
It is no service to someone to prevent 
them from enriching their knowledge 
of the world in which they live, yet 
that is what we do when we falsify 
history or grossly distort the legends 
and tales that are part of the world’s 
cultural heritage.

These pseudo-historical TV series 
are designed to pander to the ignorant 
and keep them wallowing in their 
ignorance. “Dumbing down” our great 
literature – including our folk tales 
and myths – is actually an offensive 
act against the people, conducted by 
a ruling elite who think the working 
class have no culture and should be 
kept in a state of blissful ignorance, 
being fed intellectual junk-food, to 
keep them from thinking too much 
about the state of the world – and 
what might be done about it. 

Rob Gowland
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Enmore Newsagent
195 Enmore Rd (near Edgeware Rd) 

Enmore, NSW
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Gaelic Club

64 Devonshire Street Surry Hills
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September 14
EUROPE: INTEGRATION OR COLLAPSE?
Bill Dunn, Dr, Political Economy, Sydney University; 
Steven Keen, Professor, University of Western Sydney;

September 21
JULIAN ASSANGE, BRADLEY MANNING & WIKILEAKS – 
CAN THE GLOBAL SUPPORT MOVEMENT HOLD THE LINE?
Cassie Findlay, Digital Archivist, member Support Assange / Wikileaks 
Coalition; 
Kellie Tranter, Lawyer, Human Rights Activist;

September 28
No Meeting – Public holiday 

October 5
THE US ELECTION: WAR ON GOVERNMENT, HEALTH, 
WOMEN & EVERYTHING
Kate Gleeson, Macquarie University; 
Brendon O'Connor, A/Professor, US Studies Centre, Sydney Uni; 

12th October 12
EXTREME HOMELESSNESS (105,000) – ANOTHER 
GOVERNMENT SELL-OUT
TBA, Speaker from Homeless Advocacy Group; 
John Dowd, AO, International Commission Jurists;

POLITICSin the pub

Sydney

Sinbad this week (ABC1 Saturday September 22 at 8.20pm).

Special Event
12 noon Saturday October 13
Stop CSG Sydney is making a Human Sign in Sydney Park!
Can you help us spell this out in St. Peters?
STOP COAL SEAM GAS
Sydney Park (meet in front of the smoke stacks)
PART OF THE LOCK THE GATE NATIONAL DAY OF ACTION

Free the Five – rally for freedom

Thursday September 13

5:00pm

US Consulate
Saint George Terrace, Perth (Opposite Concert Hall)

On the 14th anniversary of the unjust 
incarceration of Five Cuban anti-terrorists 
we join thousands of voices around the globe 
for their freedom now!

Support the fi ght for justice.

Australian Cuba Frindship Society (Perth)

acfs-perth.blogspot.com acfsperth@gmail.com 0421 113 343

To learn more about the Five go to www.thecuban5.org
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Today we come to say farewell to Michael 
Power and we also come to celebrate a most 
remarkable person and his life. So let me 
begin by saying on behalf of Jacqueline and 
Victor, his family, comrades and friends, 
I have been given a special honour to say 
farewell to a most warming, extraordinary 
wonderful person.

Michael Charles Power was born in April 
1938, to parents William and Mary at Preston, 
Melbourne. Anne his sister said he was Mum 
and Dad’s favourite. Mick had four sisters and 
four brothers with Mick being the third born. 

Mick’s brother Peter who is here today with 
sister Anne tells me Mick was very close to his 
Mum and Dad and in fact to the whole Power 
family and I have it on good authority they 
could nearly fi ll the Melbourne cricket ground 
if they all got together. Mick made many trips 
to Melbourne especially to see his Mum. And 
it was on one of these visits Mick suffered an 
horrendous accident. I will relate further on. 

Mick took up amateur boxing at an early age 
and later fought as a feather and welterweight. 
Around the late ’60s boxing was seen on televi-
sion as “TV Ringside” with Melbourne’s Ron 
Casey as the host and Mick’s was the fi rst fi ght 
ever broadcast live to Sydney and Melbourne 
and as his brother Peter puts it, he was the fi rst 
fi ghter ever to lose a fi ght on TV. And his great 
mate Harry Black also remembered it on more 
than one occasion. 

Before that Mick fought Max Carlos to see 
who represented Australia at the 1956 Olympic 
Games. Alas Mick also lost than one too, but 
Max went on to win an Australian title. Mick 
had some professional fi ghts but retired not long 
after he came to Sydney.

Looking at Mick’s fi ght record I think the 
best thing Mick did was to retire from the ring 
as there were not many victories recorded, but 
he made many friends from this profession.

When I was informing Mick’s many friends 
and comrades, all were so surprised to hear 
of Mick’s passing, but it was their endearing 
remarks about Mick. We have lost a wonderful 
person, so caring, a great fi ghter for his class, a 
great comrade, kind and gentle always caring for 
others. A very polite man especially to women.

Mick came to Sydney in 1960-61 and lived 
in Harris Street, Ultimo. 

He joined the Sydney waterfront in 1960 and 
worked a bodgie brief, but got his own in 1963 
and this was to become a great and wonderful 
venture for the next 35 years of Mick’s life.

It was here that working class politics come 
to the fore. He had joined the waterfront when 
many changes were taking place and many more 
were to come in later years.

It was this period where he cemented many 
endearing friendships, and many of those friends 
and comrades are here today. Sadly some pre-
ceded Mick and I mention them later.

In 1964 Mick was in a [wharfi e] gang of 
notable fi ghters and the gang was called “The 

Fighting Gang”, Jack Hassen (Australian title 
holder); Bruce Farthing (another holder); 
Graham Moffett, John Hawthorne (non-title 
holders); Athol Dixon (who went on to become 
a great Aboriginal rights fi ghter); and Owen 
Porter was the gang leader.

They were a very militant gang; would stop 
work on any issue. Getting them to start work 
was another thing. It was in the period Mick 
took out a delegate’s brief and around 1965-66 
Mick joined the Communist Party of Australia 
and became a member of the Street Branch with 
Harry Black, Ina Heidtman, Johnny Healy, Bob 
Bolger, Matt Munro, Tom Nelson and myself 
were just some of the then branch members.

At this stage Mick was working for some 
unsavoury persons as an SP bookmaker at the 
Bondi Hotel.

He took on the work of the Party with vigour 
and this put a stop to his SP ventures. 

During this period of time the Party was in 
a bit of turmoil going through some disruptions 
relating to the true teachings of Marxism and 
Leninism. And this is where he met his great 
mentor Jack McPhillips, whose friendship was 
to last for many years and of course his other 
mentors being Harry Black and Ina Heidtman. 

It was a great learning period for Mick 
with the fi nal outcome being the formation of 
the Socialist Party of Australia of which Mick 
gave total support and commitment.

His love of the Marxist Leninist teachings 
led Mick to the Soviet Union and Moscow 
in 1975 and in 1980 to the Lenin Institute to 
study their teachings. Again this was a turning 
point in his life for his studies of the classics 
brought Mick to a better understanding of the 
class nature of society – and the reasons for the 
class struggles.

And on his return to Australia he applied 
these new learnings to the application of his 
work on the waterfront. 

Mick developed into a fi rst class and most 
respected delegate. He was elected to Patrick’s 
Committee on many occasions. Mick’s activities 
in both the Party and the union slowed down 
because of a visit to Melbourne in 1987, where 
he went to assist some people who were being 
assaulted by a group of men. These thugs over 
powered these people and Mick. As a result they 
took Mick and dropped him from a height onto 
his head seriously injuring him to near death.

Mick recovered after many, many months 
of rehabilitation and it took him some years to 
regain his full health. This was a set back, but 
it never deterred him from both the Party and 
union work.

While in the Soviet Union, Mick took a 
liking to the great composers of classical music. 

His brother Peter tells me when he went to 
visit him in Melbourne Mick would play the 
classics for hour after hour and Peter would 
yell out Mick “enough is enough turn that 
(expletive) off”.

The Fighting Gang broke up and Mick 

formed another one in 1974 with many other 
notables in it including Terry McNamara, 
Trifecta George, Bob Leman and his good mate 
Alistair Lowe whose family he loved very much, 
and my own family and the Robertson’s and of 
course many other families.

And so many events were or had been taking 
place on the waterfront: the great battle over 
permanency, containerisation, the Vietnam War, 
the US blood bath in Chile, the US blockade of 
Cuba. The election and dismissal of the Whitlam 
government. Peace, apartheid in South Africa. 
His absolute rejection of the Accord process of 
the Hawke-Keating government of 1983.

These were just a few of the many tasks 
confronting communists and Mick was to the 
forefront on all of these issues. Of the many 
issues just mentioned Mick’s fi ghting for peace 
and his love of Cuba were uppermost in his 
thoughts and deeds.

With Harry, Ina, Joy Barlow, Jack 
McPhillips, Stan Moran, Anne Duffy-Lindsay 
and Jim Robertson, hundreds of weekends were 
taken up on the streets of Sydney’s Balmain 
talking and gathering signatures for peace.

I know I will leave some people out when 
I mention some of Mick’s close comrades, so 
please forgive if not mentioned – Ray Ferguson, 
Jake Haub, Andrew Irving, George Gotsis, 
Donna, Denis and Hannah, Anna Pha, Warren 
Smith, John Graham and Joe Deakin.

His love of Cuba and the Cuban people 
took him to Cuba on many, many occasions. He 
was the fi rst to volunteer for the Cuban Work 

Brigades working holidays and of course this is 
where he met his future wife to be, Jacqueline, 
in the early 1990s.

Jacqueline came to Australia in 1995 and 
they were married in 1996 with many here today 
at the ceremony. Mick retired after the 1998 
lockout by Patrick’s of which Mick played a 
leading role on the people’s peaceful pickets. 
Mick would often retell stories of that time and 
there were many mostly good tales.

Mick had a very good sense of humour and 
wit, he loved a beer like most of us, sometimes 
he was off the wagon for health reasons but on 
most occasions fell off that wagon. It was dur-
ing this time Mick would open up a bit more, 
and he and others would solve the problems 
of the world. 

On retirement Mick joined the Maritime 
Union of Australia Retired Member’s 
Association – “Retired from the workplace 
but not the struggle” – and Mick attended most 
meetings and joined in all the other activities.

A measure of any person’s life on this 
earth can be measured by the question - did 
that person leave it better than when they fi rst 
came into it? 

I am sure that all of us here today would 
whole heartily agree Mick did just that. For 
without people like Mick and his devotion to 
peace and the betterment of human kind this 
world be a very different world.

And on this note we now say farewell to 
our dear friend and comrade.

Jim Donovan 

Mick handing out leafl ets in the 2010 Federal Election Campaign opposite 
Redfern Station for the Communist Alliance.

Tribute

Michael Charles Power

In memory of Mick Power
Please receive our most sincere condolences for the demise of our friend Mick 
Power which solidarity Cubans deeply appreciate.
Transmit to his family and comrades our gratitude for a life of commitment with 
the causes we defend, for the wellbeing and dignity of humanity for a better 
world.
Our sorrow but warmest regard,
Pedro Monzon, Ambassador of Cuba


