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The intention of the Gillard government 
to excise the Australian mainland from 
the country’s migration zone deserves 
the strongest possible condemnation. This 
cruel act – a clear breach of the letter and 
the spirit of UN Convention on Refugees 
to which Australia is a signatory– was 
rejected by the Labor Party when it was 
in opposition to the Howard government. 
Immigration Minister Chris Bowen on 
August 10, 2006, speaking against the 
Howard government’s legislation, said:

“This is a bad bill (Excision of the 
Mainland) with no redeeming features. It is 
a hypocritical and illogical bill. If it is passed 
today, it will be a stain on our national char-
acter…. If it is passed, it will be repealed by 
an incoming Labor government. Decency 
and self-respect as a nation would demand 
nothing less.”

They still demand nothing less today.
The backfl ip has arisen from the o ppor-

tunism of the parliamentary Labor Party on 
the question of boat arrivals and is the next 
“logical” step following the reintroduction of 
mandatory detention and the restoration of 
prison-like detention centres associated with 
the Howard government’s “Pacifi c Solution”.

The CPA rejects the cynical claim that 
these measures are motivated by concern 
for the safety of asylum seekers coming to 
Australia aboard boats from Indonesia. It 
is motivated by political opportunism and 
capitulation to the hysteria whipped up by 
xenophobes in the political sphere, in the 
media and on the margins of the community. 
The contrast between the treatment of very 
wealthy applicants for business migration and 
those desperately seeking peace and security 
could not be clearer.

The CPA supports the demands of the 
majority of the Australian people for an end 
to Australian involvement in US-led military 
engagement in wars such as Afghanistan. It 
calls for a new approach to relations between 
developed and developing countries based 
on respect and mutual benefi t; not aggres-
sion and exploitation. Only measures of this 
nature will prevent a growing global refugee 
crisis. It is folly to think a “fortress Australia” 
can be built that can ignore the suffering of 
people caused by policies and intervention 
supported by Australia, the US and other 
imperialist states. 
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We have heard several times from different authorities that 
the sending of us to Nauru is an argument for giving lessons 
to those who have an intention of coming to Australia by sea 
through people smugglers.

Now we are sacrifi ced on Nauru living in a hot and wild place in 
a worse situation that gradually moves us towards death.

Isn’t our coming here giving the message that those who are 
coming by sea to Australia, if they are not sinking at sea, will be 
killed in Nauru?

Isn’t it far from justice that the painful and sorrowful conditions 
of our life, without provide anything for us, is giving lesson to 
others who will witness our pains, diseases and death? We 
have been sacrifi ced to give lesson to those who come to 
Australia by boat. This is justice?

Transferring of asylum seekers by fraud and force. This is 
justice?

Having no option, we prefer to die instead of living in Nauru. 
We request to PM and MPs of Australia to save our lives, take 
us back to Australia and process our cases.

The policy of Nauru and PNG has no advantage for both 
asylum seekers and the Australian government. So, please, 
don’t destroy our future and don’t make us crazy.

This policy is destroying well-educated and skilful asylum 
seekers in Nauru. Today, we got together to announce that 
we will continue our protest until shifting to Australia and 
processing our cases.

Letter to the Editor from 
Asylum Seekers on Nauru
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The Gillard government’s new measures to help control gambling 
are terribly watered down, compared to the arrangement originally 
agreed with anti-gambling independent MPs. Despite this, the 
Liberal and National MPs opposed the legislation! While Canberra 
dithers and bleats, the Press Fund is rocketing along, but we still 
need your help to reach our target for this financial year – and the 
end of the year is fast approaching, so please send us in something 
for the next issue. Many thanks to this week’s contributors, for 
their generous support, as follows:
In honour of the CPA General Secretary on her 70th birthday, for 
her great work over many years:
Bob Brown $250, Bill and Mandy Church $50, 
CPA Maritime Branch $70, Fergus Frike $50, Bronwyn Marx $25, 
Anonymous $745.
Also: Ted Forbes $20, DC Kleman $25, Mark Mannion $5, 
ER Newey $40, “Round Figure” $15, Eddie Seymour $25.
This week’s total: $1,820 Progressive total: $10,455.

The right wing’s wish list
There are plenty of vested interests out there, rubbing their 

hands together in excitement at the thought of an Abbott-led 
federal government. If you want to see a comprehensive list of 
what the corporate sector would like a future Coalition government 
to do, go to the website of the Institute of Public Affairs (IPA) 
atipa.org.au and have a look for an article entitled Be like Gough: 
75 radical ideas to transform Australia. The authors – columnists 
John Roskam, Chris Berg and James Paterson – were so pleased 
with their fi rst reactionary wish-list that they penned another 25 
suggested “reforms”.

The notion that Abbott should be like Gough is not a 
recommendation that Abbott PM should legislate progressive change 
of the order of Medibank, the abolition of tertiary education fees 
or the like. Quite the contrary! The reference to Whitlam is that 
he moved swiftly and radically to institute change in the political 
culture of the country. His government didn’t allow itself to held 
back by killjoy advice from the public service or the chattering of 
the media. It pressed on to swing politics leftward.

Or, at least, that is the self-serving recollection. Details like the 
last belt-tightening federal budget from Treasurer Bill Hayden are 
conveniently forgotten. The urging from the IPA for Abbott to crash 
through and swing the pendulum to the right is based on the legend 
of the Whitlam government. According to the conservative IPA 
trio, Gough established the trend towards big government and the 
nanny state that has not yet abated. The intervening decades of 
privatisation and de-regulation are not recognised by the authors. 
They’re still waiting for a rightward paradigm shift of the sort 
pulled off by Margaret Thatcher in Britain and by Reagan in the US.

The hundred “ideas” also make up a comprehensive list of the 
remaining social functions of the state and vestiges of the regulation 
of  “free” (i.e. monopoly-dominated) markets. They propose that the 
ABC, SBS, Medibank, Australia Post and the CSIRO be completely 
privatised. An axe should be taken to public service jobs. The 
Fair Work Act should be repealed to be replaced by advice to “... 
individuals and employers to negotiate directly terms of employment 
that suit them” - i.e. bosses should call all the shots. Corporate tax 
should be reduced to an “internationally competitive” 25 percent. 
Free trade zones should be established and 457 visa programs greatly 
expanded. Anti-dumping laws should be scrapped and free trade 
agreements should be sought with all our major trading partners. 
The ACCC should go.

The “four-pillar” basis of what remains of regulation of the 
banking sector should be removed. “Corporate welfare” to the car 
industry should be withdrawn along with research and development 
funding and any other vestige of government intervention in the 
economy. Media cross-ownership laws should be pulled.

“Nanny state” measures such as the alco-pop tax, plain packaging 
for cigarettes and pre-commitment for pokie gambling have to go. 
A voucher system should be introduced for secondary education. 
Baby bonuses and fi rst home buyers grants should be stopped. There 
is a thread running through the proposals of devolving powers, 
including income tax powers, to the states.

And, of course, there are the “culture wars” – the ideological 
struggle against the people. The Racial Discrimination Act should 
be wiped. There should be no requirement at all for the media 
to be “balanced”. The Australian Communications and Media 
Authority, which occasionally penalises the most egregious abuses 
of the broadcast media, ought to be dismantled. The allegedly 
“leftist” national school curriculum should be scuttled in favour 
of competing private ones.

It would be easy to dismiss these documents as fringe – a sort of 
neo-liberal wet dream. Unfortunately, most of the items on the wish 
list are also on the agenda of the federal Coalition. Joe Hockey’s 
sermons on the “entitled” generation are precisely the same message 
of big business fi rst, all others to make their own arrangements. 
Many of the items are also on the mid to long-term agenda of 
the current government. The time for unity in action to advance 
a progressive agenda, to ensure a genuine left paradigm shift, is 
with us.

US and Australia 
in cahoots for years 
over Assange intel
Australia has been handing key 
intelligence on Julian Assange to 
Washington for over two years. 
Newly-released cables indicate 
the US conducted an “active and 
vigorous enquiry” as early as 
2010 to ascertain if they could try 
Assange for espionage.

The Australian Department of 
Foreign Affairs and Trade (DFAT) 
revealed it had been in cahoots with 
the US over the Assange case, say-
ing it had turned over documents as 
early as 2010 that pertained to the 
whistleblower’s activities.

One of the cables dated 
November 2011 includes a com-
muniqué between former Foreign 
Minister Kevin Rudd and former 
Attorney-General Robert McClelland 
on the subject of how best to pros-
ecute Assange.

The cable stipulates that the 
most successful route to prosecution 
“would be to show that Mr. Assange 
had acted as a co-conspirator – solic-
iting, encouraging or assisting [US 
Army private] Bradley Manning, to 
obtain and provide the documents.”

US offi cials put pressure on 
Canberra following the release of 
thousands of cables, saying that “the 

WikiLeaks case was unprecedented 
both in its scale and nature.”

The government body also con-
fi rmed they had sent intelligence to 
the US government on June 1 prior to 
Assange’s appeal of his extradition to 
Sweden to be questioned over sexual 
assault charges.

The Australian government had 
previously refuted claims that they 
had any knowledge of a conspiracy to 
put Assange to trial in the US.

“I’ve received no hint that they’ve 
got a plan to extradite him to the 
US … I would expect that the US 
would not want to touch this,” said 
Australian Foreign Minister Bob 
Carr in June.

However, in August Australian 
offi cials confi rmed that the country’s 
diplomatic mission in Washington has 
been prepping for Assange’s possible 
extradition to the US calling it “con-
tingency planning.”

Assange strikes back
Assange has announced he 

will sue Australian Prime Minister 
Julia Gillard over false claims that 
WikiLeaks acted illegally when they 
leaked 250,000 US diplomatic cables 
in 2010.

The whistleblower said that the 
PM’s claims prompted Mastercard 
Australia to join the fi nancial blockade 
of WikiLeaks.

Assange told activist group 
GetUp! In an interview in the 
Ecuadorian Embassy where he is 
currently held up evading arrest that 
Gillard statements “directly affect 
the fi nancial viability of WikiLeaks.’’

‘’We are considering suing for 
defamation. So I have hired lawyers 
in Sydney and they are investigating 
the different ways in which we can 
sue Gillard over that statement,” said 
Assange.

Assange has been holed up for 
four months in London’s Ecuadorian 
Embassy where he has been granted 
political asylum by the country’s 
government. However, he has thus far 
been unable to leave as UK authori-
ties have threatened to arrest him and 
extradite him to Sweden should he set 
foot outside the embassy.

Assange has repeatedly voiced 
fears that once in Sweden he would 
be handed over to US authorities to 
be put to trial.
Russia Today 

Once in 
a decade 
birthday party

Melbourne Cup Guessing Competition
Our warm thanks go to the sellers and buyers of our 
Melbourne Cup guessing competition tickets who brought 
in a near record response.

Everyone who drew a horse has been informed and the 
fi nal winners will be published next week (The Guardian 
goes to press just as the race is run).

The CPA General Secretary’s once in a decade 
70th birthday party was celebrated at the Gaelic 
Club in Sydney on October 28.

Over 100 guests from the Communist Party, 
peace and environmental groups and other peoples’ 
movements, family and friends were treated to a 
wonderful event, including Filipino dancing and a 
poem to Hannah by Professor Stuart Rees of the 
Sydney Peace Foundation.

One party goer exclaimed that she felt she “was 
in the heart of Sydney”.

Hannah’s career from her childhood, to univer-
sity in London, research in Nigeria, teaching and 
then research in the German Democratic Republic 
and fi nally to Australia was covered in a few talks.

The birthday party raised almost $1,200 for the 
Guardian Press Fund and a similar amount for the 
Anti-Bases campaign.

The CPA thanks everyone who came, the more 
than 50 people who sent apologies and everyone 
who made a donation. 

Special Guardian Appeal
Garry Spiers $190, Semaphore Workers’ 
Club in memory of departed comrades $500.

Support Support The GuardianThe Guardian  
by donating to by donating to 

Press FundPress Fund

Hannah visiting the grave of Karl Marx in Highgate 
Cemetery, London 2007.
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The federal government’s proposed 
excise of the Australian mainland 
from the migration zone makes 
its migration policies in some 
respects even worse than those of 
the former Howard government.

Seemingly a bizarre legal non-
sense, excision of the mainland is 
intended to facilitate discrimination 
between asylum seekers arriving by 
plane and those who arrive by boat.

Implementation of the policy 
would allow the government to 
remove asylum seekers arriving by 
boat to an offshore destination. Under 
the new “no advantage” rule, they 
would also be detained for at least as 
long as the government thinks they 
would have waited for resettlement if 
they had stayed in the refugee camps 
from which they came.

The formula on which that period 
is determined has been criticised 
by the UN High Commissioner for 
Refugees, because every case is dif-
ferent and there is no way of working 
out an average. One commentator said 
the formula was based on “the longer 
term aspiration for regional processing 
to be in place”. In short, as long as the 
government wants it to be.

The Howard government excised 
the Australian coastal islands, includ-
ing the Cocos Islands, Ashmore Reef 
and Christmas Island, where asylum 
seekers tended to seek refuge after 
crossing from Sri Lanka or Indonesia. 
However, in 2006 it refrained from 
excising the mainland itself, because 
of widespread public outrage and a 
rebellion by a small group of Liberal 
and National backbenchers.

One Labor MP, Mellissa Parke, 
has objected to the proposal. She 
maintains it could breach the UN 
refugee convention, which obliges 
the government to treat all those 
seeking asylum humanely and fairly 
while their applications for asylum are 
processed with minimum delay, and 
regardless of their mode of arrival.

The Liberal leadership will sup-
port the excision legislation, and 
they have gleefully declared that the 
Howard government’s policies have 
been validated. However, Liberal MPs 

Russell Broadbent and Judi Moylan 
intend to cross the fl oor and vote 
against the bill. Ms Moylan stated: 
“To me this is a very dangerous piece 
of legislation. When you look at the 
incremental changes that are made, 
we’re watering down people’s entitle-
ment to natural justice”.

Amnesty International Spokesman 
Dr Graham Thorn has described the 
excision proposal as “a dangerous 
move that will not save lives and bla-
tantly defi es Australia’s commitment 
under the UN refugee convention.”

The UN High Commission for 
Refugees (UNHCR) has pointed out 
that because of the new “no advan-
tage” rule the processing of some 
5,000 applications for asylum and 
refugee status has been indefi nitely 
postponed. It notes: “This effective 
suspension of processing raises seri-
ous legal issues, as well as concerns 
for the health and wellbeing of those 
affected”.

Hell in paradise
In a number of respects the 

situation of Nauru and Manus Island 
detainees will be even worse than 
under the Howard regime. On Nauru 
the rush to reinstate the detention cen-
tre has resulted in a drastic inadequacy 
of hygiene facilities, including toilets, 

for the detainees. As The Guardian 
goes to press the detainees are on 
a hunger strike in protest at being 
dumped on Nauru.

Moreover, they have been virtu-
ally imprisoned within the detention 
centre, instead of having access to the 
rest of the island, as under the Howard 
regime. It is unclear whether this is a 
temporary or permanent arrangement, 
but as a result, incidents of self- harm 
are proliferating. Last week a detainee 
was narrowly prevented from com-
mitting suicide by fellow detainees 
and security guards. Afterwards the 
security fi rm described it as just a 
“behavioural incident”.

The UNHCR has also criticised 
the Manus Island proposal, because 
Papua New Guinea has not signed 
international treaties for refugee pro-
tection and against torture. It also has 
no experience, institutions or skilled 
workforce for dealing with detained 
asylum seekers, will have diffi culty 
integrating asylum seekers with 
residents, and involves an increased 
risk of refoulement, i.e. the return of 
asylum seekers to their original places 
of persecution.

Because processing offshore is 
more expensive than on the mainland, 
and because of the increased number 
of new arrivals, the allocation for 

the Department of Immigration in 
the recent mini-budget rose by $1.2 
billion.

The government now argues that 
the improved facilities it provides in 
the Nauru and Manus Island centres 
would benefi t local inhabitants, so 
part or all of these costs should be 
deducted from overseas aid funding.

Labor MP Janet Saffi n objected 
that “… any wholesale reallocation 
along these lines I would consider … 
to be a cut”. Marc Purcell, executive 
director of the Australian Council 
for International Development, com-
mented acidly: “We would not want 
to see aid money spent on propping 
up detention centres there and screw-
ing up the focus on poverty in Papua 
New Guinea”.

Policy failure 
meets government 
intransigence

The Gillard government’s claim 
that the revived “Pacifi c solution” 
and “no advantage” policies would 
prevent further deaths by halting 
asylum seeker boats has been totally 
disproved.

The Pacifi c solution centres will 
never be able to hold the new arriv-
als, even disregarding the processing 

delays imposed by the “no advantage” 
policies. When completed, the new 
Nauru and Manus Island facilities 
will only accommodate 2,100 people.

The Liberal leaders’ position is 
even worse than the government’s. 
They persist in depicting asylum 
seekers as law-breakers, and want 
new arrivals to be detained for at 
least fi ve years.

Last week the Liberals’ threat 
to tow asylum seeker boats back to 
their ports of origin was attacked by 
Sutin Pitsuwan, Secretary-General of 
the Association of South-East Asian 
Nations. He warned that any such 
action would endanger friendly rela-
tions with Australia’s neighbours, and 
risked “losing  … many other issues 
on the international agenda”.

He noted that Liberal leader Tony 
Abbott’s statements were “internal 
rhetoric for internal consumption 
only”. Nevertheless he warned against 
“turning your backs to us”, rather than 
seeking a regional solution.

That’s good advice, but for 
Australia the best advice is to choose 
a political party or coalition that 
has humane and effective policies 
regarding asylum seekers, rather than 
choosing between the terrible policies 
of one party and the absolutely appall-
ing policies of another. 

Australia

Labor asylum seeker policy 
worse than Howard 
government’s

Detainees on 
hunger strike 

at Nauru.

Pete’s Corner
Sydney

BEYOND THE LAST SKY

CONTEMPORARY PALESTINIAN 

PHOTOGRAPHY AND VIDEO
Beyond the Last Sky takes its name from a verse in Mahmoud Darwish’s poem The 

Earth is Closing on Us, and Edward Said’s 1986 book After the Last Sky which used 

documentary modes as a verification of Palestinian experience.

Curated by Chrisoula Lionis as an evolution of Said’s book, Beyond the Last Sky 

is the first exhibition of its kind in Australia to showcase contemporary Palestinian 

photographic and video work. Focusing on the work of artists who look beyond the 

documentary, and turn to critical humour as a subversive tool, Beyond the Last Sky 

encourages laughter that challenges us to break representational deadlocks and to 

rethink the past, present and future of Palestine.

Australian Centre for Photography 257 Oxford St, Paddington

Until November 18 – Open daily 10am-5pm

Admission is free
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Remembering a remarkable 
and talented man who devoted 
and lived his life along Marxist 
principles.

John was born in Townsville 
and first became interested in 
Communisim after hearing Fred 
Patterson speak in Queensland. He 
later moved to Sydney where he 
joined the Comminist Party in 1936. 
He met and married Phyllis Johnson 
and both remained life-long members 
of the Communist Party.  He was an 
artist, photographer and woodworker 
and later became a world renowned 
maker of fi ne violins.

John was very active during ‘30s, 
‘40s and ‘50s with the trade union 
movement and the Communist Party 
in supprot of workers’ rights and 
the fi ght against fascisim. He was 
a photographer for the Tribune and 
played an active role in the “Vote 
No” campgain in Menzies’ attempt 
to ban the Communist Party.

In his later years John began 
making violins from his workshop 
in Padstow, Sydney. He made some 
80 violins and all are inscribed with 
the initials TVMBFGNBOS….”This 
Violin May Be Freely Given Never 
Bought or Sold”. True to his con-
victions of Marxist and socialist 
principles John passed his violins 
on, free of charge, to talented and 
young musicians who may not have 
been able to afford a fi ne hand-made 
violin.

They were to become custodi-
ans of his instruments and when no 
longer needed are to be passed on to 
another, never to be sold. John was 
also very generous with his time 
and shared his skills and passions 
with young makers and players and 
attended numerous woodworking 
shows all over Australia to share his 
knowledge with others.

Some of his violins have 
been played in the Philharmonic 

Orchestras in Berlin, Salzburg and 
Leningrad. John also donated four 
of his instruments and promoted 
the foundation of the Jessie Street 
Quartet here in Sydney. His violins 
are some of Australia’s fi nest and 
two of his violins are on display at 
the Powerhose Museum in Sydney. 
John was awarded the OAM in 1991 
for Services to the Arts.

Despite much of his time spent 
in political activism, the arts, and 
working long shifts for much of his 
working life as a printer for The 
Sydney Morning Herald, John was a 
wonderful father to his three children 
and supportive partner to his wife 
Phyllis for 63 years. He will always 
be remembered as a remarkable and 
truly fi ne individual who throughout 
his long and productive life worked 
to provide a secure and peaceful 
future for us all.
Alice Johnson 

Celebrating 100 years

John Godschall Johnson 
04 November 1912 – 04 May 2003

NSW state schools 
face handover 
to developers
Earlier this month, the so-called 
“independent” advisory body, 
Infrastructure NSW, headed by 
former Liberal Premier Nick 
Greiner, issued a report on 
the state’s public transport. It 
rejected much needed expansion 
of the public transport system in 
favour of major new road works, 
and recommended tolls for new 
and upgraded motorways. (See 
Guardian 10-10-2012, No 1568) It 
has also recommended the state 
government increase the shared 
usage of public school assets by 
handing over their land to private 
developers.

Ultimo Public School, in an 
inner city suburb of Sydney, is one 
of a number of state schools fac-
ing demolition to make way for 
private development of their site. 
According to The Daily Telegraph 
(18-10-2012), the Ultimo site would 
become a multi-story tower block, 
including shops, offi ces, apartments 
and a school. There would be a 
separate entrance to the school part 
of the block.

Parents attending a recent P&C 
meeting were told about the plans 
to demolish their school and use 
the land for private commercial and 
residential development. They were 
naturally horrifi ed at the thought of 
the new school being sandwiched 
inside a high-rise building, with 

the loss of outdoor area and the 
additional security risks for their 
children.

The government claims the 
income from the sale of the land 
will free up millions of dollars in 
assets to be used to rebuild existing 
schools.

What it actually does is free 
up prime real estate for capital-
ist developers to make a killing. 
Depending on the model used, the 
government may hand over the 
management of the “new” public 
school to the private sector. It may 
even commit to paying regular rent 
for the use of the new school build-
ings. In the long run it will leave 
the public purse bare as well as the 
potential harm it does to students.

The sale and development of 
school property will result in a 
windfall for developers, giving 
them prime real estate. Instead 
of selling land, the government 
should be purchasing land to enable 
schools such as Ultimo PS to have 
room to expand.

It adds to the pressure on public 
education in NSW which is already 
facing savage cuts by the O’Farrell 
Liberal-led government.

The NSW Teachers’ Federation 
is campaigning hard to defend pub-
lic education, working closely with 
parents and building community 
support. 

DO YOU 
HAVE 
SOMETHING 
TO SAY?

Curtin University wage deal
Staff at Curtin University in 
Perth have won an in-principle 
agreement to provide a 17 percent 
wage increase over four years. The 
in-principle agreement, which has 
been endorsed by the National 
Tertiary Education Union (NTEU) 
executive and members, is the 
fi rst to be negotiated in any of 
Australia’s 37 public universities 
in the current round.

“This will be the fi rst time 
that academic and general staff at 
Curtin University will be covered 
by the same agreement – thanks 
to a vigorous on the ground cam-
paign waged by the NTEU under 
the banner of ‘Many voices, One 
agreement’,” said Matt McGowan, 
NTEU assistant national secretary. 

Key improvements in the deal 
include:
• Reasonable salary increases
• Firm workload caps for 

academic staff
• Equal treatment for general 

and academic staff in serious 
misconduct and unsatisfactory 
work performance issues

• The creation of more secure 
work for casual staff with 
the introduction of Scholarly 
Teaching Fellows, to be created 
from previously casualised work

• Improved career development 
options for general staff

“While there are many differ-
ences in the work performed and 
the expectations about their roles, 
both academic and general staff 
are entitled to fair and reasonable 

treatment in dealing with serious 
misconduct, unsatisfactory work 
performance, managing change, 
security of employment and super-
annuation. Career prospects for 
general staff are set to improve,” 
McGowan said.

“The NTEU has been on a mis-
sion to ensure that general staff 
receive the same job security pro-
tections enjoyed by academic staff 
in cases of serious misconduct and 
unsatisfactory work performance, 
including access to review com-
mittees. Curtin University will no 
longer be able to summarily dis-
miss general staff.”

McGowan said that the EBA 
provided for fi rm caps on teaching 
loads.

“Teaching and research aca-
demics will have hours of teaching 
contact capped at 260 hours (40% 
load), 340 hours (50% load) or 420 
hours (60% load). In a signifi cant 
change, the NTEU has agreed that 
new teaching focused jobs can be 
created with a 75% teaching load, 
capped at 550 hours pa,” he said.

“Importantly, casual staff 
will get a better deal as part of 
our national push to create 2,000 
teaching-focused positions, known 
as Scholarly Teaching Fellows, to 
perform 20% of the work currently 
undertaken by casual staff. 

“Under the Curtin agreement, 
5% of the load carried by casu-
als will be converted to Scholarly 
Teaching Fellow positions over 
each year of the agreement. 

These new positions will carry 
75% teaching loads for between 
24-36 weeks, with cap of 550 
contact hours annually. It’s a 
major advance for casuals who 
are largely excluded from access 
to full-time academic posts even 
though they now account for 
50% of undergraduate teaching in 
Australian universities.”

McGowan said that the deal 
was good news for Curtin staff.

“There’s been some give and 
take but, overall, the new EBA 
will benefi t all staff. It represents a 
good base for further negotiations 
in other universities. Nationally, 
we’re determined to convert 20% 
of casual work into full-time on-
going Scholarly Teaching Fellow 
positions. Academia is the third 
most casualised profession in 
Australia,” he said.

The NTEU will be directly 
represented on selection panels for 
these positions. 

This is the fi rst agreement in 
Western Australia where the NTEU 
has had exclusive coverage of the 
majority of general staff after the 
Community and Public Sector 
Union relinquished coverage of 
general staff at Curtin University 
in 2011.

It is hoped that fi nal nego-
tiations will be concluded to 
allow Curtin staff to vote on a 
fi nal agreement in mid-to-late 
November, with fi nal approval 
by Fair Work Australia expected 
before the end of the year. 

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au
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Richard Titelius

Since the Trans-Pacifi c Partnership 
Agreement (TPPA) began in 2005 
the parliaments and the people 
they represent in the nine signatory 
countries which border on the 
Pacifi c Ocean; USA, Peru, Chile, 
New Zealand, Brunei, Malaysia, 
Singapore, Vietnam and Australia 
have had very little say on what 
should or shouldn’t be contained in 
it. This is due to the agreement pre-
dominantly serving the interests of 
corporations and the governments 
which act in their interests. There 
are also two countries which have 
been accepted into the proposed 
agreement in principle; Canada 
and Mexico while Japan is thinking 
about it. There have been to date 
14 Negotiating Rounds of the TPPA 
with the latest being in September 
2012 in Leesberg, Virginia and next 
one being scheduled for Auckland, 
New Zealand from December 3-12, 
2012. 

China has not expressed interest 
in joining but according to Greens 
Senator Scott Ludlam, in a Senate 
Budget Estimates hearing on May 
31, offi cials from China are keenly 
interested in being kept up to date 
on progress of the agreement. Brazil 
and India have openly condemned 
the TPPA.

Why do we need the TPPA when 
we already have so called Free Trade 
Agreements with most of these 
countries?

When Senator Ludlam put the 
question to the Senate Estimates 
Committee he got the following 
responses:
• It is meant to be a very high 

quality, ambitious free trade 
agreement,

• It is designed to expand over time 
and provide a pathway to the 
APEC objective of a free trade 
area in the Asia-Pacifi c. This 
includes for Australia building 
multi-lateral trade liberalisation 
objectives as far as we can.

• Securing specifi c market access 
outcomes for Australian exporters 
of goods and services that we 
could be missing through the 
negotiations.

However, when Senator Ludlam 
tried to push for a quantifying of the 
economic benefi ts the responses were 
vague or evasive at best. Why is this 
so? This is quite possibly because 
we have bilateral or regional trade 
agreements with all but one of these 

countries already, in this case Peru. 
The operation of these FTA’s haven’t 
extracted the gains sought by capital 
originally and as a consequence they 
want to be able to free up capital 
more and therefore the ability to 
extract surplus value or profi ts from 
governments and the people. But the 
government can not come out and 
say that it is making trade agreements 
which will predominantly satisfy the 
interests of capital. 

Health related impacts
Compliance with government 

legislation and policy often acts as 
a break on the profi ts of capital. An 
example of this is the operation of 
the Pharmaceutical Benefi ts Scheme 
(PBS) which aims to deliver subsi-
dised medicine to people in need at 
the lowest cost. For this reason the 
Australian government, in order to 
keep the scheme viable must try to 
have the drugs on the list provided 
as cheaply as possible. One way of 
achieving this is through having the 
operation of intellectual property 
rights for pharmaceutical products 
to be low or restrictive. 

The TPPA hopes to work against 
this as it seeks to expand intellectual 
property protections for pharmaceu-
tical products. While it would make 
life harder for many elderly people 
and people with chronic illnesses 
such as AIDS who require a constant 
supply of retroviral drugs, it would 
be devastating for people with these 
illnesses in less developed countries 
of the Asia Pacifi c and other parts of 
the world such as Africa.

Yet, as much as Senator Ludlam 
and for that matter any popularly 
elected representative in the world 
would like to actually get hold of text 
to pin the drafters of the Agreement 
down to anything concrete, it hasn’t 
happened yet and it won’t.

This is because according to 
Department of Foreign Affairs and 
Trade, “The agreement is confi dential 
between the parties and nothing has 
been agreed to between the 9 and 
possibly 12 parties-and nothing has 
a status until it has been agreed to at 
the end of the negotiations, so that 
anything that people talk about is 
pure speculation.” On this last point 
the masses can at least ponder as to 
why so much secrecy is required 
to make this agreement and what 
chances do the masses have on 
effecting change.

Australia is already having to 
deal with supra state arbitration as 

a consequence of a challenge by 
tobacco company Phillip Morris Asia 
over its plain packaging laws which 
survived a challenge in Australia’s 
highest legal jurisdiction, the High 
Court. All that so capital can continue 
to make profi ts at any cost – including 
the lives of millions of people around 
the world.

Médecins Sans Frontières, not 
normally known for getting political 
noted at the 19th International AIDS 
Conference the profound contradic-
tions between the US government’s 
goal of “an AIDS-free generation” 
and, “some of the US government’s 
trade policies”. To achieve this aim 
MSF says it needs to be able to pro-
vide antiretroviral drugs to more than 
seven million people still in need of 
urgent treatment.”

Médecins Sans Frontières pre-
dominantly use affordable generic 
brand drugs for their life saving work 
and if the intellectual property and if 
patent provisions of the TPPA were 
to go through it would not only make 
MSF’s job more diffi cult. In addition 
many developing nations such as 
Jordan, Vietnam and Malaysia who 
use mostly generic brands to ensure 
affordable access to medicines by a 
majority of their citizens would be 
adversely effected.

Where to now for improving 
public health for the masses and 
lowering the cost to governments 
around the world?

To accomplish these goals coun-
tries need to look at preventative 
health care measures such as diet, 
exercise and lifestyle. The recent 
“Globesity” program on SBS about 
China, Mexico, India and Brazil 
highlights some of the negative 
consequences. Looking to Cuba can 
highlight some of the solutions such 
as education on healthy lifestyles and 
cheap and affordable access to health 
care and medicines. 

We need more people to talk 
about the impact of the TPPA and 
the undemocratic and secretive 
nature of the negotiations between 
governments and corporations. 
People should understand that the 
impacts of the outcomes from these 
negotiations will not be minor or 
trivial and will eventually touch all 
of our lives in all parts of the world 
as capital tries to hang on to its 
power and to profi t from whatever 
it can however it can.

Once governments no longer 
spend large amounts of public money 
on health budgets for preventable 
diseases and to prop up privatised 
components of the hospital and 
medical systems of this country it 
will have the money instead to spend 
on science, technology and education 
and other matters which will improve 
the quality of life for all Australians.

As the 15th Round of the Trans 
Pacific Partnership Agreement 
approaches on December 3-12 New 
Zealand, a country that has already 
had widespread protests against the 
TPPA, especially for the protection of 
its own version of the Pharmaceutical 
Benefi t Scheme, we should organise 
our own protests in Australia in inter-
national solidarity with the working 
class in all nations that are consider-
ing implementing this unequal and 
barbaric trade pact. 

Trans-Pacific trade pact 
and impact on Australia’s 
health care system

Greens Senator Scott Ludlam.

The government of NSW has started the destruction of TAFE as 
part of the $1.7 billion cuts to public education. TAFE courses 
that do not fi ll skills shortages and directly lead to jobs will no 
longer receive state funding. The government is about to make a 
skills list in consultation with industry and labour market research 
and then subsidise only government-approved courses. NSW 
government funding for the TAFE system will no longer be guar-
anteed. TAFE colleges will have to compete with private colleges 
for students because government funding will go to the college in 
which students enrol, whether public or private. Under the pres-
ent system TAFE colleges receive block funding from the state 
government. Students will be paying a fi xed price for their qualifi -
cation, not an annual fee for vocational training courses. Victoria 
had introduced so-called contestable funding model that forced 
TAFE to compete with private providers for every dollar. The 
Victorian model has led to a blow-out in student fees and under-
mined TAFE. That’s exactly what is going to happen in NSW.

About 150 medical students staged “Scrubs in the Street” 
protest to draw attention to the fact that medical graduates 
can’t get internships and as a result won’t be able to prac-
tice. About 180 international students found themselves in 
a situation that may see them going home empty-handed 
after spending four years and $250,000 to obtain Australian 
degrees. If internships are not guaranteed, Australian med-
ical degrees will have little credibility and the number of 
students wanting to get training here will drop. Doctors are 
already hard to fi nd in regional Australia and hospitals and 
health services import overseas-trained doctors to fi ll the gaps.

At least one in 20 Catholic priests in Melbourne was a child 
sex abuser, the state inquiry into the churches’ handling of sex 
abuse was told. RMIT professor Des Cahill told the inquiry the 
Catholic Church was incapable of reforming itself because of its 
internal culture. Professor Cahill said the church’s Melbourne 
Response abuse protocol had to go. The Melbourne Response 
was designed to protect the image and reputation of the church 
and to contain fi nancial liability. “The church is incapable of 
reform, so the state will have to do it,” Professor Cahill said. 
He also noted that the church’s “culture of caste clericalism” 
and its pyramid structure rendered it incapable of the systemic 
reform needed. The organisational culture was “verging on the 
pathological”. “Bishops are caught between canon law and civ-
il law, and Rome has put a lot of pressure on bishops to make 
sure canon law and the rights of priests are being observed, but 
canon law has nothing to say about the rights of child victims”. 

Saturday November 17
It's a day for families, the sector and the wider community to 
celebrate and support the fantastic work of early childhood 

educators. Free family fun days are being held in every capital city. 
Find your local event and register your attendance below.

Find your local event – bigsteps.org.au
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Doug Noble

“A broad-gauged program of targeted 
assassination has now displaced 
counterinsurgency as the prevailing 
expression of the American way of war.”

– Andrew Bacevich

This spring the US drone killing program 
has come out of the closet. Attorney 
General Eric Holder publicly defended 
the drone killing of an American citizen, 
while Obama’s counter terrorism czar John 
Brennan publicly explained and justifi ed 
the target killing program. And a New York 
Times article by Jo Becker and Scott Shane 
chronicled Obama’s personal role in vetting 
a secret “Kill List.”

This striking new transparency, the offi cial 
acknowledgment for the fi rst time of a broad-
based US assassination and targeted killing 
program, has resulted from the unprecedented 
and controversial visibility of drone warfare. 
Drones now make news every day, and those of 
us who have been protesting their use for years 
have heightened their visibility in the public eye, 
forcing offi cial acknowledgment and fostering 
worldwide scrutiny. This new scrutiny focuses 
not only on drone use but also, and perhaps more 
importantly, on the targeted killing itself – and 
the “kill lists” that make them possible.

In fact, US assassination and targeted killing, 
with presidential approval, has been going on cov-
ertly for at least half a century. Ironically, all this 
drone killing now offers us a new opportunity: 
to pry open the Pandora’s box hiding long-held 
secrets of covert US assassination and targeted 
killing, and to expose them to the light of day. 
What we would fi nd is that the only things new in 
the latest, more publicized revelations about kill 
lists and assassinations are the use of drones, the 
president’s hands-on approach in vetting targets, 
and the global scope of the drone killing.

Those of us in the Upstate Coalition to 
Ground the Drones, Code Pink and other groups 
protesting US drones for years have correctly 
focused on the use of drones as illegal, immoral 
and strategically counterproductive. We have 
abhorred the schizophrenic ease of remote kill-
ing, the uniquely frightening horror of a drone 
strike, and the unavoidable (even intentional) 
killing of countless civilian “terrorist suspects” 
in “signature strikes.” We have also warned of 
the proliferation of drones in countries around 
the globe and of their procurement by US police 
forces and border patrols, for surveillance and 
“non-lethal” targeting.

But drones are not the only, or even the 
most important, concern. It’s the targeted killing 
itself, past and present. In this article I start to 
unravel what the latest demands for transparency 
should lead us to investigate fully: the fi fty year 
history of US assassination and targeted killing 
that has resulted, quite directly, in the present 
moment. Those who are mortifi ed by the latest 
revelations of Obama’s kill list have much to 
learn from a more comprehensive, historical 
perspective on US killing around the globe.

One point of clarifi cation and defi nition. 
It is well known that in recent history the US 
has orchestrated assassination attempts, both 
successful and unsuccessful, on major world 
leaders. Examples include: Lumumba under 
Eisenhower, Castro and Diem under Kennedy, 
Gaddafi  under Reagan, Saddam Hussein under 
Bush, and Allende under Nixon. The term 
“assassination” is typically restricted to such 
killings of political leaders, and President 
Ford’s executive order banning assassination 
applies only to the assassination of foreign 
heads of state. The focus of this article is dif-
ferent. Here we discuss the US-generated kill 
lists used over the last half century, under direct 
presidential authority, for the targeted killing 

of thousands of civilians suspected of being or 
harbouring terrorists/insurgents, from Vietnam 
to Guatemala, from Indonesia to Iraq, right up 
to the present day.

The Phoenix Program
The US Phoenix Program was a secret, 

large scale counter terrorist effort in Vietnam. 
Developed in 1967 by the CIA, the Phoenix 
Program, called Phung Hoang by the 
Vietnamese, aimed a concerted effort to “neutral-
ise” the Vietcong Infrastructure (VCI) consisting 
of South Vietnamese civilians suspected of sup-
porting North Vietnamese or Viet Cong soldiers. 
The euphemism “neutralise” meant to kill or 
detain indefi nitely. Then CIA Director William 
Colby, while insisting in 1971 Congressional 
hearings that “the Phoenix program is not a 
program of assassination,” nonetheless conceded 
that Phoenix operations killed over 20,000 
people between 1967 and 1972.

Phoenix targeted civilians, not soldiers. 
Operations were carried out by “hunter-killer 
teams” consisting both of US Green Berets 
and Navy Seals and by South Vietnamese 
Provincial Reconnaissance Units (PRUs), units 
of mercenaries set up for assassination and 
“counter terror.”

Until 1970 the computerised VCI blacklist 
was a unilateral American operation. After 
the devastating 1968 Tet offensive, South 
Vietnamese President Thieu declared: “The 
VCI must be eliminated ... and will be defeated 
by the Phoenix program.” Phoenix became a 
ruthless “bounty hunting” program to eliminate 
the opposition. The US and South Vietnamese 
created a list of tens of thousands of suspects 
for assassination. These names were centralised 
and distributed to Phoenix coordinators. From 
1965-68 US and Saigon intelligence services 
maintained an active list of Viet Cong cadre 
marked for assassination. The program for 1969 
called for “neutralising” 1,800 a month.

Corrupted
The VCI blacklist became corrupted by 

offi cers inserting their personal enemies’ names 
to get even. Due process was nonexistent. Names 
supplied by anonymous informers showed up 
on blacklists. CIA Director Colby admitted in 
1971 that the blacklists had been “inaccurate.” 
Few senior VCI leaders were caught in the 
Phoenix net. Instead its victims were typically 
innocent civilians. A Pentagon-contract study 
found that, between 1970 and 1971, 97 percent 
of the Vietcong targeted by the Phoenix Program 
were of negligible importance. By 1973, Phoenix 
generated 300,000 political prisoners in South 
Vietnam. Military operations such as My Lai 
used Phoenix intelligence; in fact, the My Lai 
massacre, hardly an isolated incident, was itself 
a Phoenix operation.

Apologists have offered rationales for 
Phoenix that sound eerily similar to those used 
to defend current drone attacks. Phoenix was 
typically referred to as a “scalpel” replacing the 
“bludgeon” of search and destroy, aerial bom-
bardment or artillery barrages. Alternatively, it 
was called a precision “rifl e shot rather than a 
shotgun approach to target key political leaders 
… and activists in VCI.” Military historian Dale 
Andrade explains, “Both SEALS and PRUs 
killed many VCI guerrillas – that was war. They 
also inevitably killed innocent civilians – that 
was regrettable….but [Phoenix] operations were 
much more discerning than the massive affairs 
launched by conventional …forces. That fact 
was often lost in the rhetoric of assassination 
and murder …”

Phoenix was created, organised, and funded 
by the CIA. Quotas were set by Americans. 
Informers were paid with US funds. The national 
system of identifying suspects, the elaboration 
of numerical goals and their use as measures of 
merit, was designed and funded by Americans. 

One former US Phoenix soldier conceded, “It 
was heinous, far worse than the things attrib-
uted to it.”

Kill lists
The US intelligence community formalised 

the lessons of the Phoenix Program in Vietnam 
by commissioning Project X, the Army’s top-
secret program for transmitting Vietnam’s 
lessons to South America. By the mid-1970s, 
the Project X materials were going to armies 
all over the world. These were textbooks for 
global counterinsurgency and terror warfare. 
These included a murder manual, “Psychological 
Operations in Guerrilla Warfare,” which openly 
instructed in the assassination of public offi cials, 
and was distributed to the Nicaraguan Contras. 
Another manual, “Human Resource Exploitation 
Training Manual,” was used widely in Honduran 
counter-terrorism efforts.

Use of the Project X material was tempo-
rarily suspended by Congress and the Carter 
administration for probable human rights 
violations, but the program was restored by 
the Reagan administration in 1982. By the 
mid-1980s, according to one detailed history, 
“counterguerrilla operations in Colombia and 
Central America would thus bear an eerie but 
explicable resemblance to South Vietnam.”

What follows is a brief sketch of the 
widespread application of US-promulgated 
Phoenix-derived reigns of terror, kill lists, 
and death squads throughout Latin America 
and beyond. Much of this is familiar territory 
to many activists and scholars, and is merely 
the tip of the iceberg, but it merits review as 
a backdrop for the current context of kill lists 
and targeted assassination.

The US Army’s School of Americas (SOA), 
started in 1946, trained mass murderers and 
orchestrated coups in Peru, Panama, Argentina, 
Ecuador, Bolivia, Guatemala, El Salvador, and 
Mexico. The SOA trained more than 61,000 
Latin American offi cers implicated in wide-
spread slaughter of civilian populations across 
Latin America. From 1966-1976 the SOA 
trained hundreds of Latin American offi cers in 
Phoenix-derived methods. Between 1989-1991 
the SOA issued almost 700 copies of Project 
X handbooks to at least ten Latin American 
countries, including Bolivia, Colombia, Peru, 
Venezuela, Guatemala, and Honduras. In 2001, 
SOA was renamed Western Hemisphere Institute 
for Security Cooperation (WHISC), but peace 
activists know it as School of Assassins.

The CIA trained assassination groups such 
as Halcones in Mexico, the Mano Blanca in 
Guatemala, and the Escuadron de la Muerte in 
Brazil. In South America, in 1970-79, Operation 
Condor, the code-name for collection, exchange 
and storage of intelligence, was established 
among intelligence services in South America to 
eradicate Marxist activities. Operation Condor 
promoted joint operations including assassina-
tion against targets in member countries. In 
Central America, the CIA-supported death toll 
under the Reagan presidency alone exceeded 
150,000. The CIA set up Ansesal and other 
networks of terror in El Salvador, Guatemala 
(Ansegat) and pre-Sandinista Nicaragua 
(Ansenic).

Honduran death squads were active through 
the 1980s, the most infamous of which was 
Battalion 3–16, which assassinated hundreds of 
people, including teachers, politicians, and union 
leaders. Battalion 316 received substantial CIA 
support and training, and at least 19 members 
graduated from the School of the Americas.

In Colombia, about 20,000 people were 
killed since 1986 and much of US aid for 
counter-narcotics was diverted to what Amnesty 
International labelled “one of the worst killing 
fi elds.” The US State Department also supported 
the Colombian army in creating a database of 
subversives, terrorists and drug dealers.

In Bolivia, Amnesty International reported 
that from 1966-68 between 3,000 and 8,000 
people were killed by death squads. The CIA 
supplied names of US and other foreign mis-
sionaries and progressive priests.

In Ecuador, the CIA maintained what was 
called the lynx list, aka the subversive control 
watch list of the most important left-wing 
activists to arrest. In Uruguay. every CIA sta-
tion maintained a subversive control watch list 
of most important left wing activists. From 
1970-72 the CIA helped set up the Department 
of Information and Intelligence (DII), which 
served as a cover for death squads, and also 
co-ordinated meetings between Brazilian and 
Uruguayan death squads.

In Nicaragua, the US provided illegal funds 
to the Contras, and Marine intelligence helped 
maintain a list of civilians marked for assassi-
nation when Contra forces entered the country.

Long lists
In Chile, 1970-73, CIA-created unions 

organised CIA-fi nanced strikes leading to 
Allende’s overthrow and subsequent suicide. By 
late 1971 the CIA was involved in the prepara-
tion of lists of nearly 20,000 middle-level lead-
ers of people’s organisations, scheduled to be 
assassinated after the Pinochet coup.

In Haiti, US offi cials with CIA backgrounds 
in Phoenix-like program activities coordi-
nated with the Ton-Ton Macoute, “Baby Doc” 
Duvalier’s private death squad, responsible for 
killing at least 3,000 people.

For over 30 years the US military and the 
CIA helped organise, train, and fund death squad 
activity in El Salvador. From 1980-93, at least 
63,000 Salvadoran civilians were killed, mostly 
by the government directly supported by the 
US. The CIA routinely supplied ANSESAL, 
the security forces, and the general staff with 
electronic, photographic, and personal surveil-
lance of suspected dissidents and Salvadorans 
abroad who were later assassinated by death 
squads. US military involvement in El Salvador 
allowed “the lessons learned in Vietnam to be 

Assassination Nation

The US-generated kill lists was under direct presidential authority, 
for the targeted killing of thousands of civilians, suspected of being or 
harbouring terrorists/insurgents, from Vietnam to Guatemala, 
from Indonesia to Iraq, right up to the present day.
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put into practice … assisting an allied country 
in counterinsurgency operations.”

In Guatemala, as early as 1954, the US 
Ambassador, after the CIA-orchestrated over-
throw of the Arbenz government, gave to the 
new Armas government lists of radical oppo-
nents to be assassinated. Years later, throughout 
Guatemala’s 36-year civil war, Washington 
continuously supported the Guatemalan mili-
tary’s excesses against civilians, which killed 
200,000 people.

Other countries
In Indonesia, 1965-66, the US embassy and 

the CIA provided the Indonesian military with 
lists of the names of PKI militants, which were 
used by Suharto to crush the PKI regime. This 
resulted in “one of the worst episodes of mass 
murder of the twentieth century,” with estimates 
as high as one million deaths.

In Thailand, in 1976, the new junta used 
CIA-trained forces to crush student demonstra-
tors during coup; two right-wing terrorist squads 
suspected for assassinations tied directly to CIA 
operations.

In Iran, the CIA launched a coup install-
ing the shah in power and helped establish the 
lethal secret police unit SAVAK. The CIA and 
SAVAK then exchanged intelligence, including 
information and arrest lists on the communist 
Tudeh Party. Years later, in 1983, the CIA gave 
the Khomeni government a list of USSR KGB 
agents and collaborators operating in Iran, 
which the Khomeni regime used to execute 
200 suspects and close down the  Tudeh Party.

In the Philippines, in 1986, Reagan 
increased CIA involvement in Philippine coun-
terinsurgency operations, carried out by more 
than 50 death squads. In 2001, before 9/11, the 
Bush administration sent a unit of SOF to the 
Philippines “to help train Philippine counter 
terrorist forces fi ghting against Muslim sepa-
ratists” within groups like Abu Sayyaf. After 
9/11 US-Filipino cooperation was stepped up 
and the ongoing separatist confl ict was cast, to 
the benefi t of both sides, as “the second front 

in the war on terror.” In February, 2012, a US 
drone strike targeting leaders of Abu Sayyaf 
and other separatist groups killed 15 people, 
the fi rst use of killer drones in Southeast Asia.

Drone targets worldwide
“A global Phoenix program … would pro-

vide a useful start point” for “a new strategic 
approach to the Global War on Terrorism.” – 
David Kilcullen

Despite the US-perpetrated counter terror-
ist slaughter in Latin America and elsewhere 
in the 1970s-1990s, the US Special Forces 
debacle in Mogadishu in 1993, popularised in 
the fi lm Black Hawk Down, severely impacted 
US willingness to use Special Forces in coun-
ter terrorist missions for the next decade. But 
then, after 9/11, things changed drastically. On 
September 17, 2001, President Bush signed a 
secret Presidential fi nding authorising the CIA 
to create paramilitary teams to hunt, capture, 
detain, or kill designated terrorists almost 
anywhere in the world. The pressure from the 
White House, in particular from Vice-President 
Dick Cheney, was intense, and in the scramble, 
a search of the CIA’s archives turned up – the 
Phoenix Program.

In July, 2002, Defence Secretary Donald 
Rumsfeld sent an order for a plan to make sure 
that special forces could be authorised to use 
lethal force ‘in minutes and hours, not days and 
weeks.’” Rumsfeld prompted Bush to authorise 
the military to “fi nd and fi nish” terrorist targets. 
Here he was referring to “the F3EA targeting 
cycle” used in anti-infrastructure operations by 
Special Operations Forces. F3EA, an abbrevia-
tion of fi nd, fi x, fi nish, exploit, analyse, utilises 
comprehensive intelligence to “fi nd a target 
amidst civilian clutter and fi x his exact location 
... enabling surgical fi nish operations ... to catch 
a fl eeting target.”

Lieutenant General William (Jerry) Boykin, 
Delta commander in Mogadishu, deputy under-
secretary for Defence for Intelligence and a key 
planner of the Special Forces offensive in Iraq, 
announced, “We’re going after these people. 

Killing or capturing them … doing what the 
Phoenix program was designed to do, without 
all the secrecy.”

Back in 1963, the CIA had supplied lists 
of communists to the Baath party coup so that 
communists could be rounded up and eliminated. 
Now, forty years later, it was the Baathists’ 
turn to be rounded up by Special Forces and 
CIA and executed. After the 2003 invasion of 
Iraq, the US military notoriously developed a 
set of playing cards to help troops identify the 
most-wanted members of Saddam Hussein‘s 
government, mostly high-ranking Baath Party 
members. Less well-known was the secret tar-
geted killing of thousands of Baathist civilians 
by US Special Forces.

Seymour Hersh wrote in 2003 that “The 
Bush Administration authorised a major escala-
tion of the Special Forces covert war in Iraq. 
… Its highest priority [being] the neutralisation 
of the Baathist insurgents, by capture or assas-
sination. A former CIA station chief described 
the strategy: “The only way we can win is to 
go unconventional. We’re going to have to play 
their game. Guerrilla versus guerrilla. Terrorism 
versus terrorism. We’ve got to scare the Iraqis 
into submission.” The US even hired thousands 
of contract killers previously responsible for 
US-sponsored extra-judicial killings and death 
squad activity in Latin America. The opera-
tion – called “pre-emptive manhunting” by one 
Pentagon adviser – had, according to Hersh, “the 
potential to turn into another Phoenix Program.”

Global Phoenix
In 2009, the Offi ce of the Secretary of 

Defence sponsored a paper by the National 
Defence Research Institute entitled “The 
Phoenix Program and Contemporary 
Counterinsurgency.” The paper notes, “The 
persistent insurgencies in Iraq and Afghanistan 
have generated fresh interest among military 
offi cers, policymakers, and civilian analysts in 
the history of counterinsurgency. The Phoenix 
Program in Vietnam – the US effort to improve 
intelligence coordination and operations aimed 
at identifying and dismantling the communist 
underground – is the subject of much renewed 
attention.”

The paper continues, “As the United States 
and its allies shift their focus to Afghanistan 
and weigh counterinsurgency alternatives for 
that country, decision makers would be wise 
to consider how Phoenix-style approaches 
might serve to pry open Taliban and Al-Qaeda 
black boxes.”

Two key architects of the current Phoenix-
style global counterinsurgency efforts by the US 
are David Kilcullen and Michael Vickers. David 
Kilcullen has been counter-insurgency advisor to 
two former Middle East commanders, General 
Stanley McChrystal (formerly head of Special 
Operations) and General David Petraeus, now 
CIA Director. Michael G Vickers, made famous 
in the book and fi lm Charlie Wilson’s War about 
the CIA’s anti-Soviet Afghan campaign of the 
1980s, is currently Under Secretary of Defence 
for Intelligence, wielding such vast authority 
over the US war on terror that, according to a 
Washington Post profi le, Pentagon colleagues 
refer to as his “take-over-the-world-plan.”

Kilcullen wrote in a much-quoted 2004 paper 
entitled “Countering Global Insurgency” that 
“Counter-insurgency campaigns in Afghanistan 
and Iraq have reawakened offi cial and analytical 
interest in the Phoenix Program.” He proposed 
that “a global Phoenix program … would pro-
vide a useful start point” for “a new strategic 
approach to the Global War on Terrorism,” one 
which would focus on “interdicting links … 
between jihad theatres, denying sanctuary areas, 
… isolating Islamists from local populations and 
… disrupting inputs” from others.

Vickers issued a Phoenix-style directive 
in December 2008 to “develop capabilities 

for extending US reach into denied areas and 
uncertain environments by operating with and 
through indigenous foreign forces or by con-
ducting low visibility operations.”

“It’s not just the Middle East. It’s not just the 
developing world. It’s not just non-democratic 
countries – it’s a global problem. Threats can 
emanate from Denmark, the United Kingdom, 
you name it.” According to a Washington Post 
profi le, “the most critical aspect of Vicker’s plan 
targeting al-Qaeda-affi liated networks around 
the world involves US Special Forces working 
through foreign partners to uproot and fi ght 
terrorism.” US military and Special Operations 
forces would “pay indigenous fi ghters and 
paramilitaries who work with them in gathering 
intelligence, hunting terrorists, fomenting guer-
rilla warfare or putting down an insurgency.”

Pentagon colleagues have said of Vickers, 
“he tends to think like a gangster”. Pentagon 
press secretary Geoff Morrell revealed that get-
ting Bin Laden in Pakistan was Vicker’s “baby,” 
and “more than anyone else in the department, 
he drove the issue.” In a 2011 New York Times 
piece Vickers summarises his strategy thus: “You 
make a deal with the devil to defeat another 
devil. I just want to kill those guys.” Such is 
the megalomaniacal mission underlying the US 
global war on terror, its kill lists and worldwide 
program of targeted assassination.

Killer drones revisited
“Engaging in any assassination blurs the 

line between the good guys and the bad.” It 
is also “a proclamation of weakness and an 
admission of failure.” – John Jacob Nutter, The 
CIA’s Black Ops

The purpose of this article is to reframe the 
current attention on killer drones and Obama’s 
“kill list” within an historical perspective. The 
goal here is not to discourage the escalating 
protest against killer drones or against Obama’s 
targeted assassination program around the globe. 
As stated at the outset, the unprecedented vis-
ibility of these nefarious activities and of the 
outraged public response to them is precisely 
what is needed at this time. This heightened 
awareness also affords a perfect opportunity to 
revisit the extraordinary history of US assassi-
nation and targeted killing that has led directly 
and explicitly to these activities.

Focus on the drones alone will not be suf-
fi cient. For even the major counter terrorist 
mastermind David Kilcullen himself, an avid 
proponent of the global targeted killing program, 
has argued against the use of drones. In a 2009 
New York Times editorial he argues that “The 
goal should be to isolate extremists from their 
communities; [they] must be defeated by indig-
enous forces ... Drone strikes make this harder, 
not easier.” He adds, “The use of drones dis-
plays every characteristic of a tactic – or, more 
accurately, a piece of technology – substituting 
for a strategy, [with minimal understanding] of 
the tribal dynamics of the local population. This 
creates public outrage and a desire for revenge.”

Scholar Maria Ryan, in a 2011 article enti-
tled “War in Countries We Are Not at War With,” 
writes: “In 2006 the Pentagon announced that 
it had sent small teams of Special Operations 
troops to US embassies to gather intelligence 
on terrorism in Africa, South East Asia and 
South America ...There is, then, a covert side to 
the Global War on Terrorism that is not visible 
and not currently knowable in the absence of 
whistleblowers, leaks, or things gone wrong.”

The heightened public attention paid to 
drone killing might very well, in time, lead to 
some welcome success in curtailing their use. 
But too narrow a focus on the US deployment of 
Predator and Reaper drones might also distract 
us from other forms of Phoenix-derived targeted 
killing still being perpetrated globally – and 
covertly – by our Assassination Nation.
Information Clearing House 
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Operation Condor, the code-name for 
collection, exchange and storage of intelligence, 

was established among intelligence services in South America 
to eradicate Marxist activities.
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Darrell Rankin

The question of war or peace in 
the Middle East is at a critical 
moment. The people and sover-
eignty of Iran and Syria could not 
be in greater danger. A small spark 
could set off a huge war engulfi ng 
many countries, including the 
NATO military alliance.

Backed by the corporate media 
and joining other Western powers, 
the Harper government is imposing 
sanctions and cutting diplomatic ties 
as a cover for its own war prepara-
tions. Adding to the problem, it is 
hard to fi nd disagreement on this 

issue between Harper and the main 
opposition parties.

We need millions of Canadians 
to understand that Harper’s war drive 
must be stopped. We need to explain 
the reasons behind Harper’s role on 
the world stage and his government’s 
growing isolation from the world 
majority on the issue of peace in the 
Middle East.

We need to pressure parliament to 
make Canada a voice for peace and 
disarmament in the region. Working 
people in Canada would lose from 
such a war, as any party that repre-
sents workers should know.

Trade unions and other popular 

organisations in Canada need to help 
build the anti-war movement. This 
would be the greatest act of solidarity 
with working people of all nations and 
religions in the region, because a new 
war would kill workers of all kinds.

We need to understand the moti-
vations why the corporate ruling class 
here and in the Middle East is moving 
towards war. Only a small handful of 
people would benefi t, especially the 
arms dealers. To them, a new war is 
useful as a tool to blind workers and 
prevent their unity for a better world.

The Harper Tories have the 
foolish expectation that a new war 
would place Syria and Iran under 

the reactionary control of Turkey 
and Saudi Arabia and give more time 
for Israel to tighten its grip over the 
Palestinian people.

Like masters at the chess board, 
Western powers want to alter the 
Middle East balance. Colonial attitudes 
that support regime change in Arab 
countries are alive and well in Ottawa 
and other Western capitals. But wars 
do not always reach the desired end.

For the West, the usual reason for 
Middle East wars – oil – is receding 
to the background. There is a growing 
anti-popular, reactionary purpose to 
the latest war drive.

According to Prime Minister 
Stephen Harper the “hopeful spring 
of democracy” has given way to an 
“angry summer of populism ... Rarely 
has the free and democratic world 
been less secure.”

These are convenient words for a 
true imperialist. They paint the world 
as full of threatening chaos and dan-
ger, a world we must bring under our 
control for the danger to disappear.

The words are a well-used ruse 
employed by apologists to justify 
the drive to dominate other nations. 
They are used to conceal the danger 
and chaos created by imperialism in 
the fi rst place, through sanctions, the 
arms race and open bellicose threats.

At fi rst, a war might remove pow-
er and democracy from the people. 
War might help the most reactionary 
circles in the West who continue to 
use workers as pawns and cannon 
fodder. These corporate global over-
lords intend to crush the democratic, 
popular character of the Arab Spring 
and stop it from spreading.

As emphasised by Harper’s own 
words, hatred of the popular move-
ments is a prominent motivation 
behind the threats facing Iran and 

Syria. War is a desperate measure by 
the West and its allies in the region to 
crush the popular movements and the 
hopes for global anti-imperialist unity.

Even more serious, another 
Middle East war could easily grow 
into a world war pitting the West 
against China and Russia.

Intense military preparations in 
several global hot spots are putting 
realistic solutions to hunger and 
climate change on the back burner, 
where the big oil and grain corpora-
tions want them to be. Militarism 
guarantees that the jobless will con-
tinue to go hungry.

Communist and workers parties 
have long stated another world war 
can be stopped by a very broad anti-
imperialist alliance. A new Middle 
East war would complicate building 
this unity.

From that perspective, it is vital 
to block a new war against Iran or 
Syria. At home and globally, the peace 
movement has much work ahead of 
it to explain the democratic alterna-
tives to war.

We need to build broad, popular 
support for comprehensive, mutually 
agreed and verifi able disarmament 
in the Middle East and for the right 
of the Palestinian people and all 
nations in the Middle East to decide 
their future.

This means ending arms ship-
ments into Syria that violate its sov-
ereignty. Canada needs to end arms 
sales to regimes that are violating 
Syria’s sovereignty, such as Saudi 
Arabia, Turkey and the United States.

One thing has not changed about 
the escalating war threat. The wallets 
of the Western arms corporations are 
growing fat off the Middle East.

This is a war we must stop! 
People’s Voice 

Why 
Canadians 
must block 
the war 
threat

An anti-war protest in Vancouver last year.

Japan: waves of anger
A quarter of Japan’s tsunami relief 
fund has been spent on unrelated 
projects, including renovating a 
government offi ce and subsidizing 
whaling. The revelations have 
ignited an outcry as more than 
320,000 tsunami victims remain 
displaced.

The expenditure was identifi ed 
after the publication of an inde-
pendent government-backed audit 
into the allocation of the US$150 
billion relief fund, created after the 
earthquake and tsunami of March 
last year.

The fund intended not only 
to restore damaged cities, but to 
“reinvigorate Japan”, stimulating 
local economies into recovery. 
Nevertheless, the relevance of some 
of the funded projects have been 
raising eyebrows.

Among the expenses listed are 
US$30 million dollars to protect 
Japan’s yearly whale hunt from 
environmental activists, $380,000 
to promote Tokyo Sky Tree, the 
world’s tallest free-standing broad-
cast tower, free training for fi ghter 
pilots and a subsidy for a contact-
lens factory located nowhere near 
the site of the disaster-hit coast.

“Taxpayers accepted tax hikes 
because they thought the money 
would go to disaster victims and the 
disaster victims were grateful,” said 
Kuniko Tanioka, who is a member 
of a group that studied the expenses 
in the Upper House of the Diet, 
Japan’s parliament.

“But the funds have been used 
for projects they never imagined. It 
is a direct blow to the willpower of 
those who are trying to rebuild their 
lives.”

At fi rst the report was largely 
ignored by the Japanese media, 
as clientelism – the allocation of 
budget money to those with close 
ties, often in exchange for political 

support, is not unusual in the coun-
try’s politics.

But anger rose, sparked by 
those most in need of help who feel 
like they have been ignored.

“Exploiting the construc-
tion effort is treacherous to the 
fi rst degree,” proclaimed a Tokyo 
Shimbun editorial.

Cities on the coastline remain 
disaster sites, with administrators 
and former inhabitants unsure they 
will ever be rebuilt. More than 
200,000 are still living in temporary 
housing.

Victims were allocated around 
US$40,000 per household to rebuild 
their homes. The money is not near-
ly suffi cient to rebuild the houses, 
particularly as many victims also 
lost their jobs.

Two hundred and forty ports 
– often economic hubs for smaller 
Japanese towns – remain closed.

Across the disaster zone itself 
60 percent of applications from 
businesses seeking help to re-open 
have been rejected by authorities 
due to insuffi cient funds and red 
tape. Businesses have to re-open 
fi rst before they are given fi nan-
cial aid, and have to be judged as 
“essential” by a local administrative 
panel.

Stunningly, not only has the 
money been misallocated, but half 
of the relief fund has not been 
given to anyone at all, due to a 
nominal lack of suitable applicants 
and procedural delays. On the one 
hand, the recovery is being blighted 
by the slowness of Tokyo’s bureau-
crats to make centralised decisions 
to relieve troubled regions. On the 
other, local authorities have little 
experience in managing such large-
scale construction projects.

Prime Minister Yoshihiko Noda, 
whose DPJ party came to power in 
2009 on promises of confronting 

long-standing corruption, was 
forced to defend the government in 
the Diet.

“We must listen sincerely to the 
voices calling for the utmost prior-
ity to be accorded to disaster area 
reconstruction,” said Noda, who 
was fi nance minister at the time of 
the disaster. He also promised to 
“narrow down” apparent unrelated 
spending, though he did not specify 
to what extent or on what criteria.

“The government has lost all 
public trust,” said Masako Mori, 
from the opposition Liberal Party.

“That’s a fundamental charac-
teristic of bureaucrats. It is the Diet 
that should check how money is 
used, but the Diet hasn’t put any 
effort into it,” Takayoshi Igarashi, a 
professor at Hosei University, told 
Japan Times.

Yoshimitsu Shiozaki, an aca-
demic specialising in urban plan-
ning at Kobe University, who has 
conducted his own survey of the 
spending, believes that little will 
be done to reverse the spending 
priorities.

“Legally speaking, there are 
no problems with these projects,” 
Shiozaki told the Japan Times, 
noting that before signing off on 
huge subsidies, bureaucrats only 
had to prove that a company was in 
some way connected to the disaster 
area, even if it is through a single 
supplier.

He also pointed out that previ-
ous relief efforts in the country, 
such as the Kobe earthquake recov-
ery in 1995, have also been marred 
by similar scandals.

“But this time the funds are 
being used in a more deceptive 
way,” said Shiozaki.

In total Japan plans to spend 
US$295 billion on disaster recovery 
over the next decade.
Russia Today 

Sydney

Action for Peace and Development in the Philippines (APDP)

Philippine Dinner & Cultural Evening
A Fundraising Dinner with performances!

Saturday 10 November 6.30pm

Gaelic Club, 64 Devonshire St, Surry Hills

$40 per person covering

Meal – Filippino traditional foods

Cultural presentation – music & dance

Drinks will be available for sale at the Club’s bar

Proceeds will go to the Children’s Rehabilitatoin Centre

See more at www.childrehabcenter.org

Further information and ticketcontact Peter Brock: 0425 363 370

apdp2008@gmail.com or www.apdp.org.au
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Bill Van Auken 

Speaking in Zagreb, Croatia 
last week, US Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton announced that 
Washington is reorganising the 
front representing the so-called 
“rebels” in Syria. The shake-up, 
which includes the withdrawal 
of US support from the Syrian 
National Council, is evidently part 
of the preparations for a more 
direct US intervention once the 
presidential election is over.

Responding to a question about 
US policy in Syria, Clinton dismissed 
efforts by United Nations Special 
Envoy Lakhdar Brahimi, declaring 
that the US “cannot and will not 
wait” for the UN to broker a political 
solution to the war in Syria. Instead, 
Washington will unilaterally seek 
to escalate that war with the aim of 
effecting regime-change and installing 
a puppet government aligned with US 
interests in the Middle East.

Clinton went on to describe US 
efforts to “groom” a new leadership 
to serve as a front for Washington’s 
neo-colonial project. She allowed 
that the American government had 
“facilitated the smuggling-out of a few 
representatives of the Syrian internal 
opposition” so that they could appear 
before representatives of the so-called 
Friends of Syria, comprised of the US 
and its allies.

The Secretary of State treated the 
Syrian National Council, which only 
last December she had hailed as the 
“leading and legitimate representative 
of Syrians seeking a peaceful demo-
cratic transition,” with unconcealed 
contempt. Syria’s opposition, she 

proclaimed, could not consist of peo-
ple who have “not been inside Syria 
for 20, 30 or 40 years.” Instead, it 
would have to consist of “those who 
are on the front lines, fi ghting and 
dying today to obtain their freedom.”

This public jettisoning of the front 
group that Clinton had so recently 
promoted as the salvation of the 
Syrian people for an as yet unidenti-
fi ed assemblage of new “revolutionar-
ies” – hand-picked by the US State 
Department – constitutes an admission 
of the failure of US policy thus far 
in Syria.

Clearly, Washington had anticipat-
ed that its policy of covertly arming 
and funding armed militia groups in 
Syria, with the collaboration of Saudi 
Arabia, Turkey and Qatar, would have 
toppled the government of President 
Bashar al-Assad by now. What has 
become evident is that large sec-
tions of the Syrian population, while 
hostile to the Assad regime, are even 
more opposed to and fearful of the 
so-called rebels, a conglomeration of 
armed groups that has become ever-
more dominated by Islamist jihadist 
elements, in many cases linked to 
Al-Qaeda, and Sunni sectarian groups.

Clinton’s statements were made 
in preparation for a conference to be 
convened in Doha, Qatar next week, 
where the new opposition council 
is to be formally constituted under 
the tutelage of Washington and the 
former US Ambassador to Syria, 
Robert Ford. He has been directly 
involved in identifying and selecting 
“revolutionaries” who appear likely 
to toe the US line.

“We have recommended names 
and organisations that we believe 

should be included in any leadership 
structure,” Clinton told the news 
conference in Zagreb. “We’ve made 
it clear that the SNC can no longer 
be viewed as the visible leader of 
the opposition. They can be part of a 
larger opposition, but that opposition 
must include people from inside Syria 
and others who have a legitimate 
voice that needs to be heard.”

It is diffi cult to overstate the 
cynicism and brazenness of the US 
Secretary of State’s approach. Having 
previously anointed the SNC as the 
“legitimate” representative of the 
Syrian people, she now decrees that 
they are no longer serviceable as the 
“visible leader” of the opposition. 
In other words, a new public Syrian 
face for US imperialist interven-
tion is needed, and Washington has 

handpicked the individuals who will 
make it up.

No doubt, this is dictated in part 
by the identifi cation of the leadership 
of the SNC with the Syrian branch 
of the Muslim Brotherhood and US 
concerns that within Syria this only 
strengthens the hostility of those who 
see the bid to overthrow the Assad 
government as a sectarian-based war 
backed by Washington.

While the SNC leaders would 
still get a piece of the action – per-
haps a third of the leadership – under 
Washington’s new arrangement, they 
would have to cede formal control 
to the new front, including those 
with “a legitimate voice that needs 
to be heard.” What Syrian voices are 
“legitimate” is to be determined by 
the US State Department, which, no 
doubt, will want to see a collection of 
Alawite, Shia, Kurdish and Christian 
“assets” brought on board.

The SNC itself, however, has 
rejected the US plan, calling its own 
conference in Doha in the immediate 
run-up to the US-sponsored meeting 
and indicating that it is prepared 
to fi ght to preserve its franchise as 
the “legitimate” opposition backed 
by the imperialist powers and the 
Sunni Muslim regimes in Saudi 
Arabia, Turkey and Qatar. Where 
these regimes, which have their own 
interests in the Syrian civil war, will 
line up is not altogether clear, and it 
has been reported that Turkey and 
Qatar still support the SNC.

There is every possibility that the 
gathering being organised in Doha 
will turn into an internecine free-for-
all, much like a similar conference 
convened in Cairo last June, where 
delegates ended up throwing fi sts and 
furniture at each other.

“We also need an opposition that 
will be on record strongly resisting 
the efforts by extremists to hijack 
the Syrian revolution,” Clinton told 
the news conference. Again, the 
question is what kind of opposition 
“we,” meaning Washington and its 

imperialist allies, need, not what the 
Syrian people want.

In any case, such a formal dis-
association from “extremism” and 
cosmetic change in the exile leaders 
posing as a government-in-waiting 
will hardly shift the sectarian line up 
of the ongoing civil war. The CIA, 
which is orchestrating the funnelling 
of weapons supplied by the Saudi, 
Turkish and Qatari regimes, has 
acknowledged that the lion’s share 
of these armaments is going to the 
Islamist militias.

Washington’s aim is to cobble 
together a group that can provide 
the basis for a puppet regime in 
Damascus, much as it did with various 
Iraqi exiles in advance of the 2003 US 
war on Iraq. As one unnamed senior 
administration offi cial told Foreign 
Policy, “We call it a proto-parliament. 
One could also think of it as a conti-
nental congress.”

That such a body is being pre-
pared strongly suggests that the 
Obama administration is prepar-
ing a sharp escalation of the US 
intervention in Syria in the wake of 
the November 6 election, perhaps 
including the use of military force 
to carve out a “safe haven.” Such an 
intervention would be part of a wider 
campaign in preparation for war with 
Iran, posing the threat of a regional 
and even global military confl agration.

The entire sordid manoeuvre 
in Doha has underscored the real 
character of the so-called Syrian 
“revolution,” whose leadership is 
being directly selected and installed 
by the US State Department. It further 
exposes the role of pseudo-left forces, 
such as the International Socialist 
Organisation in the US, the Socialist 
Workers Party in Britain, and the 
New Anti-capitalist Party in France, 
which have sought to promote the 
US-backed war for regime-change 
as a revolution and legitimise the 
“human rights” pretext for imperialist 
intervention.
Information Clearing House 
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Washington seeks 
new Syrian puppets 
in war for regime-change

US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton speaking in Zagreb Croatia last week.

Unrepentant Clarke 
backs “kafka” trials
Paddy McGuffin

Human rights groups dismissed 
attempts by former Justice 
Secretary Ken Clarke to spin the 
coalition’s Kafka-esque plans for 
secret trials. The Minister Without 
Portfolio, who retains responsibil-
ity for the controversial Justice 
and Security Bill, attempted to 
play down widespread criticism 
of the plans at a think tank Policy 
Exchange meeting.

He claimed that civil liberties 
groups who oppose the reforms 
must choose “between scuppering 
a golden opportunity for reform or 
making the security services more 
accountable.” It is “decision time 
for us civil libertarians,” he said.

“Some appear to be saying 
that if spies cannot give evidence 
in open court then they prefer to 
stay with secrecy and exclusion of 
evidence. Serious cases involving 
allegations of torture should be 
undecided, the amount of damages 
settled by a silenced defence.

“Others appear to have taken 
the debate into the realms of 
fantasy.”

Under the plans, in cases 
deemed to be matters of “national 
security” the government and secu-
rity forces could submit evidence 
which the claimant and their legal 
representatives would not be able 
to hear.

Instead, special advocates 
would be appointed who could 
hear the evidence on the claimant’s 
behalf, but not share it with them. 
Mr Clarke claimed that the fi nal 
decision would be in the hands of 
the judges but the special advocates 
themselves and the government’s 
reviewer of terrorism legislation 
have warned the plans lack key 
safeguards and would create a stat-
utory straitjacket for judges.

The Bill is a direct result of a 
civil claim brought by 16 former 
Guantánamo detainees, including 
Binyam Mohamed, who alleged 
British complicity in their kidnap 
and torture. The government was 
forced to settle that case in 2010 to 
prevent further details of complicity 
from emerging in open court.

It claimed it was wasting mil-
lions of pounds of taxpayers’ mon-
ey on settling such claims because 

it was unable to contest them as 
the evidence it would wish to pro-
duce is so secret that it cannot be 
revealed in an open court. 

But critics argued that cur-
rent provisions make this perfectly 
possible and that the government 
was merely attempting to prevent 
embarrassing details of its complic-
ity in torture from emerging.

Reprieve executive director 
Clare Algar said: “Nothing Ken 
Clarke said today justifi ed the 
government’s dangerous plans for 
secret courts, which will allow min-
isters to cover up embarrassment or 
even serious crimes such as torture. 
His reassuring comments do noth-
ing to change the reality of the Bill 
itself, which would put politicians 
above the law and deny ordinary 
citizens access to justice.”

And civil rights group Liberty 
director Shami Chakrabarti said 
the Bill would “replace open courts 
with secret stitch-ups between the 
government and judges, with the 
victims, press and public shut out-
side. Have we still not learned the 
danger of cover-ups?”
Morning Star 

DO YOU HAVE SOMETHING TO SAY?
Write a letter to the Editor
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Time, 
place and 
circumstance
Capitalist propagandists used to try to make 
an issue of the fact that the founders of 
Marxism thought that the most likely places 
for a successful socialist revolution would be 
the countries of Central or Western Europe; 
that is the countries with a developed work-
ing class. This was a logical assumption to 
make when they had no actual experience 
of Red Revolution to guide them.

As it turned out, there are a multitude of 
factors that infl uence the success or otherwise 
of revolutions. The size and experience of 
the working class, the quality and nature of 
the leadership given by the working class 
party, the opportunities for imperialism to 
intervene in the process and the capacity of the 
international working class to act in defence of 
the revolution.

In 1917, the Russian Empire consisted 
of a relatively small industrialised sector in 
European Russia adjoined by a vast empire 
stretching out across the East from the Urals 
to Kamchatka. It was largely undeveloped, 
sparsely populated, with only one train-
line, and was used as a dumping ground for 
political prisoners and as a source of timber 
and furs. Russia’s industry, what there was of 
it, was concentrated in the European part of 
the country, along with the known reserves of 
iron, coal and oil.

The country was so vast that when the 
sun was setting on the Western frontier it was 
already rising in the East. There had already 
been one revolution in Russia, in 1905, 

lingering in some places until 1907. Provoked 
by the callous incompetence and indifference 
of the Tsarist regime which had led the 
country into a disastrous war with Japan, the 
1905 Revolution was put down with relative 
ease. But it taught the Russian revolutionaries 
many invaluable lessons, which Lenin and the 
Bolsheviks were able to put to good use only 
ten years later.

Only a few years after the ’05 revolution, 
in 1914, Russia joined with the other imperial 
powers – Britain, France, Germany, Turkey, 
Japan, Austria-Hungary and later the USA in 
attempting to redivide the world’s markets and 
territorial possessions. The resulting war took 
a dreadful toll on Russia, whose armies were 
led by generals who received their positions 
by virtue of their titles and family connections, 
not their military prowess. Lacking arms and 
ammunition, Russian soldiers were obliged to 
win back by bayonet charges at night what they 
lost to superior force of arms in the daytime.

While the Russian ruling class behaved 
as though the trappings of empire would last 
forever, the wretched troops – hungry, poorly 
armed and ill-led – listened increasingly to those 
political forces that talked of peace, bread and 
land. They simply walked away from the front 
and went home or headed for the capital to see 
that something was done about the shocking 
situation that faced the Russian people.

The whole of Russia became a giant 
debating society, with agitators arguing for 
every standpoint from the extreme right to 

the extreme left. The well-dressed tended to 
stand aloof from the discussion, as though the 
turmoil in the streets would not affect them. 
They went about the “business” of government 
as usual, unconcerned by the masses faced with 
a “choice” between starvation and death. But 
they prepared their machine gun detachments, 
their armoured cars and their heavy artillery, 
just in case. But the revolutionaries had learned 
the lessons of 1905 and had prepared for such 
tactics from the ruling class.

Led by Lenin, the Bolsheviks mobilised 
the other revolutionary parties (mainly the 
peasant-based Left Social Revolutionaries and 
a clutch of smaller liberal democratic parties) 
to seize the instruments of state power and the 
reins of government. On the November 7, 1917, 
judging that it was now or never, they struck, 
and the world would never be the same again.

At fi rst, global capitalism simply did not 
believe it. Its strategists assumed that workers 
and peasants would be unable to run a country’s 
government, that they would be able to be 
brushed aside as soon as it suited capitalism 
to do so, either by a traditional “whiff of 
grapeshot” or by a judicious assassination or 
two. After all, the World War was still on, there 
were plenty of weapons around and men under 
arms to use them.

The War in the West was hastily brought 
to a close, Germany signed an armistice, and 
imperialism prepared to wage war against 
revolutionary Russia. But the people wouldn’t 
agree. Germany had given up; the troops 

could now come home. A “Hands Off Russia” 
campaign began, even as 14 imperialist states 
intervened in Russia, from every direction. 
Now Russia’s size and backwardness became 
signifi cant factors. The imperialists could 
conquer Russian territory but not Russia itself. 
As the Civil War and Intervention dragged on, 
the working class in other countries was able to 
campaign against the Intervention, to demand 
that the troops be brought home.

Soon, the tactics and courage of the Russian 
Revolutionary forces combined with the 
solidarity of the workers in many other countries 
forced a very reluctant imperialism to postpone 
trying to conquer the Revolution until the 1930s 
and the advent of Hitler. Defeated once again, 
in a titanic struggle, they settled for decades of 
subversion, propaganda, economic sabotage and 
ultimately betrayal to fi nally achieve their ends.

But by then, the Revolution that had 
broken out in 1917 had spread all over the 
world, and brought about the collapse of the 
colonial system, had awakened people in all 
sorts of places to new ways to organise society, 
and put socialism very fi rmly on the table as 
an alternative to the wasteful, blood-stained 
capitalist system.

The American journalist John Reed called 
the Revolution in Petrograd “Ten days that 
shook the world”, and shake it to its foundations 
it certainly did! Now, Communists and 
socialists around the world are able to (and do) 
confi dently declare that “the 21st century will 
be The Century of Socialism”. 
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Not just in New York

Hurricane Sandy has been 
extremely destructive not only 
in the USA but in the Caribbean 
countries as well. The media cover-
age mainly concentrated on what 
was happening in the US whereas 
the poor counties in the region 
hardly rated a mention.

It was very encouraging to fi nd 
out that Venezuela was one of the fi rst 
countries to send humanitarian aid to 
Cuba. It was mainly foodstuffs and 
blankets. Russia is sending humanitar-
ian aid by sea as it is assisting with 
building materials.

Haiti would be in the worst pos-
sible situation as it had been devas-
tated by a previous disaster (still not 
properly dealt with), cholera outbreak 
and now fl ooding and destruction 
caused by Sandy.

I have read in today’s news that 

Iran has offered humanitarian help 
to New York City. It is waiting for 
a response from the American side. 
Don’t think they’ll get it any time 
soon but it has been a nice gesture.

Mati English
Sydney

Truth will out
On October 20 the Swedish 
Freedom Flotilla ship the Estelle 
was placed 30 nautical miles off 
the coast of Gaza in international 
waters. Five to six naval vessels for 
Israel were approaching at high 
speed. The Estelle was ordered to 
turn around but they refused. The 
IDF boarded the Estelle and used 
taser guns to forcefully control the 
non-violent passengers. Mind you 
this was in the Mediterranean Sea, 
in international waters.

At this stage social media 
exploded with live tweets from the 
Estelle. Only after losing all contact 
with the Estelle were pre-taped videos 
released, recorded as a contingency 
to Israeli raids. There were two ex-
IDF soldiers preaching peace on the 
Estelle. They were treated most harsh-
ly by the IDF since they were seen 
as traitors. In typical Israeli fashion, 
soldiers claimed they found weapons. 
Ofi r Genfelman going by the twitter 
handle of @ofi rgendelman stated Israel 
has intercepted large quantities of 

weapons from the Estelle. So let’s see 
what weapons where in the Estelle. 
Three hundred soccer balls, wheel-
chairs, medical supplies, olive trees, 
crutches and food. Great weapons!

It is so typical of the Zionists 
to twist the truth to suit their own 
agenda. One day after the Estelle 
was taken in to an Israeli port they 
started air strikes on Gaza which 
have been continuing for almost a 
week. I searched for more informa-
tion and unsurprisingly found nothing 
on channels 7, 9 and 10. That night 
SBS had vision. Nothing on the ABC. 
The online media Russia Today had 
mention of the Estelle. Only two days 
after the event was it in Australia’s 
online media.

Facebook and Twitter were the 
only place to get information as the 
events unfolded. Which to me is not 
that surprising under Murdoch: he 
had openly stated his support for 
Israel. So I emailed channels 7, 9 and 
10 about their non-response. Their 
answer – we had to get all the facts. 
The facts directly from Israel. The 
only weapon Estelle carried was the 
truth. The truth is what Israel is trying 
to stop. They will use any force to 
do so. The number of countries that 
support Israel is falling. The world 
now sees Israel for what it really is; 
a terrorist state fully funded by the 
terrorist USA.

Tracey Smallwood
SA

John West’s carnage

John West is the Australian tuna 
brand causing the greatest damage 
to our oceans. John West refuses to 
stop using fi sh aggregation devices 
(FADs) teamed up with huge nets. 
This indiscriminate fi shing method 
destroys fish stocks and other 
marine animals like sharks, rays, 
baby tuna and turtles.

Australian brands Safcol, 
Greenseas and Sirena have all pledged 
to ban FADs; so has the entire UK 
tuna industry, including John West 
UK. Yet John West Australia is choos-
ing to avoid a real commitment to the 
health of our oceans.

John West says “all of its prod-
ucts will be sourced sustainably by 
2015.” This may sound positive but 
it is meaningless without a clear 
commitment to proven responsible 
fi shing methods.

This is a vague statement with 
no specifi c commitments. John West 
needs to make the clear and unam-
biguous pledge to stop using FADs, 
like many other brands already have.

FAD use is increasing. If there 
aren’t specifi c commitments to ban 
FADs by tuna companies, nothing 
will change on the water and the 
devastation will worsen.

There are solutions available now. 
There is no such thing as a sustainable 
FAD, but there are proven alternative 
methods such as pole and line tuna. 

John West does have a pole and line 
product, which is a good start, but it 
only makes up 2 percent of its entire 
range.

John West is Australia’s largest 
brand, but it’s the only major brand 
not to ban FADs. A responsible deci-
sion from John West will signifi cantly 
reduce the tuna industry’s impact on 
our oceans.

Greenpeace supports any organi-
sation making genuine commitments 
to improve their environmental 
performance. But it is important to 
sort the green from the greenwash. 
John West is clearly only committed 
to the latter.

This week a small billboard com-
pany removed our ad exposing John 
West’s destructive fi shing methods, 
after facing signifi cant “commercial 
pressure.” YouTube also removed 
our video. 

Not deterred, we’re making sure 
the message gets out in different ways. 
And we need your help.

Tell John West to “be its best” 
and turn its sustainability rhetoric 
into action.

Nathaniel Pelle
Oceans Campaigner

Greenpeace Australia Pacifi c
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The Bolsheviks mobilised the other revolutionary parties to seize the instruments of state power and the reins of government. 
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A long time ago, when my wife 
and I were on our honey-

moon, we drove into the small WA 
town of Wittenoom. In that part of 
WA it is always hot and dry, when 
it isn’t hot and wet. Wittenoom was 
fl ourishing then, James Hardie mined 
blue asbestos there. It was an isolated, 
dusty community with few ameni-
ties. That probably explained the 
prevalence of young women pushing 
toddlers in strollers. The only other 
pastime, for the men at least, was 
dirt-bike racing.

It was a hot, dry and essentially 
uninviting sort of place. It was also 
very much a company town: without 
a clearance from the company store 
and the company-owned hotel you 
couldn’t buy a ticket on the Ansett 
subsidiary Macrobertson Miller 
Airways. The only other way out of 
town was to hitch, and it was a very 
long way to anywhere.

But the most noticeable thing 
about Wittenoom was the fi brous 
blue rocks your feet kicked up if you 
walked anywhere at all. I say rocks, 
but they were like no other rocks I 
had ever seen. They were composed 
of very fi ne vertical blue fi bres that 
crumbled easily at the touch. Locals 
commented that conditions at the 
actual sites where they dug out the 
stuff were horrendous. Of course, 
at the time, those workers did not 
know that asbestos was deadly. Really 
deadly.

But, as the two-part dramatisation 
Devil’s Dust (ABC1 Sunday 
November 11 and Monday 

November 12 at 8.30pm) shows 
us, the James Hardie Board knew. 
And covered it up, to protect their 
business. It’s a sickening thought 
that the fathers of most of those 
toddlers I saw being wheeled around 
Wittenoom probably died before their 
kids were 30.

It is the nature of capitalism that 
bosses are interested in the health and 
welfare of their workers only in so 
far as it will enable those workers to 
continue to provide their labour power 
to the boss. Humanitarian issues do 
not enter into it. But the callousness 
of the James Hardie Board and the 
company executives who helped and 
advised them is breathtaking.

They lied to the authorities about 
OH&S issues, they put pressure on 
government to overlook breaches, and 
if they were sued over an asbestos-
related disease, they resorted to 
delaying tactics in the hope that the 
victim would die and the case would 
lapse. A tactic that succeeded time and 
again, for by the time the symptoms 
became really noticeable, it was 
already too late.

And when the victims of 
asbestosis looked like fi nally winning 
compensation, the company resorted 
to fi nancial sharp practices, setting 
up an underfunded “health fund” 
supposedly to pay all compensation 
claims while shifting the rest of the 
company offshore where it could not 
be touched.

Written by Chris Mrksa and 
directed by Jessica Hobbs, Devil’s 
Dust is inspired by the work of 
ABC journalist Matt Peacock, who 
broke the story and worked very 
closely with ex-Hardie employee 
and asbestosis victim Bernie Banton. 
Bernie became a tireless worker on 
behalf of other victims and a real 
fi ghter for justice for other workers.

America In Primetime (SBS 
ONE Tuesdays at 8.30pm)

seems a sound enough idea – exam-
ining how concepts of iconic male 
fi gures in mainstream US television 
have changed over the years – but 
like most US shows about television 
it suffers from the blight of terminal 
superfi ciality. Oh, how I long for some 

acute, caustic scathing TV criticism 
from US television about US televi-
sion. I am not going to hold my breath 
waiting for it, however.

Instead we have glib comments 
from actors who are not going to 
badmouth a show (no matter what 
it was really like) for fear that doing 
so might jeopardise their prospects 
for future work. But these programs 
are fi lled with clips from lots of 
popular TV shows so they still sell 
to networks (like SBS) even though 
these programs tell us next to nothing 
about television really.

To coincide with the US elec-
tion, SBS is running a four-

part documentary series about one of 
Obama’s predecessors, Clinton (SBS 
ONE Tuesdays at 9.35pm). It is one 
of those US documentaries about poli-
tics that go into some depth about how
things happened but are singularly 
uninformative (if not uninformed) 
about why they happened.

The result is that there are lots of 
personalities to be seen but precious 
little in the way of genuine politics.

There has always been a type 
of “wildlife” fi lmmaker who 

was more interested in fi lming “nature 
red in tooth and claw” rather than in 
fi lming the life of wild animals who 
were not actually killing one another. 
Filmmakers whose ideal shot was to 
get a leopard and a lion to attack one 
another, you know the kind of thing. 
If they couldn’t fi nd two such animals 
engaged in a fi erce struggle the fi lm-
makers were not averse to putting 
them together unnaturally just for the 
sake of the “dramatic” shot that would 
result. Famed wildlife fi lmmaker 
Armand Denis had some horrifi c tales 
to tell about certain big-name US 
television producers for whom nature 
unadorned was simply too tame. They 
had to liven it up with phoney action 
– the bloodier the better.

We have fortunately moved on 

from those days, but still echoes 
of that approach are to be found, 
sometimes in unlikely places. The six-
part series Monster Bug Wars (SBS 
ONE Thursdays at 7.30pm) features 
“the no-holds-barred real life world 
of spiders, scorpions, centipedes and 
killer ants who fi ght to the death”.

We are also told that “When 
rainforest monsters like the spiny leaf 
insect and giant rainforest mantis go 
head-to-head, it’s an all-out assault 
where only one survives.” And if that 
is not enough: “Finally it’s a spider 
battle royal as a black house spider 
tries to outpoint its arch-rival, the 
white-tailed spider, before Sydney’s 
own funnel-web goes head-to-head 
with its highly-evolved nemesis, the 
garden wolf spider. When bugs go 
to war there’s just one guarantee – 
you’re either dead or alive.”

Aren’t  nature programs 
fascinating? 

Rob Gowland
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Denis Doherty

The 50th anniversary of the Cuban 
missile crisis has recently been 
commemorated. The crisis lasted 
from October 14 when the fi rst 
missile sites were photographed 
until October 28 when the issue 
went behind closed doors and into 
the UN.

In 1959 Cuba gained its independ-
ence from the US with a stunning 
revolution and Fidel Castro became 
leader of a new country. In the years 
to October 1962, the Eisenhower 
and Kennedy administrations tried 
to reverse the revolution. The Soviet 
Union supported Cuba. On October 
14, 1962 a US U2 spy plane con-
fi rmed the existence of the missile 
launch pads in Cuba. Kennedy and 
his advisors set in motion a series of 
measures that were to bring the world 
to the brink of nuclear war.

Fearing a US invasion of Cuba, 
Soviet leader Nikita Khrushchev 
offered Cuba nuclear tipped medium 
range missiles. The offer was a defen-
sive measure not intended to threaten 
or attack the US.

The US, however, reacted aggres-
sively. The Kennedy administration 
issues an ultimatum that the missiles 
had to be removed or there would 
be war.

October 28 was the most danger-
ous time as a fl otilla of Soviet war-
ships carrying missiles to Cuba was 
ordered by Kennedy to turn around 
otherwise they would be sunk by 
the US Navy. At the last moment, 
the USSR saved the world from the 
threat of holocaust and the warships 
turned back.

The Soviet Union used the crisis 
to insist on two issues – the removal 
of the US threat to invade Cuba and 
the removal from Turkey of US mis-
siles aimed at Moscow.

Communist Party
In 1962 the Communist Party 

of Australia, under the leadership of 
General Secretary Lance Sharkey was 
publishing the Tribune.

The newspaper penetrated the 
tremendous fl ow of Kennedy propa-
ganda to pinpoint the US insistence 

on hegemony regardless of the risks 
to all the people of the world.

“President Kennedy, head of 
America’s military machine operating 
from 1,425 bases in 31 countries has 
turned the trail of threats and acts of 
war against independent Cuba into an 
open threat of nuclear war”, Tribune 
stated on October 24, 1962 under the 
headline “US drags World to Bring”.

A week later on October 31, the 
Tribune headline was “USA Forced 
to drop Cuba Invasion”. The fol-
lowing article said: “A great victory 
has been won by peace forces of the 
world. They have forced the impe-
rialist rulers of the United States to 
guarantee that no one will invade the 
worker’s Republic of Cuba. This must 
be honoured.”

Far from the Camelot image of 
an all-powerful Kennedy clan, we see 
the CPA reporting the response of the 
world to US brinkmanship. Through 
article after article Tribune, in stark 
contrast to the mainstream media, 
reported what people’s organisations, 
trade unions and other groups were 
saying and doing in Australia and 
around the world.

Under the heading “The People 
Act”, Tribune (31/10/1962) says 
“Australia’s working people sprang 
into action in defence of peace last 
week the US monopolists unleashed 
their provocative actions against 
Cuba.”

Tribune also published Soviet 
president Krushchev’s letter, bringing 
to the people of Australia the other 
side of the debate which was being 
swamped by the overwhelming pro-
US propaganda.

Trade union action
Then ACTU President Monks 

was quoted as saying: “The United 
States of America has no more right to 
announce drastic steps of interference 
with the normal processes than India, 
China, Russia or any other country.”

Other trade union councils includ-
ing NSW, Queensland, Townsville and 
Melbourne united in the statement 
that asserted that no one country had 
the right to interfere in the internal 
workings of another country.

Individual unions which rose in 

protest and stop works on the issue 
included the Painters and Dockers 
in Sydney and the Freemantle 
Association of Waterfront Unions.

Numerous workplaces such as 
Malley’s (whitegoods) factory in the 
Sydney suburb of Alexandria took 
action. A mass meeting of railway 
workers at Clyde organised by the 
Peace Committee was held.

Other anti-war 
protests

The CPA organised huge “Hands 
off Cuba” anti-war rallies in most 
capital cities. The Eureka Youth 
League staged rallies outside US 
consulates.

Peace groups such as the NSW 
Peace Committee and the ANZ 
Congress spoke out against US 
aggression.

Even the World Council of 
Churches condemned the US actions. 
This was reported in Tribune: “The 
World Council issued a statement in 
Geneva voicing ‘“serious concern at 
the actions of America’”.

Internationally Tribune carried 
reports of major demonstrations in 
London and many other parts of the 
world especially Latin America.

Tribune struck a prophetic note 
in its October 31 1962 issue when 
it said “US Bases not wanted here” 
and reported that the US military was 
preparing the ground for bases at Pine 
Gap and Exmouth (NW Cape).

In 2012 we have nearly 50 US 
bases in Australia and a permanent 
force of US Marines. The CPA has 
long campaigned for US bases to be 
removed from Australian soil.

Tribune coverage of the crisis 
continued into November with 
headlines such as “Act to stop US 
Aggression on Cuba” (7/11/1962), 
“Insist on US Pledge: Hands off 
Cuba!” (14/11/1962), and fi nally 
“Kennedy agrees to end Cuba block-
ade” (21/11/1962).

Tribune reported: “President 
Kennedy of the United States, pressed 
by the Soviet Union, Cuba and world-
wide peace forces, has announced he 
will lift the aggressive, illegal block-
ade of Cuba. This great new victory 

for peace, must be closely policed 
until carried out.”

Continuing 
war on Cuba

Tribune continued to support 
Cuba because Kennedy did not relent 
in his war on the small Caribbean 
island. On November 7, for example, 
the US launched an attack on a Cuban 
factory which killed 400 workers. 
Kennedy gave orders to have Castro 
assassinated.

The attacks on Cuba continue 
to the present day, primarily in the 
form of the illegal blockade that has 
lasted for over 50 years. Why is Cuba 
such a problem for the US? The State 
Department Policy Planning Council 
explained at the time:

“The primary danger we face in 
Castro is … in the impact the very 
existence of his regime has upon 
the leftist movement in many Latin 
American countries … The simple 
fact is that Castro represents a suc-
cessful defi ance of the US, a negation 
of our whole hemispheric policy of 
almost a century and a half.” 

A review of documents from the 

Kennedy era reveals that in nearly 
1,000 pages only once did a US offi -
cial raise a moral objection to US 
government-sponsored terrorism.

On the day Kennedy was assas-
sinated in 1963 he ordered Castro’s 
assassination.

How did the missile crisis begin 
and how did it end? Noam Chomsky 
sums it up well:

“It began with Kennedy’s terrorist 
attack against Cuba, with a threat of 
invasion in October 1962. It ended with 
the president’s rejection of Russian 
offers that would seem fair to a rational 
person, but were unthinkable because 
they would undermine the fundamental 
principle that the US has the unilateral 
right to deploy nuclear missiles any-
where, aimed at China or Russia or 
anyone else and right on their borders; 
and the accompanying principle that 
Cuba had no right to have missiles for 
defence against what appeared to be 
an imminent US invasion.

“To establish these principles 
fi rmly, it was entirely proper to face 
a high risk of war of unimaginable 
destruction, and to reject simple, 
and admittedly fair, ways to end the 
threat.” 

Fearing a US invasion of Cuba, Soviet leader 
Nikita Khrushchev offered Cuba nuclear tipped 
medium range missiles. The offer was a defensive 
measure not intended to threaten or attack the US.


