
Rudi Maxwell

Representatives from 46 First Nations from 
across the Murray Darling Basin met in 
Canberra last month to discuss Aboriginal 
water rights and the implementation of the 
Murray Darling Basin Plan.

And they also discussed the possibility of 
making treaties with each other. 

The gathering of delegates from the Murray 
Lower Darling Rivers Indigenous Nations 
(MLDRIN) and the Northern Basin Aborigi-
nal Nations (NBAN) released a water state-
ment and called on all levels of government 
to urgently address the impacts on their cul-
ture, heritage and wellbeing arising from the 
management of water resources in the Murray 
Darling Basin.

MLDRIN acting chair Rene Woods, a Nari 
Nari man, said the gathering and the water 
statement highlighted the “strong, united voice 
of First Nations and the importance of water to 
our culture, country and livelihoods”.

“Our members have rights and responsibili-
ties to care for the waterways of the Basin and 
build sustainable livelihoods that support our 
communities,” he said. “Yet, on a daily basis, 
we witness the degradation of our rivers from 
over-extraction, pollution, overregulation and 
management that favours powerful interests 
and lobby groups.”

NBAN chair Fred Hooper said First 
Nations people along the Darling River had 
grave concerns about the impacts of extraction 
of water and poor resource management prac-
tices on their cultural identity. 

“This is just one example of the impacts 
faced by our membership on a daily basis,” he 
said. “If our rivers die, the very fabric of these 
ancient cultures is at risk.”

Hooper told the Koori Mail newspaper that 
the two biggest issues for NBAN had been the 
Murray Darling Basin Authority’s (MDBA) 
review of water allocations in the northern 
basin and the discussions around creating 
treaties.

He said NBAN was meeting with the 
MDBA this week to discuss what impacts 
re-allocating water to irrigators might have 
on Aboriginal interests and whether, if they 
were giving less water to Aboriginal environ-
mental outcomes, that might trigger fi nancial 
compensation.

Hooper said NBAN and MLDRIN were 
made up of nearly 50 sovereign First Nations. 
“We talk First Nations – but we don’t always 
act First Nations,” he said. “Treaty would put 
our rights in an international form.

“All these nations that were here before 
Invasion, but we’re not actually bringing that 

into the 21st century, so for us to expect treaty 
with the English Crown or Australian Govern-
ment then we also need to look at following 
international law and signing treaties between 
ourselves. We discussed what would treaty look 
like: Is it only about water, or could it include 
other trade or other aspects?”

The water statement released at the meeting 
calls on all governments in the Murray Darling 
Basin to:
• Commit to implementing the fi ndings 

from the National Cultural Flows Research 
Project;

• Develop a legislative and policy reform 

process dedicated to addressing the historic 
dispossession of Sovereign First Nations 
from their rights and interests in water; and

• Collaborate with NBAN and MLDRIN to 
develop mechanisms to allow sovereign 
First Nations to secure water entitlements 
for cultural, environmental and economic 
purposes, and to secure their cultural 
economy through access to water.

Koori Mail 
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“Our members have rights and responsibilities to care 
for the waterways of the Basin and build sustainable 
livelihoods that support our communities.”
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Long march continues
As the US “pivot to Asia” unfolds, its agenda of undermining 

China, diplomatically, militarily and economically is becoming 
starkly apparent. Central to this objective is the working over of 
history by the hacks in the mass media rewrite rooms, exposing the 
“myths” of China’s revolutionary march.

Of great concern to the US and its allies is that China has 
become steadily stronger economically and politically and more 
infl uential, particularly among other Asian countries who are China’s 
neighbours.

On October 1, 1949, the People’s Republic of China was founded. 
It was an event that culminated over two decades of Communist 
Party-led popular struggle.

What had begun as attempted worker insurrections in the port 
cities of Canton and Shanghai in the late 1920s, led to the Long 
March, which carried the working class ideas of Marxism into the 
impoverished countryside of feudal China.

From their deep rural bases the Chinese Communists and their 
people’s army led the national struggle against the Japanese mili-
tarist occupation – one of the most barbaric episodes of the Second 
World War.

The defeat of Japanese militarism, along with the defeat of 
Nazism and fascism, created favourable global conditions for popular 
forces around the world, including in the world’s most populous 
country, China.

The Chinese Revolution is one of the most signifi cant and infl u-
ential events of the 20th century.

Before 1949 the illiteracy rate in China was 80 percent, and life 
expectancy was a meagre 35 years. Now, illiteracy has declined to 
less than seven percent, and average life expectancy is more than 
70 years.

Over these past decades into the 21st century the Chinese peo-
ple have embarked on another heroic Long March. The Chinese 
Communist Party would be the fi rst to admit that there have been 
confusions and errors on the way. In the late 1960s, a ruinous and 
misguided “Cultural Revolution” tore apart the fabric of society, 
and set back many of the advances made in the previous decade 
and a half.

But throughout these years, the Chinese Revolution has been 
guided by a number of admirable, core principles:
• A commitment to building a socialist society, in which modernisa-

tion is balanced with social justice, redistribution and development;
• A willingness to learn from international experience, but always 

to be prepared to chart a sovereign national course, based on the 
knowledge, customs, assets and special challenges of ones own 
society.

In 1978 a major economic reform process was unleashed, in 
which the PRC endeavoured to sustain the core principles of social-
ism while opening up to the market. In Western media we are told 
that the PRC has “embraced capitalism” – this is neither how the 
Chinese themselves understand what they are doing, nor is it the 
reality.

The public sector enterprises, and the rural socialist economy 
remain core pillars of Chinese socialism. There has, however, been 
a mix of partnerships, liberalisations and other market-related 
initiatives as well.

The Chinese reform process stands in stark contrast to the 
neo-liberal privatisation frenzy that is causing economic and social 
mayhem in countries around the world. The PRC’s ability to chart 
an effective course through the recent Asian crisis is also noteworthy.

Against this backdrop of global capitalist fi nancial crisis China’s 
economy continues to advance, its power and infl uence clearly evi-
dent here in Australia. This was achieved, partly, through active 
state intervention to stimulate demand through wage increases in 
the public sector, and other measures.

In pursuing a policy of peace and stability China is creating the 
best situation for the continuation of its economic and social develop-
ment, and for that of other countries as well. This has been made 
possible by the fact that under the leadership of the Communist 
Party of China, the people of China have embarked on the construc-
tion of a socialist society.

PRESS FUND
Last Friday Liberal-National parliamentarian George Christensen 
declared that acceptance of people from violence-afflicted nations 
should be restricted because many of the immigrants would be 
violent! Christensen ignored the fact that asylum seekers are 
actually fleeing violence, and that implementation of the policy 
would deny legitimate refugees (particularly Muslims) the right 
to seek asylum here. Surely the Turnbull government would 
never cave in to such a viciously discriminatory demand, you say. 
But they might! By threatening to vote against the government 
Christensen recently forced it to water down its superannuation 
reform policy, so that ultra-rich super contributors will retain 
exceptionally generous benefits. Talking about benefits, the Press 
Fund really needs your support, so please send in a contribution 
for the next issue if you can. Many thanks to this week’s 
supporters, as follows:
P.E.A. $20, C Greer $50, Mark Mannion $5, “Rough Red” $5, 
“Round Figure” $10 
This week’s total: $90 Progressive total: $5,950

“
QUOTE OF THE WEEK

Philosophers have interpreted the world, the point however is to change it.

Karl Marx
”

The human cost of Australia’s 
immigration detention system is 
revealed in a report by Fairfax 
Media on Australia’s forgotten 
detention centre. This details con-
ditions inside the Christmas Island 
detention centre, where people 
seeking asylum are languishing 
with little outside contact, diffi -
cult access to legal assistance and 
inadequate mental healthcare.

Refugee advocates Pamela Curr, 
from the Asylum Seekers Resource 
Centre, and Sister Brigid Arthur, 
from the Brigidine Asylum Seekers 
Project, travelled to Christmas Island 
to visit the men seeking asylum, who 
are currently held in the detention 
centre, more than 2,600 kilometres 
from the nearest capital city, Perth.

There they found an environment 
of fear and physical violence where 
men seeking asylum face ongoing 
mental trauma and isolation, all while 
under the direct care of the Australian 
government.

“The effects of the extreme iso-
lation, fear of violence, uncertain 
future, and lack of adequate mental 
health care has had a deeply dehu-
manising effect on these men,” said 
Pamela Curr.

“We met men showing signs of 
profound mental ill health. One man 
clearly has an intellectual impairment 
and is unable to think coherently. Yet 
he has been repeatedly punished for 
refusing to comply with instructions.

“We heard about a man so men-
tally unwell that he barked like a 
dog. He was bashed so often that he 
is taken out of the compound each 
day by the guards to an isolation unit 

where he spends his time making 
houses out of matchsticks.

“We talked to men who had been 
pulled from their beds in mainland 
detention centres in the dead of night 
by security force personnel accompa-
nied by dogs. They were then hand-
cuffed, pushed into vans and taken 
to Christmas Island without warn-
ing. We found two who had only ever 
been on Christmas Island. One man 
we spoke to had not seen a visitor for 
two years. ”

There they found the Christ-
mas Island detention centre hold-
ing around 30 men seeking asylum 
mixed in with about 200 men exiting 
prisons from across Australia after 
serving sentences of varying length 
for crimes of varying severity. This 
places the men seeking asylum at sig-
nifi cant risk of harm due to the sim-
mering resentment of some of the 
ex-prisoner population.

“It is an uneasy mix as Border 
Force deliberately intersperses the 
men seeking asylum with the ex-
prisoners,” said Pamela Curr.

“Not all the ex-prisoners are 
violent, but some men act out of a 
prison culture where physical force 
rules. They are angry at being taken 
away to Christmas Island where their 
families cannot visit and into condi-
tions far worse than any prison in 
Australia. These men call the men 
seeking asylum, ‘boaties’ and blame 
them: ‘This place was made for you 
not us’.”

The men seeking asylum have 
experienced and witnessed extreme 
violence while in detention and live 
in fear.

“We listened as they asked over 
and over ‘why am I here – I am no 
criminal’. Some shake and wipe away 
tears. Others are without expression,” 
said Pamela Curr. “We are witness-
ing men who are without hope and 
are almost all broken human beings.”

Kon Karapanogiotidis, CEO of 
ASRC, said this account of condi-
tions on Christmas Island highlights 
the dehumanisation of people seeking 
asylum under the Australian govern-
ment’s repressive detention system.

“People seeking asylum need to 
be treated with dignity and decen-
cy, yet this account of their lives 
in detention shows the deep harm 
being done to people caught up in the 
system,” said Kon Karapanogiotidis.

“It is absolutely clear that the 
men seeking asylum in detention on 
Christmas Island are at profound risk 
of violence and psychological harm. 
It is obviously not a suitable environ-
ment for people seeking safety who 
are fl eeing torture and trauma.

“The people seeking asylum on 
Christmas Island and in our other 
offshore detention centres on Manus 
Island and Nauru must be treated 
with compassion and respect. It is 
clear that we must bring them here 
to safety while their asylum claims 
are assessed.

“Around the country our com-
munity is uniting to call on our gov-
ernment to create a compassionate 
refugee policy that refl ects our values 
and treats people seeking asylum with 
decency,” said Kon Karapanogiotidis.
“We need the community to call 
their MP or Senators and tell them to 
#BringThemHere.” 

Forgotten men 
of Christmas Island

On the 25th year of the Filipino 
people’s rejection of a new United 
States Bases Treaty with the Phil-
ippines, demonstrators led by 
BAYAN (New Patriotic Alliance) 
held a protest action near the US 
Embassy to call for the abrogation 
of all military treaties and agree-
ments that perpetuate US neo-
colonial rule over the Philippines.

The demonstrators also aired 
their support for Australians’ efforts 
to close the Pine Gap Joint Facil-
ity and remove US marines from 
Darwin.

Ordained Uniting Church min-
ister from Victoria and offi cer of 
the Philippines Australia Solidar-
ity Association (PASA) Reverend 
Berlin Guerrero commends this 
show of solidarity in the fi ght for 
people’s rights for freedom and 
independence in the region.

“The so-called Asia-Pacif-
ic Pivot with US military bases 
encircling China by strengthening 
its bases in South Korea, Japan, 

Guam, down to Darwin in Australia, 
together with joint war exercises 
and joint military sea patrols alert 
us to the risk of an incident which 
could spark an all-out war,“ said 
Reverend Guerrero.

In 2007, the then-United Church 
of Christ in the Philippines (UCCP) 
pastor was abducted by men from 
the Philippine naval intelligence 
security group while on the way 
to a memorial service of an activ-
ist friend who was assassinated in 
2006. Guerrero was among hun-
dreds who were tortured and jailed 
under the Arroyo regime based on 
trumped up charges.

Heavily involved in social justice 
activities in the Philippines, Guerrero 
had always stood against US colonial 
rule and the servitude of past Philip-
pine governments to US interests in 
the region making the whole country 
practically a military base through 
the US-RP Visiting Forces Agree-
ment and the Enhanced Defense 
Cooperation Agreement.

“I look forward to a future 
where all countries in our region 
of the world are exercising mutual 
respect and independence,” Rever-
end Guerrero said.

“It is important to build solidar-
ity among freedom-loving people in 
Australia, Philippines and the whole 
region. The pursuit of an independ-
ent foreign policy in the Philippines 
is a welcome development which I 
hope will contribute to a freer and 
peaceful region,” he said.

Guerrero will speak from a faith 
perspective at the Independent and 
Peaceful Australia Conference in 
Alice Springs on Saturday October 
1. The Conference seeks to high-
light the role Pine Gap plays in US 
military activity and calls for its 
closure. Other speakers at the Con-
ference will include Professor Lisa 
Natividad from Guam and Profes-
sor Kosuzu Abe from Okinawa, 
Japan. 

Filipinos support Australian 
peaceful independence
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George Edwards

The Baird Liberal government 
in NSW has announced plans to 
privatise fi ve of the state’s public 
hospitals, at Maitland, Wyong, 
Goulburn, Shellharbour and 
Bowral. The excuse, of course, 
is that they all need infusions of 
capital and the state does not have 
suffi cient funds to do that. So pri-
vate operators have been invited 
to “partner” with the government 
in building/upgrading and run-
ning the hospitals.

The embattled NSW Health Min-
ister, Jillian Skinner, who must by 
now be growing tired of defending 
her scandal-ridden portfolio, made 
the extraordinary claim that the pri-
vatisations would “ensure the sus-
tainability of the health system”.

The Liberal Party of course is 
wholly committed to the private 
enterprise system and sees the role of 
government as managing or allocat-
ing a range of business opportunities. 
For NSW Premier Mike Baird and 
federal PM Malcolm Turnbull, health 
care is simply yet another business 
opportunity.

The people of NSW, however, 
see the matter differently. For them, 
health care is something that every 
citizen has a right to. In fact, every 
citizen has a right not just to any 
health care but to the best that soci-
ety can provide, regardless of the 
patient’s income or social status. In 
the recent federal election, defence 
of Medicare became a hot issue and 
Libs’ leader Malcolm Turnbull had 
strenuously to distance his govern-
ment from the suggestion that he 
wanted to take Australia down the 
path of a hideously expensive US-
style private health system.

But now Liberal Premier Mike 
Baird is doing just that. Signifi cantly, 

as the NSW Labor opposition point-
ed out, although this privatisation 
plan must have been in the planning 
stages for a long time, there was not 
a murmur about it at the time of the 
state or federal elections, because the 
Libs know it would have cost them 
seats all over the state. The public 
would not have been fooled by men-
dacious statements by Ministers, 
such as Health Minister Jillian Skin-
ner’s “Partnering with non-govern-
ment hospital operators will allow us 
to maintain quality health care while 
delivering the best value.”

There is no doubt that the fi ve 
hospitals need money spent on them. 
The NSW government, like its fed-
eral counterpart, has fl ogged off state 
enterprises while simultaneously cut-
ting corporate taxes and charges, and 
hence reduced government income 
substantially. It is standard practice 
for Liberal Party treasurers to then 
wring their hands while mournful-
ly proclaiming that the government 
can no longer afford to pay pensions, 
or health care costs, or for scientifi c 
research or environmental protection 
or a hundred other public services 
that a rational society would regard 
as essential.

A cynic might argue that the 
Baird government has allowed these 
hospitals to run down precisely so 
that the public would be more recep-
tive to the idea of handing them over 
to the private sector, but actually the 
truth is simply that Liberal Party lead-
ers, like the capitalists they admire 
and emulate, resent any money that 
is spent on public services, regarding 
it as money that rightfully belongs to 
“investors” and should be returned to 
them so they can use it to make prof-
its, which is the only role of money 
in their opinion.

To counter the very real percep-
tion on the part of the public that 

privately-run hospitals will be a lot 
more expensive than government-
run hospitals, the Baird government 
has announced a model, the North-
ern Beaches Hospital at Manly due 
to open in 2018. Here, the NSW 
government will pay the operators, 
Healthscope, “to treat public along-
side private patients”.

Which means the government 
will pay not what it actually costs to 
treat a patient in a public hospital, but 
what the operators of a private hospi-
tal choose to charge the government 
for such treatment!

On the NSW Central Coast, 

nurses I spoke to had no doubts 
about the higher costs of hospital 
care under this scheme and anticipat-
ed a fl ight of patients from the now-
to-be-privatised Wyong Hospital to 
the remaining public hospital on the 
Coast. Gosford is already bursting at 
the seams. Wyong Hospital was to 
have been expanded and renovated to 
allow it to take pressure off Gosford, 
but the state government now says it 
can’t afford to do so. Only a private 
investor can afford it, apparently.

Twenty years ago NSW tried out 
the public/private partnership opera-
tion of a former public hospital, Port 

Macquarie Base Hospital, in the face 
of intense public opposition. Two 
decades of complaints and deba-
cles later, the NSW government had 
to buy the hospital back from the 
operators.

So even when they fail to make 
a go of it as a business, a grateful 
government will bail them out. No 
wonder “health care” corporations 
are queuing up to get involved in 
these “public/private partnerships” 
where the only losers will be the 
people of NSW! 

From the archives US Star Wars Program – The Guardian, December 1985

NSW Libs to 
privatise more hospitals

Community and Public Sector 
Union (CPSU) members working 
in Immigration and Border Force 
are preparing to take their most 
intense and widespread strike 
action to force a resolution to a 
dispute that has run for more than 
1,000 days.

The union has begun notifying 
extensive rolling stoppages by staff 
across the Department of Immi-
gration and Border Protection at 
international airports, cruise ship 
terminals, cargo facilities and else-
where across the Department begin-
ning on Monday September 26 until 
Sunday October 2, with further 
action planned as needed.

The union has notifi ed industri-
al action over all DIBP operations, 
with 30-minutes strikes available to 
CPSU members all day, every day. 
The CPSU expects multiple short 
strikes to cause signifi cant disrup-
tion and delays.

CPSU national secretary Nadine 
Flood said: “This will be strike action 
on a major scale, an unprecedented 
escalation to make government fi nal-
ly do something to end this 1000-day 
dispute.

“The Turnbull government and 
the department have done absolutely 
nothing to fi x this mess that they cre-
ated. In fact for thousands of Border 

Force offi cers the latest offer was 
even worse than the dud deal 81% 
of the Department’s staff rejected in 
March.

“Immigration and Border Force 
staff have compromised and con-
tinue to be willing to accept some-
thing sensible, but they won’t and 
can’t accept losing important rights 
and conditions for a pay rise of just 
on 1% a year, let alone the pay cuts 
still being pushed on many of these 
workers.

“Based on previous experience 
this strike action has the potential 
to cause more signifi cant disruption 
and delays for international air pas-
sengers and others, but it’s important 
to emphasise that our members don’t 
take industrial action to inconven-
ience the public. They do it because 
it’s one of the only tools they’ve got 
to fi ght for a fair deal.”

This round of action is on a larger 
scale than any before but numerous 
exemptions remain in place to ensure 
national security and the safety of the 
general public. The union says that 
members would never take action 
that would compromise that, despite 
the misleading and contradictory 
statements of the department and the 
government.

“It’s not too late to avert this 
action,” said Flood. “Prime Minister 

Malcolm Turnbull and Minister 
Michaelia Cash can sit down and talk, 
which they’ve repeatedly refused to 
do. We could sort DIBP and other 
Commonwealth agencies bargaining 
relatively quickly if the government 
was prepared to abandon their reck-
less attack on rights and conditions 
to fi nd a sensible solution. Ministers 
can keep attacking the CPSU, but 
that doesn’t explain why over 74,000 
workers have voted to reject the gov-
ernment’s offers in 2016 alone.

“There are no real negotiations, 
just agencies being ordered to follow 
the government’s whacky bargain-
ing policy while the Minister refus-
es to discuss sensible changes that 
would fi x this mess. Instead they’re 
still trying to force workers to accept 
cuts to rights and conditions while 
freezing their pay since 2013. It’s a 
vicious, nasty approach.”

Flood said the government has a 
clear choice. “It can sit down with 
us, drop the cuts and try to resolve 
the dispute in good faith, or it can 
exercise its rights through the Fair 
Work Commission. If the govern-
ment tries again to have our industri-
al action suspended by the Fair Work 
Commission, we will argue it’s time 
to terminate this bargaining charade 
and have the independent umpire 
arbitrate an outcome.” 

Airport strikes intensify
Sydney Rally

Australia & USA
Hands Off Syria!

Sunday September 25
Starting at Martin Place at 1:30 pm

It is vital that we show that we 
don’t accept the Australian government participating 

in war crimes in Syria.
Come to the rally and get our message out loud and clear!

facebook.com/handsoffsyria
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In light of the attacks on organised 
labour in Australia, the Guard-
ian’s Marcus Browning talked to 
Peter Lalor, the leader of the 1854 
armed insurrection by miners at 
the Eureka Stockade in Ballarat, 
about the uprising and its legacy 
how he perceives changes in Aus-
tralia since.

The short, broad-shouldered 
Irishman sat erect on the edge of his 
chair, the mark of a musket powder 
burn on his forehead and the stump 
of his arm at his side. Marcus asked 
him to discuss his specifi c role in the 
rebellion.

PL: I don’t want to talk about my 
part in it alone or above the others. It 
was a mighty act of defi ance by us 
all.

MB: Perhaps you could begin by 
giving us a picture of the develop-
ments leading up to the construction 
of the stockade and the insurrection.

PL: Well, as you might know, the 
Victorian government had imposed a 
30 shillings a month licence fee on us 
miners who were digging the gold-
fi elds at Ballarat. This was so they 
could wield more control over us and 
eventually force us off the goldfi elds 
and back to giving our labour to the 
colonial employing class for a bloody 
pittance.

In order to extract the licence 
money they put together a special 
force of armed police, not a few of 
them ex-convicts. This force used 
what were called “digger hunts”, 
where they would raid a section of 
the diggings and demand to see every 
digger’s licence.

Those who could not produce 
them on the spot were taken into 
custody, sometimes being chained 
to logs or trees until the hunt was 
over and they could be taken before 
a magistrate.

The penalty for failing to pro-
duce the licence was fi ve pounds, 
a big sum of money for us miners 
whose only possessions were our 
pick and shovel and tin dish and the 
clothes on our backs.

MB: Many historians claim that 
in fact you weren’t strictly workers 
at all, but men seeking individually 
to enrich yourselves, to “be your own 
boss”.

PL: Well, hindsight is a fine 
thing, as they say, and I’m in a posi-
tion to have more than my share of it. 
It’s true that we weren’t wage earn-
ers, but many of us were from the 
working class nonetheless.

The emergence of the big mining 
companies soon put an end to our 
working independently for ourselves 
and turned us into wage slaves.

That now is part of the history 
of capitalism. Marx himself, though 
he was far away in Europe, saw the 

signifi cance of the events at Eureka 
(of course we didn’t have Marx or 
Lenin or Engels to refer to at the 
time).

Marx could see that in demand-
ing the abolition of a direct tax on 
labour and the abolition of proper-
ty qualifi cations to vote or be mem-
bers of parliament, the diggers were 
actually fi ghting for the same things 
which had led to the declaration of 
independence of the United States of 
America.

There was a difference, however, 
that he noted, and it was – I’ll quote 
the man – “that in Australia the oppo-
sition against the monopolists united 
with the colonial bureaucrats arises 
from the workers.”

We weren’t conscious of that, 
you understand. Our struggle was 
sparked by an economic need and 
as it developed our main political 
aim became the ending of the power 
of the unelected royalty and their 
underlings.

MB: So you had no voting 
rights?

PL: No. The franchise was based 
on property qualifi cations and most 
miners had no property.

MB: Where did things go to 
next?

PL: All this didn’t happen 
overnight. It was a long campaign 
where we put forward a number of 
demands, including the basic Chartist 
demands for electoral reform. But it 
was to no avail.

Things really came to a head 
when digger James Scobie was mur-
dered near the Eureka Hotel in Bal-
larat by the publican, an ex-convict 
who was friendly with the police. 
There was no stopping things then. 
There was a fury among the diggers 
and they stormed the pub and burned 
it to the ground.

That’s when we formed the Bal-
larat Reform League and set down 
our demands. On November 29, 
1854, thousands of us Ballarat dig-
gers met and burned their licences. A 
savage diggers hunt began. About a 
1,000 of us marched to Bakery Hill, 
in the Eureka district, and built the 
stockade.

MB: What was the background 
of the agitators? Were they experi-
enced in politics?

PL: There were a lot of people 
who came to the diggings, hundreds 
of thousands. Among them were 
French socialists, German repub-
licans, English Chartists and Irish 
rebels. Altogether a small group in 
comparison; still we had a strong 
infl uence.

MB: How did it compare to other 
uprisings in the colony?

PL: It was the fi rst major upris-
ing against British rule in the history 

of the colony. There was a mutiny in 
1804 by Irish convicts at Castle Hill, 
near Parramatta, that was brutally put 
down and the convicts hanged on the 
spot.

MB: How was the attack on the 
stockade carried out? 

PL: Early on the morning of 
December 3 they launched their 
attack on us when our numbers were 
down. They outnumbered us two to 
one. It was a bloody and ruthless 
attack and we fought back with all 
our might but they overwhelmed 
us. Some estimates put the deaths at 
more than 30.

We killed fi ve soldiers and an 
offi cer. Some of us, including myself, 
escaped. Others were captured and 
charged with treason and sedition.

MB: Looking back, what do you 
see the rebellion having achieved in 
the history of Australia?

PL: In the short term we made 
certain gains. The ordinary folk in the 
colony were sympathetic to our cause 
and supported many of our demands. 
Those charged were either acquitted 
or had their charges dropped. When 
myself and others came out of hiding 
there were no charges put against us.

The following year, 1855, the 
miners’ licence was put in the dust-
bin and a new document called the 
Miner’s Right was introduced, cost-
ing only one pound a year and con-
taining the right to vote.

Two years later manhood suf-
frage was granted for the election of 
the Legislative Assembly.

MB: And the long term?
PL: While we were not a class 

in our right, our organisation and 
actions were an example for the 
development of the Australian work-
ing class.

Our uprising in many ways 
was spontaneous but it nonetheless 
showed the necessity of having a 
force that is conscious of the need to 
act in their own class interests.

You know, understanding that – 
understanding the need for collective 
action – is the basis of the organised 
working class.The trade union move-
ment in Victoria was just emerg-
ing at the time of the stockade and 
those class conscious workers rallied 
around the miners.

Their fi rst victories for the eight-
hour work day were achieved in 
1856.

MB: And what of its political 
infl uence?

PL: I think the uprising’s most 
valuable political lesson was that it 
revealed the nature of the state. We 
defi ed the state and brandished our 
fi sts and our collective power at it. 
The ruling class, then as now, will 
tolerate no such actions.

The state, as Lenin said, is “a 
machine for keeping the rule of one 
class over another” and you can see 
at a glance that this is true in the great 
and proud history of struggle of Aus-
tralia’s working class.

It was there in the strikes of the 
1890s, when the ruling classes tried 
to push the economic burden of the 
‘90s depression onto the toilers.

You’ll recall there was the mari-
time strike because of the attack by 
the Steamship Owners Association 
on steamship offi cers who had the 
audacity to form a union and affi li-
ate themselves with the Trades Hall 
Council.

Combined with the struggle by 
the wharf labourers it was nothing 
less than an attack on the right of 
workers to organise in a union.

There was the great shearers’ 
strike at Barcaldine, the miners’ 
strike in Broken Hill, both in ‘92. The 
members of the Industrial Workers’ 
of the World who were framed and 
jailed during WW1, the police pro-
tection of scabs and strike breakers 
in the 1917 general strike.

There were the attacks on and 
arrests of striking timber workers in 
1929 and the shooting down of coal 
miners at Rothbury that same year.

The police bashings and eviction 
of impoverished tenants during the 
Great Depression, the state accept-
ance and protection of the fascist 
New Guard in the 1930s, the use of 
troops by the Labor government to 
break the coal strike of 1949 ... the 
list is endless.

To this day it continues – the 
collusion between government and 
employer in the attack on the Mar-
itime and Construction unions, the 
struggle by the mine workers against 
the likes of BHP and Rio Tinto’s 
attempts to wipe out trade unionism.

MB: It does give the lie to much 
of the history written of Australia 
as an essentially classless society 
mostly free of confl ict, doesn’t it?

PL: Yes. There’s always the mil-
itary and police and the law courts 
brought into the fray. But you know, 
it’s a wonderful fi ghting tradition we 
have here, a tradition that shows the 
unstoppable optimism of we ordinary 
working people, no matter how dark 
the day may seem at times.

We can marvel at the resilience 
and strength of people, and look back 
to 1854 and see how far we’ve come 
and perhaps know better the road 
ahead. 

Australia

The legacy of Eureka
An interview in labour history

Sydney

Vigil demanding 
that the USA 

stop the blockade 
on Cuba

Monday October 17 at 5:30 pm 
Martin Place, Sydney

Also to stop the subversion of funds against Cuba and return 

Guantánamo to the Cuban people.

Sydney

A talk with Professor John Dugard on human rights in Palestine
Thursday October 27
6:30 pm for 7:00 pm start 

Footbridge Theatre, University of Sydney, Parramatta Road

Coalition for Justice and Peace in Palestine is pleased to be hosting the esteemed South African professor of International Law and Human 
Rights, John Dugard who will be in conversation with Professor Ben Saul from the University of Sydney who is also highly regarded for 

his work on international law. Professor Dugard has served on the International Court of Justice and as a Special Rapporteur on the 
human rights situation in the Occupied Palestinian Territories from 2001-2008. As an outspoken critic of the policies of Israel in relation to 
Palestinians, John Dugard has stated that he thinks the apartheid policies of Israel are far worse than those he witnessed in South Africa. 

Bookings are open now and even though the event is free, you’ll need to reserve a spot.
cjpp@coalitionforpalestine.org
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People quite rightly fear that the 
Libs – if given the chance – would 
rush to push us all on to an Amer-
ican-style hyper-expensive fee-
paying system of privatised health 
care. If anyone is still unsure of 
just what that would be like, they 
need look no further than the 
scandal-ridden fi eld of drug and 
alcohol rehabilitation clinics.

Not just the regulation of such 
clinics but their actual operation 
should by rights be the responsibil-
ity of national health care systems. 
They should be attached to, in fact be 
an extension of, the relevant public 
hospital care for patients suffering 
from drug or alcohol abuse. In Aus-
tralia, however, these clinics are pri-
vate concerns, run either by religious 
charities or by entrepreneurs who see 
drug and alcohol abuse as a business 
opportunity.

A stint in a private rehab clinic 
can cost an addict – or more com-
monly, an addict’s loving and con-
cerned family – a cool $10,000. And, 
to the delight of the operators of 
these money-making facilities, most 
addicts relapse at least once and have 
to be treated again, for another ten 
grand.

How do addicts or their families 
pay for such costly treatment? They 
mortgage their homes, go into debt, 
descend into poverty. Everything, in 
fact, that Americans are forced to do 
if they need to go to hospital.

For capitalism, health care is 
just another profi t-making opportu-
nity. For socialism, it is a service that 
a society provides for all its mem-
bers equally and at no charge. Guess 
which is the more civilised system?

I suspect that the following item 
won’t exactly be news to readers of 
this newspaper: according to “the 
Research Group on Propaganda in 
Swiss Media”, Western intelligence 
agencies purposely manipulate the 
global media to promote misinforma-
tion about certain politically relevant 
events. There, now I’ve shocked you, 
gentle reader. Sorry about that.

The study by the Swiss group was 
focussed on reports about the con-
fl ict in Syria published by German, 

Austrian and Swiss media. Accord-
ing to the German journal Freie Welt, 
the researchers found that 82% of 
articles, comments and opinions are 
written to support the position of the 
US, the EU and NATO. Of course, 
the class position of the owners of 
the media in question probably has 
something to do with where they 
choose to source their “news”.

The researchers also found that 
Western intelligence agencies main-
tain direct contacts with large media 
sources and provide them with the 
“right information” which is reported 
as coming from a source “close to the 
government or military circles”. In 
contrast to the much-lauded concept 
of a “free press”, the study found that 
“our media from Vienna to Washing-
ton often report on the same subjects 
and even use the same formulations.”

Their conclusion: many Western 
media outlets have become a means 
for the dissemination of propaganda 
and disinformation. 

Well, fancy that.
When the US was engaged in 

trying to bring about the “democrat-
ic” overthrow of the government of 
Salvador Allende in Chile back in the 
early 1970s, they engineered mass 
demonstrations by women beating 
pots and pans and shouting that they 
were starving. They got international 
media coverage but Chilean work-
ers were unimpressed. The women 
demonstrating about poverty were all 
middle class and upper class women, 
many of whom had never ventured 
into their kitchens before they went 
in to ask their staff for a saucepan 
they could take to the “protest”.

The failure of such “popular 
demonstrations” and similarly con-
trived actions such as the “strike” by 
truck owners meant Washington had 
to resort to an outright military coup.

Since then, US intelligence agen-
cies have polished their skills in this 
area, having engineered several suc-
cessful (and a couple of unsuccessful) 
“colour revolutions”. The formula is 
now very familiar: stage violent and 
disruptive rallies in a central location, 
relying on right-wing thugs to fi ght 
the police. If local toughs are hard 

to come by, import Special Forces 
operatives from as far afi eld as the 
US, Britain or Israel to dress up as 
local fascists. With a compliant mass 
media that refuses to look too closely 
at what’s really going on when there 
is a “protest” against a left-wing gov-
ernment, whipping up the appearance 
(at least on television) of a popular 
revolt is all too easy.

Do you remember the media 
reports of protests in Venezuela’s 
capital in June over food? The Sydney 
Morning Herald gave half a page to 
one story, under the headline “We 
want food!” and the by-line Efrain 
Otero, Caracas, but sourced the story 
from no less than three global news 
agencies: Reuters, AP, and Bloomb-
erg (see the Swiss story above). The 
fi rst paragraph set the tone: “Protest-
ers demanding food made a run for 
the Venezuelan presidential palace 
on Thursday in a rare, apparently 
spontaneous outburst of anger at the 
socialist administration in Caracas.”

However, with the best will in 
the world, Mr Otero could not infl ate 
the number of demonstrators beyond 
“more than 100”, which is hardly 
any, considering the space devoted 
to covering the demonstration. The 
“spontaneous” protest, which Otero 
also admitted was “rare”, erupt-
ed right in front of media identi-
fi ed as “pro-opposition broadcaster 
Vivo-play” who dutifully reported a 
woman telling them “there’s no more 
food in the shops and supermarkets”.

President Maduro pointed out 
to a much larger Indigenous rally 
later in the day, that the enemies of 
the Bolivarian Revolution in Vene-
zuela are waging an “economic war” 
against his regime: “Every day, they 
bring out violent groups seeking vio-
lence in the streets”.

Now doesn’t that sound familiar?
Whenever the working people 

achieve a revolution and take over 
the running of a country, they must 
be prepared to defend their revolu-
tion, for the forces of wealth and 
privilege will fi ght back, ruthlessly, 
in an attempt to regain their former 
position. 

Taking Issue – Rob Gowland

Costly health care and 
defending the revolution

The national broadcaster is always under pressure to take com-
mercials as a way to make up for government funding cuts. At 
least that’s the line being pushed by the representatives of vest-
ed interests who see the ABC as a profi t opportunity. Thus, last 
month it was revealed that the ABC has struck a sponsorship 
deal with the vitamin pusher Swisse, which was announced as 
a “foundation partner” in its international media service Australia 
Plus. An ABC media announcement stated that “Australia’s lead-
ing natural health brand” would see “ABC International highlight 
the work of … Swisse” in its respective fi eld. As it happens, the 
Therapeutic Goods Administration has previously found the com-
pany misled customers, a development that rang alarm bells with 
health experts. The ABC’s own program Checkout has lampooned 
Swisse for making unproven claims, with that program’s executive 
producer calling the Swisse deal “an appalling lack of judgement”.

The Victorian government has had the gumption to perma-
nently ban fracking and all exploration and development of 
unconventional onshore gas. Unlike its federal counterpart, 
the Andrew government has reacted to the opposition to the 
destruction of the environment and farmland caused by the insa-
tiable pursuit of profi t by big miners who were able to enter 
farm land without permission. Most properties, both farm 
and urban, have a Lock the Gate campaign sign on them, 
and many towns have a “lock the gate” sign at their entry.

In the economic rationalist drive in the 1980s and ‘90s tariff barrier 
protections for industry and by extension jobs, was accompanied 
by a move away from centralised wage fi xing, greater casual and 
part time work leading to a fall in household incomes. The dereg-
ulation led to lower wages, poorer job security and increasing 
numbers unemployed: self-provision in the free market. The eco-
nomic rationalist argument went that those who were forced to 
carry the burden would be compensated through the tax and wel-
fare systems. In this smoke-and-mirrors conjuring act everyone 
thereby benefi ted. Now Treasurer Scott Morrison is even rub-
bing out that illusion, moving forward in “budget repair” to refer to 
those who shouldered all the lifting as the “taxed not” and those 
who did the leaning – the parasitic corporations – as “the taxed”.

While still on Morrison and the lifters and leaners, his big, scary, 
speech warning of a trillion-dollar national debt, he stated that this 
term of the government was the “tipping point” that future gen-
erations will be “saddled with”. He conveniently ignores the real 
tipping point, that we have reached 400 parts per million of carbon 
dioxide in the atmosphere, the fi rst time in the planet’s history. The 
national debt scenario pales into insignifi cance in the context of 
the government’s response to global warning, a stance objectively 
aligned with the climate change deniers in the Liberal Party (former 
PM Tony Abbott’s “climate change is crap” and “coal is good for 
humanity”). There will be no grandchildren on a dead planet.

A stint in a private rehab clinic can cost an addict – or more commonly, an addict’s loving and concerned family – 

a cool $10,000.

For capitalism, health care is 
just another profit-making 
opportunity. For socialism, 
it is a service that a society 

provides for all its members 
equally and at no charge.
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After the British report exposing 
falsehoods to justify invading Iraq in 
2003, a new UK inquiry found similar 
misconduct in the 2011 attack on Libya, 
but no lessons are learned for the West’s 
new propaganda about Russia, writes 
Robert Parry.

A British parliamentary inquiry into the 
Libyan fi asco has reported what should 
have been apparent from the start in 2011 
– and was to some of us – that the West’s 
military intervention to “protect” civilians 
in Benghazi was a cover for what became 
another disastrous “regime change” 
operation.

The report from the UK’s Foreign Affairs 
Committee confi rms that the US and other 
Western governments exaggerated the human 
rights threat posed by Libyan leader Muammar 
Gaddafi  and then quickly morphed the “human-
itarian” mission into a military invasion that 
overthrew and killed Gaddafi , leaving behind 
political and social chaos.

The report’s signifi cance is that it shows 
how little was learned from the Iraq War fi asco 
in which George W Bush’s administration 
hyped and falsifi ed intelligence to justify invad-
ing Iraq and killing its leader, Saddam Hussein. 
In both cases, UK leaders tagged along and the 
West’s mainstream news media mostly served 
as unprofessional propaganda conduits, not as 
diligent watchdogs for the public.

Today, we are seeing an even more dan-
gerous repetition of this pattern: demonising 
Russian President Vladimir Putin, destabilising 
the Russian economy and pressing for “regime 
change” in Moscow. Amid the latest propagan-
da orgy against Putin, virtually no one in the 
mainstream is exercising any restraint or fi nd-
ing any cautionary lessons from the Iraqi and 
Libyan examples.

Yet, with Russia, the risks are orders of 
magnitude greater than even the cases of Iraq 
and Libya – and one might toss in the messy 
“regime change” projects in Ukraine and Syria. 
The prospect of political chaos in Moscow – 
with extremists battling for power and con-
trol of the nuclear codes – should fi nally inject 
some sense of responsibility in the West’s poli-
ticians and media, but doesn’t.

When it comes to Putin and Russia, it’s 
the same old hyperbole and falsehood that so 
disinformed the public regarding the “threats” 
from Saddam Hussein and Muammar Gadd-
afi . Just as President George W Bush decep-
tively painted Hussein’s supposed WMD as a 
danger to Americans and Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton dishonestly portrayed Gaddafi  
as “genocidal,” US offi cials and pundits are 
depicting Putin as some cartoonish villain or 
some new Hitler.

And, just as The New York Times, Washing-
ton Post and other mainstream media outlets 
amplifi ed the Iraq and Libyan propaganda to 
the American people – rather than questioning 
and challenging it – these supposedly journal-
istic entities are performing the same function 
regarding Russia. The chief difference is that 
now we’re talking about the potential for nucle-
ar annihilation.

According to the new UK report on Libya, 
Britain’s military intervention – alongside the 
US and France – was based on “erroneous 
assumptions and an incomplete understanding” 
of the reality inside Libya, which included a 
lack of appreciation about the role of Islamic 
extremists in spearheading the opposition to 
Gaddafi .

In other words, Gaddafi  was telling the 
truth when he accused the rebels around Beng-
hazi of being penetrated by Islamic terrorists. 
The West, including the US news media, took 
Gaddafi ’s vow to wipe out this element and dis-
torted it into a claim that he intended to slaugh-
ter the region’s civilians, thus stampeding the 
United Nations Security Council into approv-
ing an operation to protect them.

That mandate was then twisted into an 
excuse to decimate Libya’s army and clear the 

way for anti-Gaddafi  rebels to seize the capital 
of Tripoli and eventually hunt down, torture 
and murder Gaddafi .

Ignored terror evidence
Yet, there was evidence before this “regime 

change” occurred regarding the extremist 
nature of the anti-Gaddafi  rebels as well as 
those seeking to overthrow Bashar al-Assad 
in Syria. As analysts Joseph Felter and Brian 
Fishman wrote in a pre-Libya-war report for 
West Point’s Combating Terrorism Centre, 
“the Syrian and Libyan governments share the 
United States’ concerns about violent salafi st/
jihadi ideology and the violence perpetrated by 
its adherents.”

In the report entitled “Al-Qaeda’s Foreign 
Fighters in Iraq,” Felter and Fishman also ana-
lysed Al-Qaeda’s documents captured in 2007 
showing personnel records of militants who 
fl ocked to Iraq for the war. The documents 
revealed that eastern Libya (the base of the 
anti-Gaddafi  rebellion) was a hotbed for sui-
cide bombers travelling to Iraq to kill Ameri-
can troops.

Felter and Fishman wrote that these so-
called Sinjar Records disclosed that while 
Saudis comprised the largest number of foreign 
fi ghters in Iraq, Libyans represented the larg-
est per-capita contingent by far. Those Libyans 
came overwhelmingly from towns and cities 
in the east.

“The vast majority of Libyan fi ghters that 
included their hometown in the Sinjar Records 
resided in the country’s Northeast, particular-
ly the coastal cities of Darnah 60.2% (53) and 
Benghazi 23.9% (21),” Felter and Fishman 
wrote, adding:

“Both Darnah and Benghazi have long been 
associated with Islamic militancy in Libya, in 
particular for an uprising by Islamist organi-
sations in the mid 1990s. … One group – the 
Libyan Fighting Group … – claimed to have 
Afghan veterans in its ranks,” a reference to 
mujahedeen who took part in the CIA-backed 
anti-Soviet war in Afghanistan in the 1980s, 
as did Al-Qaeda founder, Osama bin Laden, 
a Saudi.

“The Libyan uprisings [in the 1990s] 
became extraordinarily violent,” Felter and 
Fishman wrote. “Qaddafi  used helicopter gun-
ships in Benghazi, cut telephone, electricity, 
and water supplies to Darnah and famously 
claimed that the militants ‘deserve to die with-
out trial, like dogs,’”

Some important Al-Qaeda leaders oper-
ating in Pakistan’s tribal regions also were 
believed to have come from Libya. For 
instance, “Atiyah,” who was guiding the anti-
US war strategy in Iraq, was identifi ed as a 
Libyan named Atiyah Abd al-Rahman.

It was Atiyah who urged a strategy of cre-
ating a quagmire for US forces in Iraq, buying 
time for Al-Qaeda’s headquarters to rebuild its 
strength in Pakistan. “Prolonging the war [in 
Iraq] is in our interest,” Atiyah said in a letter 
that upbraided Jordanian terrorist Abu Musab 
al-Zarqawi for his hasty and reckless actions 
in Iraq.

The Atiyah letter was discovered by the 
US military after Zarqawi was killed by an air 
strike in June 2006.

Hidden motives
This reality was known by US offi cials prior 

to the West’s military intervention in Libya in 
2011, yet opportunistic politicians, including 
Secretary of State Clinton, saw Libya as a stage 
to play out their desires to create muscular for-
eign policy legacies or achieve other aims.

Some of Clinton’s now-public emails 
show that France’s President Nicolas Sarkozy 
appeared to be more interested in protecting 
France’s fi nancial dominance of its former Afri-
can colonies as well as getting a bigger stake 
in Libya’s oil wealth than in the well-being of 
the Libyan people.

An April 2, 2011 email from Clinton’s per-
sonal adviser Sidney Blumenthal explained that 
Gaddafi  had plans to use his stockpile of gold 
“to establish a pan-African currency” and thus 

“to provide the Francophone African Countries 
with an alternative to the French franc.”

Blumenthal added, “French intelligence 
offi cers discovered this plan shortly after the 
current rebellion began, and this was one of 
the factors that infl uenced President Nicolas 
Sarkozy’s decision to commit France to the 
attack on Libya.” Another key factor, accord-
ing to the email, was Sarkozy’s “desire to gain 
a greater share of Libya oil production.”

For Clinton, a prime motive for pushing the 
Libyan “regime change” was to demonstrate 
her mastery of what she and her advisers called 
“smart power,” i.e., the use of US aerial bomb-
ing and other coercive means, such as econom-
ic and legal sanctions, to impose US dictates on 
other nations.

Her State Department email exchanges 
revealed that her aides saw the Libyan war as a 
chance to pronounce a “Clinton doctrine,” but 
that plan fell through when President Obama 
seized the spotlight after Gaddafi ’s government 
fell in August 2011.

Take credit
But Clinton didn’t miss a second chance to 

take credit on October 20, 2011, after militants 
captured Gaddafi , sodomized him with a knife 
and then murdered him. Appearing on a TV 
interview, Clinton celebrated Gaddafi ’s demise 
with the quip, “we came; we saw; he died.”

With Gaddafi  and his largely secular regime 
out of the way, Islamic militants expanded their 
power over the country. Some were terrorists, 
just as Gaddafi  and the West Point analysts had 
warned.

One Islamic terror group attacked the US 
consulate in Benghazi on September 11, 2012, 
killing US Ambassador Christopher Stevens 
and three other American personnel, an inci-
dent that Clinton called the worst moment of 
her four-year tenure as Secretary of State.

As the violence spread, the United States 
and other Western countries abandoned their 
embassies in Tripoli. Once prosperous with 
many social services, Libya descended into the 
category of failed state with rival militias bat-
tling over oil and territory while the Islamic 
State took advantage of the power vacuum to 
establish a foothold around Sirte.

Though Clinton prefers to describe Libya 
as a “work in progress,” rather than another 
“regime change failure,” US and UN efforts 
to impose a new “unity government” on Libya 
have met with staunch resistance from many 
Libyan factions. Since April, the so-called Gov-
ernment of National Accord has maintained 
only a fragile presence in Tripoli, in Libya’s 
west, and has been rejected by Libya’s House 
of Representatives (HOR), which functions 
from the eastern city of Tobruk.

Over the past few days, military forces loyal 
to General Khalifa Hafter, who is associated 

with HOR in the east, seized control of several 
oil facilities despite angry protests from West-
ern nations, including the US, UK and France. 
But Western nations have little credibility left 
inside Libya, which not only faced colonisa-
tion in the past but has watched as the US-UK-
French military intervention in 2011 has led to 
widespread poverty, suffering and death.

Inept Intervention
The UK report only underscores how 

deceptive and inept that intervention was. As 
described by the UK Guardian newspaper, 
then-Prime Minister “David Cameron’s inter-
vention in Libya was carried out with no proper 
intelligence analysis, drifted into an unan-
nounced goal of regime change and shirked 
its moral responsibility to help reconstruct the 
country following the fall of Muammar Gadd-
afi , according to a scathing report by the foreign 
affairs select committee.

“The failures led to the country becoming 
a failed state on the verge of all-out civil war, 
the report adds. The report, the product of a 
parliamentary equivalent of the Chilcot inquiry 
into the Iraq war, closely echoes the criticisms 
widely made of [then-Prime Minister] Tony 
Blair’s intervention in Iraq, and may yet come 
to be as damaging to Cameron’s foreign policy 
legacy.”

Earlier this year, Cameron stepped down 
as prime minister following the approval of the 
“Brexit” referendum calling on the UK to leave 
the European Union, a position that Cameron 
opposed. This week, Cameron also resigned his 
seat in Parliament.

Though Blair and Cameron have at least 
faced personal disgrace over their roles in these 
two failed “regime change” invasions, there has 
been less accountability in the United States, 
where there were no comprehensive exam-
inations of the policy failures that led to the 
wars in Iraq and Libya (although studies were 
undertaken regarding Bush’s false claims about 
Iraq’s WMD and the Obama administration’s 
failure to adequately protect the US consulate 
in Benghazi).

There has been even less accountabili-
ty in the mainstream US news media, where, 
for instance, The Washington Post’s editorial 
page editor Fred Hiatt, who repeatedly reported 
Iraq’s non-existent WMD as fl at fact remains in 
the same job today pushing similar over-the-top 
propaganda regarding Russia.

A new Cold War
As with the fi ascos in Iraq and Libya, US 

policymakers continue to ignore or sideline 
American intelligence analysts who possess 
information that would cast doubt on the esca-
lation of hostilities with Russia.

Even as the Obama administration has 
charted this new Cold War with Russia over 

Getting fooled 
on Iraq, Libya, now Russia

Muammar Gaddafi .
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the past two years – a prospect that could cost 
US taxpayers trillions of dollars and carries 
the risk of thermonuclear war – there has been 
no National Intelligence Estimate getting a 
consensus judgment from America’s 16 intel-
ligence agencies about how real the Russian 
threat is, according to intelligence sources.

One source said a key reason why an NIE 
had not been done was that US policymakers 
wanted a more alarmist report than the intelli-
gence analysts were willing to produce. “They 
call [the alarm about Russia] political, not fac-
tual,” the source said. “They weren’t going to 
do one, period. They can’t lie.”

The source added that the analysts would 
have to acknowledge how helpful Putin has 
been in a number of sensitive and strategic 
areas, such as securing Syria’s agreement to 
surrender its chemical weapons and convinc-
ing Iran to accept tight limits on its nuclear 
program.

“Israel has nuclear weapons and a crazy 
leader,” the source said about Israeli Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu. “If not for Putin, 
the guy may have used it [a nuclear bomb] in 
Iran. He [Putin] calmed things down in Syria. 
They [CIA analysts] aren’t that stupid. To tell 
the truth, you have to say he [Putin] saved the 
Middle East a lot of trouble.”

US intelligence analysts also might have 
had to incorporate their assessments regard-
ing whether Syrian rebels – not Assad’s mili-
tary – deployed sarin gas outside Damascus on 
August 21, 2013, and whether an element of the 
Ukrainian military – not ethnic Russian rebels 
– shot down Malaysia Airlines Flight 17 over 
eastern Ukraine on July 17, 2014.

Those two propaganda themes blaming 
Syria and Russia, respectively, were promoted 
heavily by mainstream Western media and vari-
ous Internet-based information warriors. The 
two themes have been central to the Western-
backed “regime change” project in Syria and 
to the new Cold War with Russia. If US intel-
ligence analysts knocked down those themes in 
an NIE, valuable propaganda assets would be 
exposed and discredited.

Also, in the wake of the two British gov-
ernment reports undermining the propaganda 
that was used to justify “regime change” in Iraq 
and Libya, the blow to Western “credibility” 
if there were similar admissions about false-
hoods regarding Syria and Russia could be 
devastating.

Instead, the hope of Offi cial Washington is 
that the American public won’t catch on to the 
pattern of deception and that the people will 
continue to ignore the famous warning that 
President George W Bush infamously garbled: 
“fool me once, shame on … shame on you; fool 
me – you can’t get fooled again.”
Information Clearing House 

Magazine

The involvement of RAAF aircraft in the 
US slaughter of Syrian troops protect-
ing a Syrian airbase from ISIS terrorists 
stems from Australia’s participation in the 
whole criminal enterprise of targeting and 
destroying a sovereign nation to advance 
US imperial interests in the Middle East.

Australian military aircraft have been carry-
ing out air strikes in Syria, under US direction, 
for at least a year. As part of the US coalition 
Australian Special Forces have been training 
“rebel” forces to undertake “regime change” in 
Syria, using the ISIS threat as a cover.

It was inevitable that such involvement, 
criminal in its very nature, would lead to such 
a “mistake” as the air strikes in Deir al-Zor.

That it was accidental stretches belief – this 
area has always been held by the Syrian Army, 
despite a long term siege by jihadi forces for 
the duration of the war against Syria. For the 
last two years only two parties have been fi ght-
ing each other in this part of Syria: the Syrian 
army and ISIS.

It is not clear why USA is carrying out air 
strikes in the Deir al-Zor area at all, given there 
are no forces present that the USA claims to be 
US allies.

This is also the second time that the USA 
has “accidentally” struck Syrian troops defend-
ing the Deir al-Zor airbase from ISIS mercenar-
ies, this time enabling ISIS to capture a defence 
line near the base.

The Deir al-Zor incident shows that the US 
line that it is supporting “moderate” anti-Assad 
forces while also prosecuting a war against ISIS 
is a sham. It is now openly backing ISIS against 
Syrian forces.

Australia is part of a criminal war, part of a 
predatory coalition willing to use jihadi terror-
ists, including Al-Qaeda and ISIS, to overthrow 
a legitimate government. That it has so far not 
succeeded can only be due to the resilience of 
the Syrian people and the support they give to 
their army and government, in defence of their 
country.

The Australian people must demand:
• No more support for US wars!
• USA, Australia – get out of the Middle 

East!
• Break the ties with US militarism – close 

US bases in Australia! 

Statement: Hands Off Syria
Hands Off Syria strongly condemns the 

massacre of 62 Syrian soldiers by Austral-
ian Defence Forces. Australia’s military has 
admitted involvement in the US-led bomb-
ing raids in Deir eZorr, Syria, which killed 
at least 62 Syrian soldiers and wounded 100 
others. The soldiers were engaged in defend-
ing their country from the ISIS terrorist 
group.

Whether the massacre was “accidental” or 
deliberate should be determined by an inde-
pendent war crimes tribunal. Assertion by the 
perpetrators “Sorry, we didn’t mean it” is com-
pletely inadequate. Further, there are many 
circumstances which suggest the attack was 
deliberate.

Foreign Minister Julie Bishop must explain 
three things:
• on what legal basis have any Australian 

armed forces engaged in bombings on 
Syrian territory, without an invitation 

from or coordination with the Syrian 
government?

• will the Australian government hand over 
to the Syrian authorities or the International 
Court of Justice those Australians who were 
accomplices in this atrocity?

• to what extent does the USA share 
intelligence with Australian Defence 
Forces, when it asks Australian personnel 
to become involved in assassinations and 
bombings?

The Deir eZorr massacre of September 17, 
2016 is material for an independent war crimes 
trial, and these are some of the initial questions 
Australian offi cials would have to answer.

The anonymous Defence statement is 
insulting in its trivialisation of the fi rst major 
war crime co-authored by Australian forces in 
Syria.

The Australian Defence Department is 
reported as saying:

“Australian aircraft were among a number 
of international aircraft taking part in this 
Coalition operation … Australia would never 
intentionally target a known Syrian military 
unit or actively support Daesh (IS). Defence 
offers its condolences to the families of any 
Syrian personnel killed or wounded in this 
incident … While Syria remains a dynamic 
and complex operating environment, 
Australia would never intentionally target 
a known Syrian military unit or actively 
support Daesh (also known as ISIL).”

Hands Off Syria
September 18, 2016 

Australia participates 
in US war crimes



8  September 21, 2016 GuardianInternational

Trade unions leaders are reticent to say 
how many people struck work on Sep-
tember 2, 2016. They simply cannot offer 
a fi rm number. But they do say that the 
strike – the 17th general strike since India 
adopted its new economic policy in 1991 
– has been the largest ever. The corporate 
news media – no fan of strikes – reported 
that the number of strikers exceeded the 
estimated 150 million workers. A number 
of newspapers suggested that 180 million 
Indian workers walked off the job. If that 
is the case, then this is the largest reported 
general strike in history.

And yet, it has not been given much con-
sideration in the media. Few front page stories, 
fewer pictures of marching workers outside 
their silent factories and banks, tea gardens and 
bus stations. The sensibility of individual jour-
nalists can only rarely break through the wall 
of cynicism built by the owners of the press 
and the culture they would like to create. For 
them, workers’ struggles are an inconvenience 
to daily life. It is far better for the corporate 
media to project a strike as a disturbance, as a 
nuisance to a citizenry that seems to live apart 
from the workers.

It is middle-class outrage that defi nes the 
coverage of a strike, not the issues that move 
workers to take this heart-felt and diffi cult 
action. The strike is treated as archaic, as a 
holdover from another time. It is not seen as 
a necessary means for workers to voice their 
frustrations and hopes. The red fl ags, the slo-
gans, and the speeches – these are painted 
with embarrassment. It is as if turning one’s 
eyes from them would somehow make them 
disappear.

Deprivation
A leading international business consul-

tancy fi rm reported – a few years ago – that 
680 million Indians live in deprivation. These 
people – half the Indian population – are 
deprived of the basics of life such as food, 
energy, housing, drinking water, sanitation, 
health care, education and social security. Most 
of Indians workers and peasants count amongst 
the deprived. Ninety percent of India’s workers 
are in the informal sector, where protections 
at the workplace are minimal and their rights 
to form unions virtually non-existent. These 
workers are not marginal to India’s growth 
agenda.

In 2002, the National Commission on 
Labour found that “the primary source of future 
work for all Indians” would be in the informal 

sector, which already produced over half the 
Gross Domestic Product. The future of Indian 
labour, then, is informal with occasional rights 
delivered to prevent grotesque violations of 
human dignity. Hope for the Indian worker is 
simply not part of the agenda of the current dis-
pensation in India.

Prime Minister Narendra Modi, who once 
more zipped off as part of his endless world 
tour, did not pay heed to these workers. His 
goal is to increase India’s growth rate, which 
– as judged by the example of when he was 
Chief Minister of the State of Gujarat – can 
be accomplished by a cannibal-like attitude 
towards workers’ rights and the livelihood of 
the poor. Selling off state assets, giving hugely 
lucrative deals to private business and opening 
the doors of India’s economy to Foreign Direct 
Investment are the mechanisms to increase the 
growth rate. None of these strategies, as even 
the International Monetary Fund acknowledg-
es, will lead to social equality. This growth tra-
jectory leads to greater inequality, to less power 
for workers and more deprivation.

Class struggle
Only four percent of the Indian workforce 

is in unions. If these unions merely fought to 
defend their tenuous rights, their power would 

erode even further. Union power has suffered 
greatly since the Indian economy liberalised in 
1991, with Supreme Court judgments against 
union democracy and with the global commod-
ity chain pitting Indian workers against workers 
elsewhere. It is to the great credit of the Indian 
trade unions that they have embraced – in dif-
ferent tempos – the labour conditions and living 
conditions of workers and peasants in the infor-
mal sector.

What power remains with unions can only 
grow if they do what they have been doing – 
namely, to turn towards the immense mass of 
the informal workers and peasants and draw 
them into the culture of unions and class 
struggle.

The class struggle is not the invention of 
the unions or the workers. It is a fact of life for 
labour in the capitalist system. The capitalist, 
who buys the labour power of workers, seeks to 
make that labour power as effi cient and produc-
tive as possible. The capitalist retains the gains 
from this productivity, sloughing off the worker 
to their slums at night to fi nd a way to get the 
energy to come back the next day.

It is this pressure to be more productive and 
to donate the gains of their productivity to the 
capitalist that is the essence of the class strug-
gle. When the worker wants a better share of 
the output, the capitalist does not listen. It is the 
strike – an invention of the 19th century – that 
provides the workers with a voice to enter the 
class struggle in a conscious way.

In India, the fi rst strike was in April-May 
1862, when the railway workers of Howrah 
Railway Station struck over the right to an 8 
Hour Day. What inconveniences the strike pro-
duces to the middle class has to be weighed 
against the daily “inconveniences” that the 
workers endure as their extra productivity is 
seized by the capitalists. Those workers in 1862 
did not want an interminable ten-hour shift that 
depleted them of their life.

Their strike allowed them to say: we will 
not work more than eight hours. The critic of 
the strike will say, surely there are other ways 
to get your voice heard. No other way has been 
shown to the worker, who had neither the politi-
cal power to “lobby” nor the economic power 
to dominate the media. It is silent, but for these 
festivals of the working-class.

The current reality

Workers in Prime Minister Narendra 
Modi’s home state of Gujarat joined the strike 
with great enthusiasm. This included over 
70,000 crèche and mid-day meal workers as 
well as port workers in Bhavnagar. Garment 
workers in Tamil Nadu and automobile factory 
workers in Karnataka closed their shops. Bank 
and insurance employees joined power loom 
operators and iron ore miners, while transport 
workers across the country decided to stand 
outside their bus and truck depots. Communist 
unions joined with other unions to ensure the 
widest mobilisation of workers.

Each local union in this strike had its own 
grievances, its own worries and frustrations. 
But the broad issues that united these millions 
of workers revolved around the demand for 
workplace democracy, the demand for a greater 
share of the social wealth and the demand for a 
less toxic social landscape.

The workers – through their unions – took 
their 12 point demands to the government, 
which ignored them. At the last minute, when 
it seemed as if the strike would be robust, the 
government attempted to deliver small con-
cessions. This was not suffi cient. It was, as 
the labour unions put it, an insult. There is no 
expectation that the strike itself would lead to 
major concessions from the government. After 
all, last year, 150 million workers went on 
strike and the government did not shift from 
its anti-worker policies. Instead, the govern-
ment of Narendra Modi deepened its commit-
ment to “labour market reforms” – namely to 
eviscerate unions and to enhance the right to 
fi re workers at will.

What the strike says is that India’s workers 
remain alive to the class struggle. They have 
not surrendered. In 1991, when the government 
decided to open the economy to the turbulent 
interests of global capital, the workers rebelled. 
In August 1992, textile workers in Bombay 
took to the streets in their undergarments – they 
declared that the new order would leave them 
in abject poverty. Their symbolic gesture is the 
current reality.
Alternet 

India

Largest general strike

Workers take to the streets, September 2.

Have your say!

Write a letter to the Editor.
email: tpearson@cpa.org.au

IPAN National Conference
Alice Springs 2016

The Chifl ey, Alice Springs Resort 34 Stott Terrace, Alice Springs

Pine Gap: Serving US Militarism for 50 years ... 
Time for Independence?

Saturday 1st October 2016 8:30am - 5:00pm

IPAN Public Forum Pine Gap: Secrets in the Centre

Friday 30th September 2016 6:30pm - 8:00pm
Speakers:

Prof. Lisa Natividad (University of Guam)
Prof. Kosuzu Abe (University of Ryukyus, Okinawa)

Prof Richard Tanter (University of Melbourne)
Senator Scott Ludlam (Australian Greens)

Joint Cavalcade to Pine Gap gates
Sunday 2nd October 9:00am - 12:00pm

IPAN members, conference attendees, and activists join together 
in a public and authorised cavalcade from Alice Springs to Pine Gap
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Emile Schepers

On September 2, more than 
200,000 Argentine workers rallied 
in the Plaza de Mayo in down-
town Buenos Aires, the capital, 
to denounce the right-wing, anti-
labour policies of the country’s 
president, Mauricio Macri. This 
demonstration may presage a 
movement toward unity on the 
part of the country’s traditionally 
split labour movement.

The Marcha Federal (Federal 
March), as the protest’s leaders call 
it, began with rallies in a number 
of other Argentine cities, including 
Rosario, Córdoba, La Matanza and 
Avellaneda, and then marched over 
three days to Buenos Aires. It was 
initially organised by unions, includ-
ing the two branches of the Argen-
tine Central Labour Federation 
(CTA) and the other, smaller labour 
groups. By the time the Marcha got 
to Buenos Aires, many other people’s 
organisations had joined in support.

The purpose of the march was 
to demand a reversal of key poli-
cies of the Macri government, which 
took power in December of last year. 
These policies have caused great suf-
fering to Argentine workers and their 
families. Upon taking power, Macri 
imposed a major currency devalua-
tion which had the impact of making 
the lives of ordinary Argentines 
much more expensive, because of 
the increased cost of imported items. 
Though the devaluation was billed as 
an infl ation fi ghting measure, it has 
had the opposite effect: Already high 
infl ation has jumped even higher, to 
more than 40 percent annually and 
rising.

For workers and the poor specifi -
cally, the infl ation rate is already 54 
percent this year.

In addition, Macri’s government 
has cut subsidies for public services 
such as electricity and natural gas, 
and has laid off thousands of gov-
ernment workers, including 30,000 
in Buenos Aires alone. As the econ-
omy has contracted, private industry 
has laid off tens of thousands more. 
In May, the Chamber of Deputies, 
the lower house of the national leg-
islature where Macri does not have 

a majority, passed legislation for the 
suspension of further layoffs, but 
Macri vetoed this. An effort to stop 
Macri from raising electricity rates 
appears to be stalled in the courts.

In order to get his program 
through, Macri had to win over leg-
islators from other parties than his 
own. He was able to do this because of 
splits in the Justicialist Party, which is 
the core of the Victory Alliance which 
ruled Argentina and set it off on a pro-
gressive “Bolivarian” path under pres-
idents Néstor Kirchner and Cristina 
Fernández de Kirchner.

Some Argentine 
history

The Justicialist Party was found-
ed in 1947 by then President Juan 
Domingo Perón and his colleagues. 
Perón was a populist who got strong 
labour support due to social reforms 
during his fi rst administration (1946-
55), which benefi ted the working 
class economically. But ideologi-
cally, he also had some fascist ties. 
Perón was overthrown by the mili-
tary in 1955. When he was fi nally 
able to return to power in 1971, he 
was older and took a more conserva-
tive tack.

A left-right split in the Justicial-
ist Party soon appeared, and took 
violent forms. When Perón died in 
1974 he was succeeded in the pres-
idency by his second wife, Isabel 
(Evita, Perón’s fi rst wife, had died of 
cancer in 1952). The right-wing trend 
became dominant within the Justi-
cialist Party, and then in 1976 came 
the coup which brought in the fascist 
military dictatorship.

The military dictatorship, under 
the pretext of suppressing violence 
from the left-Justicialist “Monton-
eros” movement, and with US sup-
port, carried out brutal repression 
against all kinds of leftists including 
the non-Peronist Communist Party, 
labour and all other dissident ele-
ments. At least 30,000 people were 
murdered or “disappeared” by the 
military. In many cases, pregnant 
women were kept prisoner until they 
gave birth, then they were murdered 
and their newborn babies handed 
over to military offi cers and other 

supporters of the dictatorship to raise 
as their own.

These cases are still being inves-
tigated, perpetrators still being sen-
tenced to prison, and demands for 
justice for these families continue to 
be put forward by the Mothers and 
Grandmothers of the Plaza de Mayo, 
by the Communist Party and others. 
So any suggestion from a right-wing 
politician like Macri that perhaps not 
so many were murdered, or perhaps 
there is no need to keep on prosecut-
ing the perpetrators of the repression, 
sets off alarm bells. Macri and others 
have made some troubling statements 
recently.

Toward unity
The General Confederation of 

Labour (CGT), the major labour 
federation which historically sup-
ported Perón and the Justicialist 
Party, and has been considered one 
of the more conservative labour fed-
erations in Argentina, now may be 
moving closer to the other federa-
tions in opposition to Macri’s eco-
nomic policies. Although the CGT 
did not offi cially co-sponsor the Fed-
eral March, its leadership made clear 
that if member unions wanted to par-
ticipate, they were free to do so.

They participated with other fed-
erations in demonstrations against 
Macri’s policies earlier this year and 

may call for a general strike, proba-
bly sometime in October. This is seen 
as a step forward by more left-lean-
ing groups. Mario Alderete, labour 
secretary of the Communist Party of 
Argentina, said that the march “[has] 
generated conditions for the building 
of a general strike,” though citing “the 
resistance of one part of the labour 
leadership which has remained pas-
sive when faced with the adjustments 
imposed by the government.

It is necessary to carry out over-
whelming actions against [the Macri 
economic policies] and repression. 
This is one of the fi rst and necessary 
reactions of the people’s sector to the 
attacks of ‘Macrismo’.”

Macri got some of his initial 
proposals passed due to defections 
from Kirchner’s Victory Front in the 
Chamber of Deputies. Thus he ended 
up striking a deal very unfavoura-
ble to Argentina, with the “vulture” 
hedge funds against which his pred-
ecessor had been having a long-term 
fi ght. This is in line with Macri’s 
strategy of opening up Argentina to 
new penetration by foreign multina-
tional corporations and also increas-
ing the country’s access to the bond 
market. Macri’s cabinet is packed 
with neo-liberal figures who are 
especially close to transnational cor-
porations including Shell, IBM, and 
JPMorgan Chase.

But now even some more con-
servative elements in Argentine poli-
tics may be beginning to feel queasy 
about the direction Macri’s econom-
ic policy has been going. Economist 
Aldo Pignatelli, who belongs to a 
more right-wing trend within Per-
onism, has warned that Macri’s eco-
nomic policies increasingly resemble 
those of the military dictatorship. 
This suggests that the legislators 
may continue to balk at Macri’s more 
extreme projects.

At the rally in the Plaza de Mayo, 
Hugo Yasky, secretary general of the 
Argentine Workers General Fed-
eration of Labour (one of the two 
branches of the CTA which spon-
sored the event), hailed the “unity of 
the workers. Also the unity, which 
marks a distinct new moment in the 
confl uence of the labour movement 
with the social movements; unity 
and convergence with the student 
movement, with human rights organ-
isations, with the [small-scale pro-
ducers], the small-scale and family 
farmers, unity with informal workers, 
with the [worker cooperatives],” and 
with many other sectors who partici-
pated in the Federal March.

We will see now how far this 
unity reaches, and how much it can 
impede Macri’s rush to the right.
People’s World 
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Workers rally in the Plaza de Mayo.

Argentine workers 
on the march

Give Guantánamo back to Cuba
WT Whitney

For over 100 years, the United 
States has occupied 45 square 
miles of land and water in 
Guantánamo province in eastern 
Cuba. Its naval base there is the 
oldest one outside the continental 
United States.

Writing in the New York Times 
in 2012, Jonathan Hansen, author 
of Guantánamo: An American His-
tory, says that: “American presence 
there has been more than a thorn in 
Cuba’s side. It has served to remind 
the world of America’s long history 
of interventionist militarism. Few 
gestures would have as salutary an 
effect on the stultifying impasse in 
American-Cuban relations as hand-
ing over this coveted piece of land.”

US craving for control over 
Cuba, from the presidency of 
Thomas Jefferson on, provides the 
context. In 1823, Secretary of State 
John Quincy Adams wrote that, 
“Cuba, forcibly disjoined from its 

own unnatural connection with 
Spain, and incapable of self-sup-
port, can gravitate only towards the 
North American Union.”

After three years of dreadful 
war ending in 1898, Cuban rebels 
had effectively won their independ-
ence from Spain. Then, the United 
States intervened militarily to crush 
the Spanish colonial army. US 
troops occupied Cuba until 1902, 
and then left on one condition: that 
the Platt Amendment, devised by 
the United States, would be inserted 
into the new Cuban constitution.

The Platt Amendment author-
ised the US military to intervene at 
will in Cuba – which it would do in 
years to come. It also provided for 
a 100-year lease of sites in Cuba 
that the United States could use as 
naval bases and coaling stations. 
Eventually, the United States was 
content to occupy only the area in 
Guantánamo.

Gambling and prostitution took 
root around the base. Personnel there 

were implicated from time to time in 
the murder or abuse of Cuban citi-
zens. After 1959, according to Cuban 
analyst Rafael Hernández, the pur-
pose of the Guantánamo base and 
others in the Caribbean was “to con-
trol, police and spy on Cuba.”

Pressed by a short-lived, left-
leaning Cuban government in 1934, 
the United States signed a new 
treaty with Cuba, which indicated 
the United States would be leaving 
Guantánamo, but only if both sides 
agreed. The US Helms-Burton Act 
of 1996 proclaimed that the United 
States would never leave as long as 
Cuba’s government included Raúl 
or Fidel Castro.

The US lease of the Guantána-
mo tract is illegitimate under inter-
national law, at least according to 
lawyer Alfred de Zayas, an expert 
on the matter. In 2003, he argued 
that: the treaty was imposed by 
force; it refl ected colonial pre-
rogatives illegal under the United 
Nations Charter and its new norms; 

it stipulated that the area be used 
strictly as a naval base and coal-
ing station – not as a prison; and it 
breaks rules of sovereignty.

Use of the base as a prison 
began in the early 1990s when the 
need arose to sequester Haitian and 
Cuban migrants captured at sea. 
After the United States invaded 
Afghanistan in 2001, the prison at 
Guantánamo became a place for 
holding enemy combatants seized in 
US wars, one where US legal guar-
antees don’t apply.

The US prison in Guantánamo, 
internationally denounced as a hell-
hole of abuse and torture, serves as 
an added insult to the Cuban people. 
As of August 2016, the Guantánamo 
prison had taken in 779 prisoners 
since its opening in 2002. Of those, 
708 have been released or trans-
ferred, one having been transferred 
to the United States to be tried. Nine 
have died; 61 men are still held, of 
whom 20 have been recommended 
for release.

If not as a prison, why is 
Guantánamo still useful to the 
United States? A Washington Post 
report last year has James Stavridis, 
formerly the Supreme Allied Com-
mander of NATO and presently 
dean of the Tuft University Fletcher 
School of Diplomacy, saying that 
the base is a “strategic and highly 
useful” US asset, adding that, “It’s 
hard to think of another place with 
the combination of a deep water 
port, decent airstrip, and a lot of 
land.”

Stavridis goes on to say that, 
“[A]s a military installation, though, 
Guantánamo ... is no longer essen-
tial.” The expert’s ambivalence 
ought to give pause to those arguing 
for occupation because of military 
need.

However, whether or not the 
base is useful to the United States 
is irrelevant; it’s a matter of Cuban 
sovereignty.
People’s World 
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Aiding and abetting

World Vision’s Gaza Director, 
Mohammed El Halabi, has been 
accused by Israel of diverting aid 
funds to Hamas. His lawyer only 
saw him after 23 days and report-
ed that he had been badly beaten 
while in the custody of Shin Bet, 
Israel’s secret service.

Amnesty International claims 
Shin Bet enjoys blanket impunity 
for torture so it appears his “confes-
sion” was obtained through torture. 

According to World Vision, their 
Gaza program only amounted to $2 
to $3 million a year which is a far 
cry from Israel’s claim of $50 million 
over the last six years.

Given these facts it is not surpris-
ing that Israel wants a secret trial for 
Mr Halabi. What is surprising though, 
is (Australian Foreign Minister Julie) 
Bishop’s comment that “closed pro-
ceedings were not unknown in legal 
systems around the world”. So much 
for Ms Bishop’s commitment to 
transparency and democracy. And, 
where, pray, was her crap detector?

Gareth WR Smith
Palestine Liberation Centre

A beautiful irony

In the Financial Review com-
mentator Brian Toohey put the 
bang-up about Vietnam’s restric-
tion on the marking of the of Long 
Tan battle site by Australia. PM 

Malcolm Turnbull and others in 
his ministry demanded that Viet-
nam allow more Australians to 
mark the “victory”, a battle in a 
war that cost an estimated 1 mil-
lion Vietnamese lives.

Toohey points out that the Viet-
namese government began restricting 
visitor numbers to the site 20 years 
ago, allowing only small groups to 
commemorate the incident at a cross 
erected on site, which is now a corn-
fi eld, a beautiful irony.

The Australian government 
wanted to have more than 3,000 
gather at the spot, part of a wider 
militarist promotion of Australian 
history.

A former Australian company 
commander at Long Tan noted if 
3,000 Japanese demanded the right 
to mark their wartime bombing in 
Darwin “we’d be up in arms”. Or 
would we?

Lynne Fox
Sydney

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

I see the Catholic Church has created 
yet another saint to add to its enormous 
collection of accredited miracle workers. 
The curious idea that certain pious indi-
viduals can do the impossible, namely work 
miracles, dates back to the so-called “dark 
ages”, a period in European history when 
learning was under the domination of the 
Church and ignorance was rife. Science 
was virtually non-existent and everything 
– whether natural phenomenon or human 
condition – was explained as the act of an 
omniscient and omnipotent God.

In conditions of ignorance, superstition 
fl ourishes, so it was hardly surprising that 
deeply religious monks and nuns venerated 
artefacts and “relics” and imbued them with 
magical qualities. These beliefs were in turn 
fostered among the mass of the people, who 
looked to the Church for knowledge and guid-
ance. Religious hysteria was never far below the 
surface, leading to ecstatic reports of encoun-
ters with angels, visits from the mother of God 
and all sorts of assorted other “miracles”.

The Church in the Middle Ages had noth-
ing to gain from disputing a claimed miracle. 
It tended to reinforce people’s faith and, ipso 
facto, the Church’s infl uence. After all, an 
outfi t that could take credit for such powerful 
magic as miracles was unquestionably a force 
to reckon with.

However, that was then. In the course of the 
following millennium, the Church itself under-
went a Reformation that saw new variations 
on Christianity arise, variations that dismissed 
a belief in miracles and the healing power of 
relics, etc. Feudalism gave way to capitalism 

and at the same time, Western civilisation redis-
covered – and then greatly developed – science.

Paradoxically, while capitalism readily 
made use of the products of science, it still 
found it useful to continue to foster and encour-
age ignorance and superstition. The Catholic 
Church eagerly co-operated in this reaction-
ary policy. The result is that beliefs that were 
prevalent in the 6th or 7th century are still to be 
found today among masses of otherwise intel-
ligent, educated people. 

Look at the crowds that went to Rome 
to stand in St Peter’s Square to see the latest 
“saint” proclaimed. And who were they elevat-
ing to the exalted status of a “saint”? Mother 
Teresa, a Catholic nun who believed the poor 
and destitute are not in that condition because 
of exploitation by a ruthless ruling class but 
because it is part of “God’s plan”. She had no 
interest in lifting the poor out of poverty or in 
preventing poverty in the fi rst place. Without 
the poor she would have had no function.

In Mother Teresa’s narrow view, the poor 
were made poor by God deliberately in order to 
create an opportunity for people like her to do 
good works by tending to their needs. The same 
warped thinking affl icts the Salvation Army 
which never joins with other church or welfare 
organisations in campaigning against policies 
that adversely impact the poor and powerless.

Support for Celtic football club in Scotland 
grew out of the Irish Catholic working class 
communities that had fought British colonial-
ism in the occupied north of Ireland and poor 
Scots whose ancestors had fought the English 

conquest of Scotland since the time of Rob Roy. 
Today, Celtic fans also support the Palestinians. 
At a UEFA Champions League match against 
Israeli side Hapoel Beer Sheva they fl ew Pal-
estinian fl ags to protest the Occupation, an act 
that outraged the establishment and brought 
down its censure on the club in the form of 
adverse media coverage and a fi ne by UEFA 
for “displaying an illicit banner”.

Defi ant Celtics fans launched a fundraiser 
under the slogan “Match the fi ne for Palestine” 
with proceeds going to Palestinian charities. 
Their initial goal was £15,000; so far £136,000 
has poured in. Well done, Celtic fans!

I see that a couple of opinion polls show 
that the popularity of the Baird Liberal Party 
government in NSW has suffered a slide. Gee, 
I wonder why? Could it be because of the arro-
gant way Mike Baird rode roughshod over 
widespread community opposition to his forced 
amalgamations of local councils. Amalgamat-
ing councils struck at the very essence of local 
government. There was no community pressure 
for it. There was plenty of pressure for it from 
property developers, however. Cutting down 
the number of councils signifi cantly reduces 
the opportunities for community infl uence to 
be brought to bear on development projects.

The advertising campaign (paid for by the 
NSW public) that the Baird government ran to 
justify the amalgamations made the preposter-
ous claim that “local government in NSW is 
broken.” It offered no explanation for this but 
asserted that the amalgamations would some-
how fi x it.

Then there was the extremely arrogant way 
Baird abolished greyhound racing, a poor per-
son’s sport in which some greedy trainers put 
down aging or unsuccessful dogs and some 
trainers resorted to using live bait. Baird how-
ever chose to punish all trainers – and every-
one else in the industry – by taking away their 
livelihood. I doubt that that worried Baird. The 
patrons of greyhound racing are seldom drawn 
from the upper classes so are of no interest to 
him. And in any case, getting rid of greyhound 
racing opens up several dog tracks, including 
Wentworth Park, for redevelopment. And there 
is nothing Baird likes better than doing good 
turns for property developers.

To justify his attack on greyhound racing, 
Baird ran yet another publicly-funded TV ad 
campaign. In these ads, the killer argument is 
the punch-line at the end: “No wonder grey-
hound racing is only legal in eight countries!” 
The reason it is found in only eight countries is 
not because of public opprobrium, it is because 
racing greyhounds is a pastime of the work-
ing people of northern England that they took 
with them to the colonies of the British Empire. 
You won’t fi nd it in the former colonies of the 
French, Spanish, Portuguese or Dutch empires.

No one can condone the ill treatment of ani-
mals, but Baird’s response punishes the inno-
cent as well as the guilty, which is patently 
unfair. Baird had a golden opportunity to clean 
up the sport of greyhound racing but chose to 
shut it down instead.

I am not the least bit surprised that his pop-
ularity has “slipped”. I’ll bet he’s popular with 
property developers though. 

Culture
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Beliefs that were prevalent in the 6th or 7th century are still to be found today among masses of otherwise intelligent, educated people.
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CHICAGO: Sky Cubacub is 
always working. Since the 2014 
launch of the “QueerCrip” cloth-
ing line, Rebirth Garments, the 
Chicago artist and designer 
(Cubacub, who identifi es as gen-
derqueer/gender fl uid, uses “they” 
and “them” pronouns) has found 
themselves in a whirlwind of con-
stant chaos. 

“I’ve got to change the world!” 
says the 24-year old, meticulous-
ly cutting out the lining on a fresh 
piece of fabric for a plus-sized crop 
top. In reality, Cubacub consid-
ers themselves to be “rebirthed” 
and often refers to their actual age 
as three years, to mark the moment 
when they fi rst became comfortable 
with the various disorders and iden-
tities that inspired their clothing line. 
(Cubacub even held a “birthing cer-
emony” of sorts, and was “buried” 
with a group of close friends to help 
start a new phase in their life.)

Cubacub also identifi es them-
selves proudly as “Crip” with anxi-
ety and panic disorders. Having these 
invisible disabilities made their teen-
age years diffi cult to navigate: “I 
always felt like my brain was going 
to explode, and I never knew how 
to make it stop,” they said. In part, 
these hardships are what infl uenced 
Cubacub to make creative work for 
themselves and other QueerCrip indi-
viduals through art and design.

Before Rebirth Garments came 
into being, Cubacub was a Chicago 
Public Schools student trying to fi nd 
affi rmation and acceptance. “I really 
do think going to [Northside College 
Preparatory high school] helped me 
fi nd the confi dence in myself.”

Cubacub said they fi rst began 
seriously experimenting with making 
chainmail armour in high school for 
various art classes. 

“I did an 18-piece collection for 
my senior art project.” 

It was during this time that they 
began interning with different artists 
in the mainstream fashion industry in 
Chicago, and found that there were 
virtually no designers that created 
clothing for individuals that fell out-
side of the standard heteronormative, 
able-bodied paradigms.

Despite the rising of more recent 
“body positive” movements, a major-
ity of clothes manufacturers are still 
creating garb that is often designed 
with thinner models in mind. 

Though the average Ameri-
can woman is a size 14, the models 
which they promote are normally 
much smaller. When Cubacub fi rst 

started designing clothes, they were 
told repeatedly by fashion veterans 
that they should hire “professional” 
models, instead of friends.

In the fashion industry, they 
explained, models are supposed to 
act as “hangers” for the clothes they 
wear and are not supposed to distract 
from the attire. 

“What does that say about the 
clothes you’re designing? If your 
clothes are so boring that you have to 
try and fi nd a boring person to make 
your clothes look better?”

Cubacub describes their pieces 
as “gender non-conforming weara-
bles and accessories for people on the 
full spectrum of gender, size and abil-
ity.” By being so inclusive, Cubacub 
seeks to create a community where 
all people can confi dently express 
their individuality and identity. 

Rebirth Garments embodies 
the notion of “radical visibility”; it 
includes a number of brightly col-
oured spandex textures and see-
through mesh fabrics, in addition 
to the intricately detailed chainmail 
headpieces and jewellery. 

Beyond the materials, Rebirth 
Garments’ goal is to challenge queer 
and gender-nonconforming individu-
als, and those with visible and invisi-
ble disabilities/ disorders, to embrace 
their bodies as an act of political 
resistance.

Cubacub has been vocal about 
their own issues with anxiety and 
depression in order to start allow-
ing for conversations around mental 
health. “My anxiety really kind of 
rules my life in some ways – but 
at the same time it helps me keep 
focused on all my work.”

Cubacub has held shows in a 
number of states. They are currently 
getting ready to show work at Queer 
Fashion Week in Oakland, Califor-
nia. Cubacub hopes that they can 
eventually spread the movement to 
different countries. “I’d love to do 
shows in countries where there isn’t 
queer visibility.”

Not many designers have tack-
led inclusivity in the way that Rebirth 
Garments has. “I feel that within 
ten years we can really change the 
fashion industry,” said Cubacub. A 
number of their models have already 
felt the impact on a personal level. 
Lucky Stiff, a performer with SAD-
HAUS, a Chicago-based drag per-
formance art collective, spoke on 
how intimate is being a part of 
Rebirth Garments network, “Sky 
makes me feel comfortable and gor-
geous, like this body is the only one I 
need, just as it is – not every designer 
can make you feel like that.”

Sky has also made a conscious 
effort to include youth in their 
work and movement. Milenka Ber-
manová, a 16-year-old Rebirth Gar-
ment model, has a condition called 
alopecia, which is an autoimmune 
disease that makes your hair fall out. 

For years Bermanová wore itchy 
and uncomfortable wigs to school, 
but eventually discovered the chain-
mail head pieces that Sky designed. 

“If it weren’t for Rebirth Gar-
ments,” said Bermanová, “I’d prob-
ably still be struggling to accept 
my alopecia. I would still be hiding 
behind wigs and I wouldn’t know 
how to summon up the courage to go 
out without one.”

For Cubacub, these stories only 
further motivate and drive them to 
continue working. 

“I hope people keep reaching 
out to me,” they said, cranking up a 
sewing machine. When asked if they 
were ever concerned that someone 
might rip off or copy their brand, 
Cubacub replied: “I hope people 
copy me! That would mean that 
people are actually creating clothes 
for different types of identities.” 

For Cubacub, Rebirth Garments 
isn’t just a personal venture; it is 
about creating a space for those who 
have been erased in society for so 
long.
People’s World 
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September 22
SMALL GOVERNMENT – BIG MISTAKES: WHY 
CONSERVATIVE POLICIES NO LONGER HAVE ANY 
RELEVANCE TO A SOCIALLY JUST AUSTRALIA AND 
AFFORDABLE HOUSING.
• Professor Peter Phibbs, Architecture, Design & Planning, University of 

Sydney;
• Honourable David Mehan MP, Member for The Entrance.

September 29
WHAT’S BEHIND THE CRISIS IN VENEZUELA, BRAZIL 
AND ARGENTINA?
• Dr Peter Ross, School of Spanish & Latin American Studies, UNSW;
• Dr Fernando Lopez, Latitudes: Latin American Research Group, 

Australia.

October 6
THE ROJOVA REVOLUTION AND THE RADICAL 
DEMOCRATIC PROJECT OF THE SYRIAN KURDS.
• Dr Govand Azeez, Centre for Middle East and North African Studies, 

Macquarie University;
• Rawand Azeez, Australian Kurdish Association.

October 13
IMPROVING THE SHAMEFUL TREATMENT OF 
THE FIRST NATIONS PEOPLES IS VITAL TO 
AUSTRALIA’S WELL-BEING.
• Jason De Santolo & Paddy Gibson, Senior Researchers, Jumbunna 

Indigenous House of Learning, University of Technology Sydney.

October 20
SUPPRESSING FREE SPEECH, CRIMINALlZING PROTEST: 
PALESTINE (BDS) AND BEYOND.
• Emeritus Prof Stuart Rees, University of Sydney;
• Dr Peter Slezak, University of NSW.

October 27
IS PUBLIC SCIENCE BEING DESTROYED IN AUSTRALIA?
• Robyn Williams, Host, ABC Science Show;
• Dr Michael Borgas, President, CSIRO Staff Association.
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Celebrating the full spectrum 
of genders and abilities

“Change the world” – Sky Cubacub.
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Although positive steps have been taken 
to modify aspects of the blockade, 
existing restrictions impede progress in 
the normalisation of relations, and on 
September 14, the President reauthorised 
the 1917 Trading with the Enemy Act, 
the original basis of the blockade when it 
was established in 1962

Andrés Zaldívar Diéguez

On December 17, 2014, Presidents Raúl 
Castro Ruz and Barack Obama announced 
to the world the decision to re-establish dip-
lomatic relations between the governments 
of Cuba and the United States, opening the 
doors to future talks to benefi t both nations. 
It might have appeared, at this historic 
moment, that the economic war waged by 
the US against Cuba was coming to an end, 
but this was not the case.

The hostile policy remains in full force, 
with blockade regulations enforced by the 
Treasury Department’s Offi ce of Foreign Assets 
Control (OFAC).

February 11, 2015: a Mexican branch of 
Santander Bank refused to handle a small trans-
action of 68,290 euros for the Central Bank of 
Cuba, not to acquire any product, raw material, 
or do business, but to pay the country’s mem-
bership dues to the Centre for Latin American 
Monetary Research.

March 12: the German fi nancial institution 
Commerzbank was fi ned some US$1.7 million 
by OFAC, for maintaining economic relations 
with Cuba, among other alleged violations.

March 25: OFAC levied a fine of 
US$7,658,300 on the US company PayPal 
for processing transactions which allegedly 
involved products of Cuban origin or were of 
Cuban interest.

According to a Ministry of Culture report, 
between April, 2014, and March of 2015, the 
blockade caused Cuban cultural entities losses 
valued at US$24 million, principally in art edu-
cation and the music industry. In the fi rst case, 
the blockade has an impact on the quality of 
training and students’ creativity by restrict-
ing availability of basic resources like musical 
instruments, visual arts supplies, ballet slippers 
and wardrobe. In the case of music, the impact 
is felt in relation to live performances by Cuban 
artists in the United States, obstacles to selling 
recordings, and income from royalties.

The Ministry of Education has reported 
that during the same period, the blockade has 
caused damages of almost US$2 million. Sanc-
tions imposed on international entities that do 
business with Cuba have led many to avoid 
exporting articles needed to enhance the teach-
ing-learning process, obliging the country to 
seek such items in China, and pay higher ship-
ping costs given the distance of this market. 
Remuneration paid to Cuban educational pro-
fessionals working in other countries has been 
affected, as well, by the prohibition on using 
the US dollar in international transactions.

June 1: the US company SIGMA Aldrich, 
a leader in the chemical and biochemical 
industries, refused to supply the Cuban state 
enterprise QUIMIMPEX products key to its 
development, alleging that it could not supply 
products, services, or technical information 
because of blockade regulations.

The following day, another US company 
Columbiana Boyler, specialising in the fabri-
cation of pressurised containers, refused to sell 
QUIMIMPEX cylinders needed to hold chlo-
rine used in treating potable water in the coun-
try’s supply system, stating that the Commerce 
Department had not duly authorised the nego-
tiation of the purchase.

On July 20, 2015, the governments of Cuba 
and the United States re-established diplomatic 
relations, and their respective Interest Sections 
became embassies. Cuban authorities reiterated 
that in order to normalise relations, Washington 
needed to lift the blockade; return territory ille-
gally occupied by the US Guantánamo Naval 
Base; cease illegal radio and television broad-
casts directed toward the island; and end efforts 
to subvert the country’s internal order.

October 27, 2015, in the United Nations 
General Assembly, 191 countries voted in 
favour of Cuba’s resolution calling for an end to 
the blockade, with only two against (the US and 
Israel), and this time not even any abstentions. 
This constituted an overwhelming expression 
of condemnation of US government policy, on 
the part of the international community, for the 
24th time since 1992 – apparently ignored again 
by authorities in charge of pertinent decisions, 
since the application of the blockade continues.

In November of 2015, four months after 
the re-establishment of diplomatic relations, 
OFAC imposed a fi ne of US$1,116,893,585 on 
the French bank Crédit Agricole, for processing 
173 electronic transfers, linked to properties of 
interest to the Cuban government or Cuban citi-
zens, to or through fi nancial institutions located 
in the United States.

January 20, 2016: the US design company 
WATG Holdings Inc was fi ned US$140,400 
for violating blockade regulations, because in 
October of 2009 and May of 2010, its subsidi-
ary in the United Kingdom, Wimberly Allison 
Tong and Goo, had worked with a Qatari design 
and architecture fi rm on a hotel in Cuba, for 
which it received three payments for a total of 
US$356,714.

In February this year, the French compa-
ny CGG Service SA was fi ned US$614,250 
by OFAC, for providing services, replacement 
parts and equipment of US origin for gas and oil 
exploration, to ships operating in Cuban territo-
rial waters, during 2010 and 2011. OFAC addi-
tionally reported that the Venezuelan branch of 
CGG Services made fi ve transactions related 

to the processing of information from seismic 
studies carried out by a Cuban entity within 
the country’s exclusive economic zone, noting 
that this was prejudicial to the sanctions’ objec-
tives, providing a substantial economic benefi t 
to Cuba.

At the end of February, the Treasury 
Department fi ned the US company Halliburton 
US$304,706 for violating blockade regulations. 
According to an OFAC report, between Febru-
ary and April of 2011 the company and its sub-
sidiaries in the Cayman Islands exported goods 
and services worth US$1.18 million, to sup-
port oil and gas exploration and drilling in the 
southern block of Costa Adentro, in the Ango-
lan province of Cabinda. According to OFAC, 
the Cuban company Cupet had interests in the 
consortium undertaking the work in Angolan 
territory.

Financial measures against Cuba since the 
beginning of 2015 through February 2016 were 
a continuation of those implemented by Obama 
from the beginning of his administration, reaf-
fi rming the maintenance of the economic, com-
mercial, and fi nancial blockade, despite the 
new context of bilateral relations following the 
announcements of December 17, 2014, and the 
subsequent opening of embassies.

During this brief period, the US govern-
ment fi ned eight entities in different countries 
for a total of US$2,836,681,581. As of the 
aforementioned date, the number of fi nes levied 
by the Obama administration for blockade vio-
lations was 49, according to CubaMinrex/
Cubavsbloqueo, and at this time the accumu-
lated total is US$14,397,416,827.

On March 15, 2016, the US Departments 
of the Treasury and Commerce announced 
new modifi cations in the implementation of 
the blockade in the areas of travel, fi nancial 
services, and trade. Among these was a change 
allowing US citizens to undertake “people-to-
people” travel on their own, ending the previ-
ous requirement that this category of travel be 
organised by a licensed tour operator, making 
such trips costly and complicated. Nonetheless, 
the specifi c prohibition on travel for the pur-
pose of tourism remains in place, established by 
law. Cuba is the only nation in the world which 
US citizens can not visit as tourists.

Other changes announced included permis-
sion for US citizens travelling in other coun-
tries to purchase Cuban products, including 
rum and cigars, something that was previously 

prohibited. Cuban citizens working in the US 
with an appropriate visa are now allowed to 
receive compensation, and US companies can 
hire Cuban citizens “under certain conditions”, 
although these have not been specifi ed.

Among the most recent measures was 
authorisation for Cuba to use the US dollar in 
international transactions with third countries 
and in those permitted between Cuban and US 
institutions. To date, this change has not been 
implemented. International banks continue to 
refuse to work with Cuba, given the US sanc-
tions that remain in place. Cuba has yet to make 
a single payment or deposit in US dollars.

The Italian Banca Nacional del Lavoro, did 
not credit the account of Cubana Airlines for 
sales in the months of January and February, 
2016 - 144,946 and 130,179 euros respectively. 
When questioned by the airline’s representa-
tive, the bank responded that its client was the 
International Air Transport Association (IATA), 
indicating that they would not deal with the 
Cuban company directly. A similar situation 
occurred with sales deposits for September, 
October, and November of 2015, which led to 
a lack of liquidity that affected the company’s 
operations. The IATA in Madrid reported that 
the bank was still refusing to process Cuban 
transactions because of blockade regulations.

Cuba’s report on the UN resolution to be 
considered this coming October 26 was pre-
sented in a press conference September 9, by 
Foreign Minister Bruno Rodríguez Parrilla. It 
states that the accumulated damages caused 
by the US blockade of Cuba have reached 
US$753,688,000,000, calculated on the basis 
of the price of gold, taking into consideration 
its depreciation. At current prices, the amount 
would equal at least US$125,873,000,000.

The conduct of the US government con-
fi rms that although positive steps have been 
taken to modify the implementation of some 
aspects of the blockade, the restrictions remain-
ing in effect impede the progress of normali-
sation of economic relations between the two 
countries, and now, on September 14, the Presi-
dent has reauthorised the 1917 Trading with the 
Enemy Act, one of the pillars upon which the 
economic, commercial and fi nancial blockade 
was based when it was offi cially established in 
February of 1962.
Granma 

The US blockade 
of Cuba remains

Cuba Vigil at Town Hall, Sydney, September 17.


