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Celebrate Another Year of Solidarity  

 

 

Celebrate another Year of Solidarity 

https://mailchi.mp/3e98135fc08f/cuba-friendship-brisbane-dec2022?e=399db11f9e#mctoc1
https://mailchi.mp/3e98135fc08f/cuba-friendship-brisbane-dec2022?e=399db11f9e#mctoc2
https://mailchi.mp/3e98135fc08f/cuba-friendship-brisbane-dec2022?e=399db11f9e#mctoc3
https://mailchi.mp/3e98135fc08f/cuba-friendship-brisbane-dec2022?e=399db11f9e#mctoc4


 

6:30pm Tuesday 13th December 2022 

QCU Level 2 

16 Peel Street, South Brisbane.  

Bring a plate to share! 

Come along to our end of year event! Our final gathering for 2022 will be 

hands-on, with the labelling of our next batch of Revolutionary Red! An 

enjoyable way to end our very successful year of solidarity with Cuba! 

 

Revolutionary Red  

Raise a Glass for Cuba! 

 



 

Buy your Revolutionary Red now! 

Great for the Christmas hamper! 

Take it to the New Year BBQ! 

The perfect gift for your socialist friends!  

Satisfy your inner revolutionary self! 

A real conversation starter! 

https://from-australia-to-cuba-with-love.raisely.com/


 

$20 / Bottle 

Our next batch of Revolutionary Red has arrived. A quality 2020 Coonawarra 

Cabernet Sauvignon from one of the premier Cab Sav regions of Australia.  

To purchase or more information contact info@acfs-brisbane.org.au 

 

The Federal Government and Cuba 

 

 

Improving relations with Cuba 

For 26 years the Australian Government has voted against 

the US blockade of Cuba in the United Nations General 

Assembly annual vote. But what does it mean? 

mailto:info@acfs-brisbane.org.au?subject=Revolutionary%20Red
https://www.cubabrigade.org.au/


Australia formally established diplomatic relations with Cuba in 1989 and Cuba 

established an embassy in Australia in 2008. There have been growing 

relations through tourism, investment and scientific cooperation. However the 

extraterritorial impacts of the US blockade have impacted on the relationship. 

This is particularly notable in the banking sector, where virtually all Australian 

banks refuse to transfer money between the two countries. Recently this 

threatened the operations of the Cuban embassy in Australia. Moreover the 

ability of the Australia-Cuba Friendship Society to transfer money to Cuba for 

solidarity projects, has been severely curtailed. 

Tackling the issues 

Following extensive discussion of these issues at the Australia-Cuba Friendship 

Society's National Consultation held in October in Canberra, members voted to 

embark upon a campaign of lobbying members of the Federal Parliament with 

three aims; 

• ensuring Australia would continue to vote in favour of Cuba's resolution 

to the UN General  Assembly, 

• take action to give effect to the vote, in particular to allow bank transfers 

between Australia and Cuba, and 

• Reword the entry about Cuba on the Australian Government's 

Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade's website. 

Subsequently members wrote to the Minister for Foreign Affairs, and members 

of the Joint Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade, and 

other local members of Parliament. We have had an response from the 

Minister, and a number of other Members of Parliament, and the matter of 

banking was raised in the Senates Estimates hearings by independent Senator 

David Pocock. 

What have we achieved 



 

Members of the ACFS are pleased that Australia has maintained its opposition 

to the blockade in the recent vote in the UN General Assembly. 

In response to our request the Minister has said, ‘We will consider updates to 

the Cuba information page on the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade 

website to ensure it reflects Australian Government policy.’ 

Where next? 

The current Government has recently re-constituted the Parliamentary Friends 

of Cuba, chaired by the Deputy Speaker, Sharon Claydon. 

While the banking issue remains a serious impediment to our solidarity work, 

the possibility of engaging with the Parliamentary Friends to build better 

relations and resolve issues has been created. 

 

UN Votes on the Blockade  

 

 



UN General Assembly Votes 185–2 to end 

the Blockade 

For the 30th time the world says 'No!' 

Ben Norton 

Reproduced from Multipolarista  

For the 30th year in a row, almost every country on Earth voted at the United 

Nations to oppose the six-decade US blockade of Cuba. 

On November 3, the UN General Assembly voted an overwhelming 185 to two 

to condemn Washington’s suffocating embargo. 

The only countries that supported the illegal blockade were the United States 

itself and the Israeli apartheid regime. 

Just two nations abstained: Brazil’s far-right Jair Bolsonaro administration, and 

the NATO client regime in Ukraine. 

 

 Moreover, the real number of member states that would have voted against the 

blockade is 186. However, Venezuela was unable to do so because its UN 

voting rights were temporarily suspended, due to Venezuela’s inability to 

pay member fees to the United Nations, ironically because of the illegal U.S. 

blockade and sanctions against it. 

There are 193 members states of the United Nations. This means that 96% of 

the countries on Earth voted to condemn the U.S. blockade of Cuba. 

In June 2021, the vote was almost exactly the same. The only difference was 

that Colombia’s previous right-wing government had abstained, whereas 

its new left-wing President Gustavo Petro opposes the blockade. 

Explicitly stated goal of U.S. blockade: ‘to 

weaken the economic life of Cuba’ and ‘bring 

https://multipolarista.com/2022/11/03/un-vote-blockade-cuba-us-israel/
https://multipolarista.com/2022/02/03/israel-apartheid-ali-abunimah/
https://www.rfi.fr/es/am%C3%A9ricas/20220113-venezuela-entre-ocho-pa%C3%ADses-que-pierden-el-derecho-a-votar-en-la-onu-por-falta-de-pago
https://www.rfi.fr/es/am%C3%A9ricas/20220113-venezuela-entre-ocho-pa%C3%ADses-que-pierden-el-derecho-a-votar-en-la-onu-por-falta-de-pago
https://news.un.org/en/story/2021/06/1094612
https://multipolarista.com/2022/11/02/colombia-petro-visits-venezuela-unity-bolivar/


about hunger, desperation and overthrow of 

government’ 

The US embargo was officially declared in 1962, but in reality Washington 

began imposing illegal unilateral sanctions almost immediately after the victory 

of the Cuban Revolution in 1959. 

Why has the United States waged such relentless economic war on Cuba for so 

many decades? An internal State Department memo from 1960 clearly 

explains Washington’s imperial intentions. 

In the document, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American Affairs 

Lester D. Mallory admitted that the “majority of Cubans support [Fidel] Castro” 

and there “is no effective political opposition.” 

“The only foreseeable means of alienating internal support is through 

disenchantment and disaffection based on economic dissatisfaction and 

hardship,” he concluded. 

The top State Department official insisted that “every possible means should be 

undertaken promptly to weaken the economic life of Cuba.” 

Washington’s goal, Mallory wrote, was to make “the greatest inroads in denying 

money and supplies to Cuba, to decrease monetary and real wages, to bring 

about hunger, desperation and overthrow of government.” 

On October 28, there was a similar UN General Assembly vote in which the 

United States and apartheid Israel once again showed themselves to be rogue 

states on the international stage. An overwhelming 152 member states voted 

against just five to tell Israel to give up its illegal nuclear weapons and abide 

by the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

UN commission: U.S. blockade has starved Cuba 

of $144.4 billion and is ‘the most severe and 

https://multipolarista.com/2022/02/03/illegal-us-blockade-cuba-60th-anniversary/
https://history.state.gov/historicaldocuments/frus1958-60v06/d499
https://multipolarista.com/2022/10/31/un-vote-israel-nuclear-weapons/


prolonged system of unilateral coercive 

measures ever applied against any country’ 

In the 2022 General Assembly resolution, the UN Development Program 

(UNDP) stated clearly that the U.S. “embargo limited the acquisition of 

medicines and medical equipment and supplies, it affects the external 

economic relations of Cuba, and its impact can be observed in all spheres of 

the country’s social and economic activities.” 

“The embargo has an impact on the population’s most vulnerable groups and 

on human development in general,” the UNDP wrote, adding that it “affects 

opportunities for national and local development and creates economic 

hardship for the population.” 

The UN body cited official estimates that the illegal U.S. blockade caused 

Cuba’s economy to lose $144.4 billion from the early 1960s to 2020. 

In the resolution, the UN Economic Commission for Latin America and the 

Caribbean (ECLAC) added that the U.S. blockade also affect third countries 

and companies, not just Cuba, writing, 

The embargo imposes strict limitations on the Caribbean nation, with 

extraterritorial effects that hinder its relations with third countries and affect the 

well-being of the Cuban population. 

The UN commission noted that the Donald Trump administration imposed an 

additional 240 unilateral sanctions on Cuba, and that the Joe Biden 

administration has renewed the criminal economic measures. 

“The numerous United States sanctions produce real harm that obstructs the 

access of Cuban citizens to basic goods and violates their rights,” the UN 

ECLAC wrote. 

These policies are an obstacle to economic, social and environmental 

development. 



“In short, the numerous United States sanctions constitute the most severe and 

prolonged system of unilateral coercive measures ever applied against any 

country and continue to hinder the development of the potential of the Cuban 

economy,” the UN commission concluded. 

United Nations bodies condemn the illegal U.S. 

blockade for harming Cubans 

The UN resolution A/76/405, officially titled “Necessity of ending the economic, 

commercial and financial embargo imposed by the United States of America 

against Cuba,” was voted on at the 77th session of the 28th plenary meeting 

of the General Assembly. 

The document received more than 170 pages of responses from dozens of 

member states and UN bodies explaining why Washington must end its illegal 

blockade. 

Numerous international organizations explained how the U.S. embargo greatly 

harms the Cuban population as a whole. 

The UN Development Program wrote: 

In pandemic conditions, the embargo remains in place, and its negative 

impact has been more specific and significantly larger than in previous 

years, particularly on commerce and financial activities. 

The embargo limited the acquisition of medicines and medical equipment 

and supplies, it affects the external economic relations of Cuba, and its 

impact can be observed in all spheres of the country’s social and 

economic activities. 

The embargo also maintains the restrictions on the use of the United States 

dollar and on imports from Cuba. It affects opportunities for national and local 

development and creates economic hardship for the population. 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N21/288/02/PDF/N2128802.pdf?OpenElement
https://media.un.org/en/asset/k16/k16o4lsqf3
https://media.un.org/en/asset/k16/k16o4lsqf3


The embargo has an impact on the population’s most vulnerable groups 

and on human development in general. 

According to official estimates, the cumulative direct and indirect losses for 

the Cuban economy owing to the embargo from the early 1960s until 

March 2020 amount to $144.4 billion at current prices. 

The UN Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean wrote: 

During the Administration of President Donald Trump, over 240 coercive 

measures were activated against Cuba in the framework of the United States 

embargo against the island, and these still remain in force. 

In fact, on 7 September 2021, the President of the United States, Joseph Biden, 

extended the law regulating the embargo against Cuba under the so-called 

Trading with the Enemy Act, until 14 September 2022. 

In a memorandum addressed to the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the 

Treasury, the President ordered the extension of the sanctions that heavily limit 

trade with Cuba under these rules. Former President Trump had renewed these 

in September 2020. 

The embargo imposes strict limitations on the Caribbean nation, 

with extraterritorial effects that hinder its relations with third countries and 

affect the well-being of the Cuban population. These restrictions deepen the 

multiple challenges imposed on the island by the coronavirus disease (COVID-

19) pandemic and multiply its adverse socioeconomic, health and financial 

effects. On several occasions, they have hindered the arrival of humanitarian 

aid in Cuba. 

… 

The numerous United States sanctions produce real harm that obstructs 

the access of Cuban citizens to basic goods and violates their rights. 

These policies are an obstacle to economic, social and environmental 

development. 



… 

In short, the numerous United States sanctions constitute the most severe 

and prolonged system of unilateral coercive measures ever applied 

against any country and continue to hinder the development of the potential of 

the Cuban economy. 

The International Labor Organization (ILO) wrote: 

The embargo has intensified in recent years and has significantly 

constrained development possibilities in Cuba, greatly impacting the 

living conditions of the Cuban people. Among the effects, just to name a 

few: 

• Restrictions on the transfer of remittances still imply a higher indirect tax 

burden on salaries legitimately earned abroad and sent for household spending 

on basic human needs such as food, clothing, education, housing, water and 

sanitation. 

• Limitations on commerce and financial transactions still represent a 

serious bottleneck and an additional cost for business development and job 

creation, especially in sectors like agriculture and tourism, as decent work 

largely depends on productive investment and access to financing. 

• Limited access to technology transfer implies further difficulties for 

enterprises, as well as for social and economic development. 

The implementation of Title III of the Helms-Burton Act intensifies the embargo 

by affecting business and investment opportunities in Cuba for third-

country investors; the creation of new job sources; and decent work in Cuba. 

The direct and indirect effects of the embargo on the Cuban economy and 

people affect not only the enterprises, but even more their workers and 

the population in general. The International Labour Organization (ILO) is 

particularly concerned about the impacts on children, workers and the 

elderly. Ending the embargo would turn the overall loss into an opportunity for 

productive investment, employment generation and new business opportunities, 



as well as for achieving the Plan Nacional de Desarrollo Económico y Social 

hasta 2030 and other reforms aimed at improving the economic and social 

system, for example monetary unification and the expansion of self-

employment schemes. 

In the context of the coronavirus disease (COVID-19) pandemic recovery, the 

embargo is limiting the possibilities for the country to implement jobs and 

economic recovery strategies. 

The UN Food and Agricultural Organization (FAO) wrote: 

Given that Cuba is subject to an embargo, projects implemented by FAO in the 

country are affected with regard to the procurement of equipment and supplies 

that complement the technical assistance because the resources that could be 

imported from the United States have to be imported from far more distant 

markets, at much higher prices and higher freight costs. If acquisitions could be 

made in the United States, it would be much cheaper and more activities could 

be supported through the available budget. 

The most recent embargo measures against Cuba, under which third-

country companies trading with Cuba can be sued in United States 

courts, have had a negative impact on Cuban trade by drastically 

reducing the commercial partners that operate in the country. This has had 

a direct impact on the procurement operations that FAO carries out in Cuba in 

the framework of its technical cooperation projects. 

… 

Under the embargo, conditions hinder the processes of payments and 

banking transactions to and from suppliers who provide services for 

cooperation projects and to the FAO country office. This is demonstrated by 

banks’ rejections of transfers from FAO for sales to Cuba; the impossibility for 

suppliers to offer products to Cuba obtained from other North American 

companies; and the inability of suppliers to transfer funds to Cuba for payment 

of services contracted in the country. 



In addition, banks reject commercial and financial transactions by Cuban 

enterprises in United States dollars and in other currencies, which 

hinders payment for certifications of Cuban products with a high potential 

to be commercialized in Europe. 

FAO staff continue to be affected by expensive and long formalities in banking 

processes. 

A summary of the negative effects caused by the embargo in some of the 

sectors in which FAO is providing technical support and other sectors included 

within its country programming framework is presented below. 

The losses originated mainly in: 

(a) Price differences owing to changes in the import market; 

(b) Additional costs related to freight insurance; 

(c) Additional costs owing to a freeze of assets; 

(d) Monetary damages; 

(e) Losses owing to lack of access to the latest technology from the United 

States; 

(f) Relocation of exports. 

The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights 

(OHCHR) wrote: 

the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights 

(OHCHR) continued to express concern regarding the negative impact that 

extraterritorial sanctions have on human rights. 

… 

Seven United Nations human rights experts reiterated this in a 

message, requesting the United States of America to lift its economic and 

financial embargo on Cuba that is obstructing humanitarian responses to 

help the country’s health-care system fight the COVID-19 pandemic. 



… 

Particular difficulties were reported in countries subject to unilateral coercive 

measures, including Cuba, to obtain medical equipment vital to fight the 

pandemic, including oxygen supply and ventilators, protective kits and spare -

parts software 

… 

The Human Rights Council expressed its grave concern that, in some 

countries, such measures impede the full realization of social and 

economic development and hinder the well-being of the populations, with 

particular consequences for women, children, the elderly and persons 

with disabilities. 

… 

the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights reiterated her call for 

the lifting of unilateral sectoral sanctions, given their negative impact on human 

rights, including the right to health. 

… 

four mandate holders of the Special Procedure of the Human Rights Council 

stressed that unilateral sanctions impinge on the right to development and 

called on countries that impose unilateral sanctions to withdraw or at least to 

minimize them to guarantee that the rule of law and human rights, including the 

right to development, are not affected. 

They explicitly referred to Cuba as a targeted country and pointed out 

that owing to the unilateral sanctions some countries sink into poverty 

because they cannot get essential services like electricity, housing, water, 

gas and fuel, let alone medicine and food. 

… 

the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights noted that sanctions 

can create severe and undue suffering for individuals who have neither 



 

perpetrated crimes nor otherwise bear responsibility for improper 

conduct. When sanctions target an entire country, or address entire 

economic sectors, it is the most vulnerable people in that country—those 

who are least protected—who are likely to be worst harmed. 

  

 


