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When the edges of Australia’s regime of 
border protection start to fray they are 

usually burst open through the militancy of 
the detainees held inside detention centres. 
This is the recent history of detention centres, 
and it also underlines the reality of all 
struggle, but especially that around borders - 
that people‘s agency and capacity to struggle 
around their material conditions, and 
against the removal of control and dignity 
from their lives is the beginning point of the 
most powerful resistance. For those of us 
outside the detention centres the struggle is 
in the practice of active solidarity with those 
inside to ensure this resistance does not lose 
momentum.

Things have erupted in detention centres 
over the past couple of months.  There was 
the 3 day riot in Darwin detention centre, 
that did $400 000 worth of damage.  There 
was the Darwin breakout, where 92 people 
broke out of the detention centre to stage 
a protest – actively denying the invisibility 
that the border protection regime had 
imposed on them.  There have been hunger 
strikes in detention centres all over the 
country, which have mostly not been 
making it to the mass media.  And then on 
20th September, Josefa Rauluni jumped to 
his death from a roof at Villawood, rather 
than be deported.  His suicide sparked 
others to action.  Immediately a large-scale 
hungerstrike started in Villawood, to honour 
his death.  Then 11 men who were also facing 
deportation took to the roof, insisting that 
they too would jump if their cases weren’t 
revisited by UNHCR.  They stayed on the 
roof, with no food or water, for over 30 hours.  
They offered to come down, unconditionally, 
if the Department of Immigration and 
Citizenship (DIAC) would negotiate with an 
independent negotiation team.  DIAC said 

no.  They finally negotiated their way down 
some hours later, when UNHCR negotiators 
turned up, and they were promised their 
cases would be looked at again, and that they 
would not be put into Stage 1 (high security) 
if they came down.  (Of course, they’re all now 
in Stage 1).  The next day, another 9 detainees 
got up onto a roof, again threatening to jump.  
Again, DIAC officials let them stay up on 
the roof for two days, until their deadline to 
jump had come, to negotiate with them.

The response by people outside to what 
was going on in Villawood was also fairly 
significant as a realisation seemed to occur 
that our actions must reflect the urgency of the 
situation inside. On a number of consecutive 
days, people gathered at Villawood to hold 
demonstrations in solidarity with those 
inside, using banners, drums and chants to 
make sure the detainees could see and hear 
them. There was also a group of anarchists 
and anti-authoritarians who occupied and 
locked on in the foyer of the Department of 
Immigration, to show immediate solidarity 
as well as attempt to directly affect what 
was happening. At about the time folk at 
Villawood started negotiations with UNHCR, 
police moved in to arrest the 2 people locked 
on. There was also a further demonstration 
in a public square in Newtown during peak 
hour with folk there hanging banners and 
handing out flyers.

No Borders in Action



These moments to take action, whether as an 
act of solidarity or a chance to attack the state, 
cannot always be easily measured and their 
beauty and effectiveness are often enhanced 
by their spontaneity. In the face of myriad 
levels of state coercion and repression, 
overthinking every action will often lead to a 
sense of defeatism instead of a feeling of open 
possibilities. Certainly in terms of struggle 
against these prisons that migrants are locked 
away in, it has been a long while since urgent, 
militant direct action has been a part of how 
solidarity is enacted outside. However, this is 
a crucial element that we must build in order 
to raise the level of solidarity with those 
struggling inside beyond pleading passively 
to some higher authority to be more humane.  
We need to find strategic roofs and offices 
to occupy; roads to shutdown; business to 
disrupt, when people in detention centres 
start to agitate.      

Almost contradictorily however, it is the 
urgency to constantly respond that can lead 
us down paths that replace a revolutionary 
no borders politic with the dead end that 
is liberal humanitarianism. The immediate 
desire to always respond, knowing lives are at 
stake just here, certainly can create powerful 
actions, but can also impede our grasp of 
how border protection cannot be removed 
from capital and broader systems of control 
and repression and therefore impede our 
capacity to act in a revolutionary manner. 

Responding out of anger and outrage at 
what’s going on isn’t in itself the problem, but 
as we get stuck in these cycles it has seemed 
inevitable that liberal, reformist demands 
begin to replace the original revolutionary 
energy. We have seen this in the movement 
against mandatory detention that occurred 
when the Liberals under John Howard 
were in government in the first half of this 
decade. Liberal humanitarianism is a dire 
substitute for the practice of militant, active, 

and engaged solidarity. If it is possible to take 
a breath, take stock and pay some attention 
to lessons that reside in a common history 
of struggle from the last time there was 
‘refugee’ movement, we can see that despite 
the positives of a much-claimed victory – 
children out of detention, the closing down 
of some detention centres, the ending of 
TPV’s – the movement increasingly receded 
into reformist liberalism instead of struggling 
against the nature and very existence of 
borders and border protection. As a result, it 
should be no surprise that a few years later 
under a new government the ‘toughening up’ 
of border protection has once again become a 
major issue with very real consequences. 

What has been really heartening, is that the 
recent actions by those on the outside have 
felt like actions of real solidarity.  Inspired 
by the actions of those who are imprisoned 
in the detention centres, it seems like 
there has been none of the self-sacrificing, 
humanitarian response of having to “save 
the refugees”.  Sitting outside Villawood for 
hours after the deadline for negotiations had 
passed, waiting, chanting occasionally to 
let the folks on the roof know we were still 
there – was a situation that had no hope of 
“rescue”.  Instead it was the solidarity of 
sitting with those on the roof, of not leaving 
till they came down safe, and when they did 
come down to cheer like crazy, everyone so 
relieved they were still alive, and triumphant 
in forcing DIAC into negotiations that they 
wouldn’t have otherwise had.  

Another great thing about the protests 
in late September was that there was no 
distinction in active responses from the 
outside, between those in detention who 
had applied for asylum, and those who had 
been locked up after their visas had expired.  
This is often a huge problem in leftist refugee 
politics – where it’s only those who “are 
genuine refugees” who deserve support.  



This assumption that somehow the state 
is legitimate in controlling the movement 
of people, and locking them up and/or 
sending them halfway across the world for 
the slightest transgression of its arbitrary 
protocols, is simply the logical follow-on of 
“We will decide who comes to this country 
and the circumstances in which they come”; 
it’s just part of the same process.  

What mostly affected the outside responses 
to the second roof protest was burnout.  
While up to 200 people turned up to 
Villawood on the second day of the first 
rooftop protest, numbers fell dramatically 
after that.  And whereas large numbers of 
local residents came out to show support 
for the first rooftop protest, for the second, 
a lot of those in the streets were there, not 
in solidarity, but much more voyeuristically – 
cameras ready in case anyone jumped.   After 
two full days of coordinating responses to the 
first protest, it was only a few who had the 
stamina to continue responding for another 
two days.  This is a huge factor in all kinds of 
revolutionary politics, and one that needs to 
be taken seriously.  One way that this seems 
to have been ameliorated somewhat in recent 
activity, has been the existence of different 
groups, some spontaneous, taking up the 
action they believed appropriate.

******************

A world without borders can seem as far off 
as a revolutionary society - in fact further as 
the latter can exist without the former, but the 
former without the latter seems impossible. 
These are things that seem distant, but the 
choice to struggle for them is a combination 
of desire and survival - we cannot accept 
that capitalism and border protection can 
do anything remotely like create a world we 
want or can afford to live in. 

The cognitive gap between the liberal 
humanitarian, ‘saviour’ response to the 
refugee issue and the revolutionary vision 
of a world without borders can seem 
unbreachable. But this is only an issue if we 
think No Borders politics can be practised as 
a single issue - that it is an idea that can only 
be taken up as part of this movement against 
the detention of asylum seekers. To attack 
this regime of border protection is to attack 
a core element in the functioning of global 
capitalism and its capacity to police our lives 
and restrict our movements everywhere 
– from those trying to cross international 
borders, to how we take up and use space 
in our cities and neighbourhoods, to how 
our working lives (whether employed or 
unemployed) are closely controlled.
 
The building of active, revolutionary 
solidarity across a range of sites of struggle 
and contestation is necessary in the practice 
of No Borders politics. This does not need to 
occur only in front of detention centres or at 
the Department of Immigration. We can also 
take these politics into our neighbourhoods, 
in supporting the struggles of migrant 
workers and international students. In 
making anti-racist practice an ordinary part 
of the everyday. No borders politics are part 
of a much larger struggle for liberation that 
demands the tearing down of detention 
centers and the ending of the violently racist 
system of borders.

by Sour Dough & Cynical Smurf



No Border 
camp Brussels
 By Princess Mob

In April this year activists found a mass 
grave in Greece. Hidden in inaccessible 
terrain near the village of Sideró and marked 
only by a bullet-ridden sign saying “the 
cemetery of the illegal immigrants,” this 
site has been used for years to dispose of 
the corpses of migrants who died trying to 
cross the border into Greece. It is believed 
that between 150 and 200 people have 
been buried there, including 14 people who 
drowned trying to cross the river Evros/
Meriç on 25th of June 2010. 

On Tuesday 12th of October a 46 year old 
man, Jimmy Mubenga, was killed by G4S 
security guards who assaulted him while 
forcing him onto a deportation flight from 
London to Anglola.

14,921 people died between 1988 and 
2007 along Europe’s borders . That figure 
includes 235 migrants who were shot dead 
by border police, and thousands more who 
drowned, died under trucks or trains, or 
froze to death as border controls turned a 
simple journey into a dangerous crossing. 

Along with this violence at the borders, 
many migrants face daily violence from 
police and from the increasingly bold forces 
of far-right racist groups. 
 
No Borders is less an organised network 
than a simple statement of politics. It is an 
expression of solidarity with those who fight 
borders by crossing them and a statement 
against attempts by governments and ruling 
forces to encourage division and nationalism 
in the face of austerity measures and 
economic instability.

Previous No Border camps have been held 
at physical border sites, such as Calais in 
France and the island of Lesvos, one of 
the main entrance gates for thousands of 
refugees and migrants seeking to reach 
Europe.

In Brussels between September 25 and 
October 3, campers sought to bring the 
border home to the heart of Europe. Brussels 
is the de-facto capital of Europe, and home 
to key agencies in the border and security 
apparatus. At the same time as the camp 
it was also hosting the Ecofin summit, a 
meeting of European finance ministers and 
financial lobbyists. 

As well as being home to much of the 
infrastructure of the European border 
regime, Brussels is home to ongoing 
resistance. There is a strong movement 
of sans papiers (undocumented migrants) 
which has involved mass occupations and 
hunger strikes. On 24 August 2008 two 
of the three wings of the Steenokkerzeel 
immigration prison were burnt to the 
ground. The camp was connected to this 
resistance through a number of events held 
at the Gesu monastary, a squat which has 
been evicted and re-occupied a number of 
times by sans papiers and activists with 
papers, which is currently home to about 
150 people, most of them families. 



The most newsworthy aspect of the Brussels 
camp was the overwhelming policing 
and the extensive use of ‘adminstrative 
detention’, or preventative 
arrest. As at the COP15 counter-
mobilisation in Copenhagen last year, 
hundreds of people were detained in an 
attempt to prevent them from taking action. 
Over the weekend at least 500 arrests were 
made, nearly all ‘preventative’. 14 people 
were seriously injured. A number of people 
were abused in police custody, including 
a number of women who were sexually 
assaulted and threatened with rape by police.
 
In other words, the violence of the border 
was temporarily extended to all who 
challenged its legitimacy. The experience 
of walking the streets knowing that you 
could, at any time, be arrested for absolutely 
nothing – that I knew I could be detained 
simply because of a police judgement about 
what type of person I was - can be compared 
to the situation of people who live without 
legal immigration status. 
 
Despite police attempts there were 
demonstrations, actions, and discussions 
throughout the week. 

On Wednesday about 40 activists manage to 
blockade a conference on immigration with 
a keynote speaker from Frontex. Frontex is 
the relatively new agency that coordinates 
the activities of the border police of EU 
member states. It has an intelligence service 
component, which monitors data about 
movements at the external borders of the EU 
and researches more intensive surveillence 
technology, including biometric identity 
checks at all border crossings. Recently 
Frontex has taken on the role of organising 
mass deportation charter flights.

The main event on Wednesday was a 
massive rally of 100,000 people called by 
the European trade union movement against 
the Ecofin meeting and the Europe-wide 
government push towards austerity. The No 
Borders camp had been invited by some 
local unionists to be part of 
a ‘critical/anticapitalist’ bloc as part of this 
rally but police had indicated that we would 
not be permitted to march. Hundreds of 
people from the camp were arrested as they 
tried to make their way to the demo and 
more were arrested at the meeting point. 

A bloc of about 150 people managed to 
join the demo. Worried about being left 
vulnerable at the end of the march, they 
were invited by the metal workers’ union to 
walk behind them. However the anarchist 
slogans disturbed the next union in line, 
the Polish trade union Solidarnosc, so 
much that they refused to march behind 
the anticapitalist bloc. This gave the police 
the opportunity to kettle, beat, and arrest 
much of the bloc. The unions that saw this 
happening were divided in their response: 
some expressed solidarity against the police, 
while others walked straight past, intent on 
continuing the ritual of their march. All up, 
350 people were arrested over the day. 

Despite the repression, several other actions 
took place over the week. There were 
anti-Frontex banners and flyering at the 
airport, Frontex windows and doors were 
smashed and smoke bombs let off, locks 
were glued at the International Organisation 
for Migration (IOM). A building of 
Sodexho - the French hotel and catering 
company with a 50% share in Corrections 
Corporation of Australia and UK Detention 
Services - had windows smashed, and oil 
was spilled over another Sodexho building. 
Steria, the company that designed the 
Eurodac fingerprinting database - leading 
to thousands of migrants a year being 



deported - had its windows smashed and 
“Smash Eurodac” spray-painted across it. 
The Italian Embassy had excrement thrown 
over it. Ticket machines were destroyed in 
three metro stations as an action against the 
transport company STIB, which participates 
in the roundup of sans papiers. The 
buildings of CarlsonWagonLit 
and Randstatd, which participate in 
deportations, were damaged. The famous 
Brussels landmark “mannekin piss” (a small 
statue of a boy pissing) was given a new set 
of No Border clothes. 

During the mass arrests, the holding cells 
suffered a lot of damage and three activists 
who had been abused in detention bravely 
disrupted a police recruitment fair. 

While the police tactics failed to stop actions 
happening, or to prevent people gathering 
and publicly showing their opposition, 
they did mean that no mass militancy was 
possible. An unpermitted demonstration 
called for the Friday evening,“against 
detention centres; against all prisons; against 
borders, against the state” consisted mainly 
of about 150 people being arrested in small 
groups as they tried to gather. Later in the 
night 30 people attacked a police station, 
breaking windows and doors, letting off 
smoke bombs and starting a fire. At the 
time of writing, four people are still being 
held in detention for alleged participation 
in this attack (http://bxl.indymedia.org/
articles/211). 

The last Saturday of the camp saw a 
negotiated demonstration in which over 
1500 people took to the streets of Brussels 
without police trouble. While a permitted 
street parade isn’t normally my favourite 
type of action, this one did feel significant. 
Many of us from the camp had spent much 
of the week feeling under seige. If we left 
the camp we did so in hiding, in small 

groups, doing our best to blend in to the city. 
To be out, publicly proclaiming our politics, 
and to be joined by a thousand other people, 
was a celebration of solidarity. Most of 
those who had papers chose not to carry 
them in solidarity with sans papiers who 
joined the demonstration.

There were reports that in the lead up 
to this demonstration the police put the 
suburb of Molenbeek, a working-class 
migrant neighbourhood, under seige 
and blocked off all streets leading to the 
demonstration route to keep young people 
from this neighbourhood from joining 
the demo. This imperative to keep the 
No Borders activists separate from other 
popular movements can also be seen in the 
repression of the No Borders bloc in the 
trade union demonstration of Wednesday. 
It could be seen in the heavy policing of 
the streets around the Gesu monastery. To 
some extent all of this worked to prevent 
potential connections. However, connections 
were made through workshops, exhibitions, 
concerts, and parties at Gesu and other sites, 
despite and around the police efforts. As one 
reflection posted on Indymedia says “The 
police clampdown undoubtedly succeeded 
in scaring many undocumented people away 
from the camp; though on the other hand, 
as we’ve seen in Calais, if anything brings 
people from different backgrounds together 
it is a shared experience of repression 
and building resistance.” (http://brussels.
indymedia.org/articles/358).  



In Mutiny # 51 Lindsay Hawkins wrote a piece called ‘Radical Unionism’ which was a 
response to my article ‘Pro-revolutionaries and trade unions’ in Mutiny # 49. Against 
the general line of my article he wrote ‘that unions have revolutionary potential and that 
workers should not automatically reject involvement in trade union activity.’ In particular 
Lindsay proposes the Workers Solidarity Network as a possible practice to the end of 
‘radical unionism.’

I certainly wrote that ‘I have argued that comrades should not be involved in trade unions.’ 
I do argue such and I continue to. But as we know context is everything, and the context in 
this case is what I wrote immediately after this quotation: 

We should not view trade unions as examples of working class self-organisation against 
capital. Rather trade unions are emblematic of one way that capital organises labour – 

obviously there are other ways that capital organises labour from more ‘democratic’ methods 
right through to terroristic and dictatorial methods. In essence my point was to clarify that 

working class self-organisation against capital and trade unions are not synonymous. 

Perhaps I should have been clearer in my earlier piece. Rather than 
writing ‘comrades should not be involved in trade unions’ I should 
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act in a pro-revolutionary fashion unless they directly confront the 
pro-capitalist nature of trade unionism.’ And here is the real essence 
of my argument. I am not opposed to, nor would I suggest that we 
should not struggle for a better deal in regards to the rate which 
capitalists exploit our labour-power. However the transformation of 
such struggles over the rate of exploitation, struggles that necessarily 
accept the capitalist logic of this exploitation, will necessitate a break 
with such struggles. This was the point of quoting Marx: 

Instead of the conservative motto, “A fair day’s wage for a fair day’s work!” they ought to 
inscribe on their banner the revolutionary watchword, “Abolition of the wages system!”

Marx was clear that a break from merely economic struggles was required for struggles to 
become revolutionary. And we should remember that in 1865 when he was writing, working 
class self-organisation had not been formalised in relation to individual capitalists and the 
state to the extent to which it has been since. One needs only to conjure the Accord process 
presided over by the ACTU in the 1980s and 90s to understand what I mean by such a 
formalisation. 

The only way revolutionaries can engage with trade unions is negatively. This is not a call 
for an all out war with trade unions and their supposed compromised leadership. Rather, 
it is a call for patient and considered work, necessarily theoretical and practical, which 
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attempts to demonstrate on the one hand the limitations of trade unions, and on the other 
hand, why workers need to go beyond trade union organisation, and ultimately capitalist 
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In order to understand this better we need to grapple with the history and 
development of trade unions. In his article Lindsay writes that trade unions have 
a revolutionary history and a revolutionary potential. However by emphasising 
a spurious revolutionary history of trade unions he misses and obscures the 
real object of such a history: those people that have carried out revolutionary 
struggles against their reduction to being mere working class material for 
capital.  And if there is a central point to my argument then it is this. As I wrote 
in my earlier Mutiny piece: ‘my point was to clarify that working class self-
organisation against capital and trade unions are not synonymous.’ And it is 
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with self-conscious struggles against capitalist society. Our mistake would be to 
go on pretending that a project of emancipation can be based upon radicalising 
economic struggles for bigger cages with golden bars. This is something Marx 
clearly understood when he wrote 150 years ago, ‘to clamour for equal or even 
equitable retribution on the basis of the wages system is the same as to clamour 
for freedom on the basis of the slavery system.’ 

This is not to suggest that we either struggle for better wages and conditions or 
we struggle for the overthrow of capital and wage-slavery. That would be to pose a 
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we need to clearly demonstrate the limitations of such struggles and why we need 
to move beyond this horizon. 
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�e of economic struggles is precisely not their 
apparent content: wages and conditions. And this is not to denigrate the struggles 
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Rather it is to point out that the real gain of such struggles is the creation and 
experience of new needs that point beyond particular wage struggles. We create 
bonds of solidarity with other people. Such a perspective that looks beyond capital 
and beyond wage slavery is in danger of being lost by Lindsay when he writes of 
‘our unions’ and ‘our allegiance […] to our class.’ What is ‘our’ class? To be a wage-
slave is not something to be proud of; rather it is a misery. It is 

through our resistance to being reduced to mere working 
class material for capital that we open up possibilities 

beyond wage-slavery. It is through our struggles against 
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that we begin to understand and create the conditions for 
lives beyond wage-slavery. Thus any dignity we gain is 
not through simply identifying ourselves as working class; 
rather it is in and through the communities of solidarity 

that we help to create when we struggle against our 
atomisation and reduction to mere labour-power for sale.



Productive activity in contemporary capitalist societies is work which produces 
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work, through the complexity of its various fragmentary divisions, hierarchical 
organisation and bureaucratic management, is the result of the vast class struggles 
fought over the last few centuries; class struggles waged by the early capitalist 
class to convert and destroy older forms of productive activity in order to fashion 
a peculiarly capitalist version of work organised around commodity production. 
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‘need’ for a wage and market relations. If there is something to be celebrated 
amongst all of this it is those practices which we develop in order to resist the 
conversion of all of life into work for capital; whether producing or consuming 
commodities. It is this world of work that we need to liberate ourselves from.

Trade unions originated in the struggle over the regulation of the working day—
that is the struggle over the rate of exploitation and the wages received for this 
exploitation. Because trade unions originated in the struggle of people to just 
simply live on the terms given them by the capitalist organisation of life, trade 
unions have been shaped and determined overwhelmingly by capitalist society. 
And it is this tendency to limit working class struggle to merely negotiating the 
terms of its exploitation under capital that has driven workers to confront unions 
time and again—even and especially when these struggles have begun as union 
struggles. 

When Lindsay cites the IWW around the First World War, the Spanish CNT 
of 1936-39 and the NSW BLF in the 1970s as examples of revolutionary trade 
unionism, he fails to provide either a historical context for their practices—e.g. 
the heightened class struggle in the societies of those times—or the actual limits 
of trade unionism that these workers and organisations came up against. To cite 
only one of the more glaring instances, the NSW BLF met one of these limits in the 
form of the federal leadership of the union under Norm Gallagher cooperating with 
the Australian state in order to undermine and smash what was considered a rogue 
branch.

Undoubtedly any move toward organising independently of trade unions, the 
state and capital should be encouraged and pushed. Here Lindsay and I can agree 
that the formation of a Workers Solidarity Network is a good thing. Where we 
differ is in how best to push forward such autonomous organising. Without clear 
arguments that, on the one hand attempt to understand the limits of struggles 
within capitalist society, and on the other hand demonstrate why such struggles 
must confront these limits, we will merely contribute 
to the disarming of those of us struggling for a world 
beyond capital and wage-labour.



Review: Tomorrow When 
the War Began 

   By L. Dog

I really enjoyed seeing this film adaptation 
of John Marsden’s famous teen novel, 
probably because it reminded me of 
being twelve and flipping through the 
book for the sexy bits. The movie, which 
like the book, is about a group of young 
folks fighting an invading army in rural 
Australia, sadly has no sexy bits but I think 
there are some interesting observations we 
can make about race, gender, and violence 
in the film. 
 In Marsden’s novels the 
nationality of the invading army is 
unspecified, but in the film they all look 
Asian. The representation of the invaders as 
Asian in the film was really disappointing. 
Like, why not make them all different 
ethnicities, or even better, all white, like 
some invading white supremacist bigot 
army. You might say that the movie avoids 
being completely problematically racist 
because Lee, an Asian-Australian kid 
whose family owns a Chinese restaurant 
in town (yeah he’s the only working class 
character), is one of the main characters 
fighting against the invasion. But I’m not 
sure about that. However, there is this great 
bit where Ellie is crouched against a wall 
hiding from the baddies and notices a mural 
depicting Cook’s landing in 1788. 
It’s a real poignant moment which I feel 
like is screaming to the audience, ‘THAT’S 

RIGHT, THAT WAS AN INVASION 
PEOPLE’. Fuck yeah. 
 In terms of gender politics the 
young women in the group are definitely 
the most badass. Ellie is the tough-talking, 
Molotov-throwing, leader who is smarter 
and sassier than the boys, and better at 
driving trucks. At one point Kevin, the 
typical male ‘jock’ character, runs away 
from Ellie and her friend, leaving them 
at risk. But rather than the film saying 
‘it’s okay for men to be scared’ it just 
ended up making Kevin into a bit of an 
unsympathetic dickhead. 
 Questions of violence and strategy 
are dealt with thoughtfully. I’ve been told 
that the books have been banned from 
school curricula because they supposedly 
incite terrorist activity. Hmm, well that’s 
friggin’ ridiculous. So yeah, it would be 
heaps better if this film was about a group 
of rad teens fighting a white supremacist 
takeover or, y’know, capitalism, but it’s 
not. It does however suggest that women 
can be badass rebel fighters and that a small 
group of (young) people can fight against 
something that’s ‘wrong’; unfortunately in 
this film the bad guys are an Asian invading 
army which just plays into all kinds of 
racist white Australian bullshit. 

Conference:
10th to 12th
December, 
Redfern 
Community Centre. 
breakoutconference.org



In this month’s Mutiny Zine...

Upcoming Events
Saturday October 23, Stand up for Refugees, 1pm, Town Hall. Nine years after the 
Siev X tragedy, demand the close of all detention centres, no offshore processing, no 
deportations. 
Sunday October 24, film screening ‘Our Generation’, 5:30pm at Black Rose Books, 
22 Enmore Rd,  $5 suggested donation. A powerful journey into Australia’s indigenous 
relations from colonisation until the present day. 
Friday October 29, Rally for ‘Jobs with Justice’! Stop the NT intervention!, 12 noon, 
Town Hall. Organised by Stop the Intervention Collective Sydney. Stoptheintervention.org
Friday October 29, Reclaim the Night, 6pm, Town Hall.  Annual rally to protest against 
violence against women in all its forms. www.reclaimthenight2010.wordpress.com
Saturday October 30, film screening and discussion ‘Czech Dream’, 2pm at Jura Books, 
440 Parramatta Rd, Petersham. Documentary film which records a large-scale hoax, 
culminating in the “opening event” of a fake hypermarket.
Sunday October 31, Workers Solidarity Network meeting, 2pm at Jura Books. 
The WSN, a rank and file militant group, looking to provide solidarity to workers engaged 
in industrial action/disputes, meets on the last Sunday of each month at Jura books.
Friday, December 10- Sunday December 12, Conference- Breakout: For the Free 
movement of people, Redfern Community Centre, begins 5.30pm on Friday. 
Breakout conference aims to create a space where opposition to Australia’s border 
protection regime can again transform into a movement. www.breakoutconference.org
Regular events @ Black Rose: 
Saturdays from 5pm: Open Self-Organised C.A.F.E. Fuck the commercial venues! Relax 
with comrades.Hang out, drinks, snacks, music, games and more.
Wednesdays from 4pm (cooking; serving from 7pm): The Peoples Kitchen, free vegan 
community dinner... RESIST THE CAPITALIST DIET!

SourDough and 
Cynical Smurf talk about 

the recent actions in 
solidarity withVillawood 

protestors.
Princess Mob reports 

back on the no borders 
camp in Brussels.

Anthony Hayes 
responds to Lindsay 
Hawkins’ article in 

Mutiny #51 in ‘Against 
Capital, Against Work’. 


