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A DEAFENING SILENCE 
On Foreign Policy, Defence & Intelligence 
By Murray Horton 
 
 
 
It was when I recently watched the updated DVD of the classic documen-
tary "Islands Of The Empire" in 2020 that I was reminded that 1980s' elec-
tions featured foreign policy and defence policy as major issues as a matter 
of course (see elsewhere in this issue for Jeremy Agar’s review of “Islands” 
and my article about that film). In those days, of course, the issue was New 
Zealand going nuclear free and, as a direct consequence, getting kicked 
out of ANZUS. Those were major issues in both the 1984 and 1987 elec-
tions. 
 
But you don’t have to go back to the 80s to find such examples. It's only 
two elections ago (in 2014) that revelations about the true extent of New 
Zealand’s involvement in Five Eyes and the US-led global covert empire of 
intelligence were front and centre. As I wrote in Peace Researcher 48 
(November 2014): “Let’s just marvel at the fact that Anti-Bases Campaign’s 
core issue – NZ’s involvement in the Five Eyes global electronic spying net-
work, courtesy of the Government Communications Security Bureau 
(GCSB) and the Waihopai spy base – was suddenly front and centre in the 
election campaign and completely dominated the media for several days”. 
 
“That has never happened in any previous election campaign and you have 
to go back to 1987 to find an election where foreign policy was the major is-
sue (that was the election where National unsuccessfully campaigned to re-
verse Labour’s nuclear free policy). And this completely unique state of af-
fairs was brought to us by a line-up of global A listers in the field of intelli-
gence revelations. For a brief time, NZ was in the international spotlight in 
the continuing fallout from the (Edward) Snowden revelations” (you can 
read my full article – “Opening The Curtains: Spies & Their Political Mouth-
pieces Blinking In Unaccustomed Daylight” -  at http://www.converge.org.nz 
/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr48.pdf). 
 
However, the subject was completely dropped as soon as that 2014 elec-
tion was over. And it was not mentioned in either the 2017 or 2020 election 
campaigns. By any party. A lack of public discussion on intelligence matters 
can be explained away by the fact that spy agencies operate in secret 
(although that is certainly not a justification for them not to be subject to 
public scrutiny and discussion. They are public servants, funded by taxpay-
ers, and acting in our name). 
 
But that deafening silence also extends to the much more public realms of 
defence and foreign policy. Once again, nothing was heard about those in 
either the 2017 or 2020 election campaigns. For the period 2017-20, we 
have had a Prime Minister who regularly and soothingly says: “New Zea-
land has an independent foreign policy”, when that is patently not true. New 
Zealand has a foreign policy now that is no more “independent” than it has 
been in decades. 
 
More Pro-US & Pro-Military Than National 
To quote myself again: “Indeed, under the influence of Coalition partner, 
New Zealand First and its key Ministers, Winston Peters (Deputy PM & For-
eign Affairs) and Ron Mark (Defence), this Government has become more 
pro-American and pro-military than its National predecessor. The 2008-17 
Key-English government had sniffed the imperial wind and realised that 
new boots needed to be licked, meaning that National got into bed with the 
new emperor – China – while still trying to have a dollar each way with the 
old one (the US). But Labour/New Zealand First still prefer to snuggle up 
under the increasingly tattered and bedraggled Stars and Stripes”. 
 
“Meaning that serious money gets spent to keep our old imperial masters 
happy. The lead article in PR 56 (November 2018, http://www.converge. 
org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr56.pdf) was Keith Locke’s “NZ Creeping 

http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr48.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr48.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr56.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr56.pdf
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More Into The Embrace Of The US 
Military” and highlighted Ron Mark 
announcing the spending of $2.3 bil-
lion to buy four P8 Poseidon anti-
submarine warfare aircraft from gi-
ant US transnational corporation 
Boeing” (“What A Waste Of Bloody 
Money! Time To Reset Priorities”, 
PR 59, June 2020, http://www.con 
verge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/
PR59.pdf). 
 
It is not only the likes of ABC and 
Peace Researcher that are noticing 
this deafening silence on foreign 
policy, defence and intelligence. 
Elsewhere in this issue I have writ-
ten an article entitled “Rocket Lab 
Drags NZ Into US Militarisation Of 
Space”. In connection with the in-
creasing involvement of the NZ mili-
tary with US space warfare projects, 
that article includes a quote from 
Paul Buchanan, an independent NZ 
security expert. 
 
“Buchanan says a lack of public de-
bate is the main problem with NZ’s 
integration into US military space 
activities. ‘Once again, on a matter 
of national security of some im-
portance, the public is basically left 
in the dark. In fact, the politicians by 
and large are left in the dark. We’re 
having no debate about this in Par-
liament. We’re allied for all intents 

and purposes with our Five Eyes 
partners across a range of intelli-
gence gathering and war related 
things’”. 
 
“‘Where do we want to go with this? 
Do we use our participation in space 
activity as a substitute for participa-
tion in ground deployments by our 
troops? Is that a trade-off that we 
could actually negotiate? Or are we 
now involved in space but we’re still 
going to be doing the bidding of the 
United States and the Australians 
when it comes to foreign con-
flicts?’” (Buchanan was quoted in 
the Spinoff, 14/1/20,  “Revealed: 
New Zealand’s Role In The New 
American War-Fighting Frontier – 
Space”, Ollie Neas, https://thespin 
off.co.nz/members/14-01-2020/reve 
aled-new-zealands-role-in-the-new-
american-war-fighting-frontier-
space/). 
 
Silence Carefully & Deliberately 
Cultivated 
This deafening silence is not an 
oversight or even brought about by 
benign neglect. It is carefully and 
deliberately cultivated, to conceal 
the status quo, which is very far 
from the fond illusions that Kiwis 
may have about “clean, green and 
nuclear free New Zealand”, with its 
“independent foreign policy”. My 

above cited article in PR 59 (June 
2020, “What A Waste Of Bloody 
Money! Time To Reset Priorities”) 
focussed on NZ’s military spending. 
 
Peace Movement Aotearoa ana-
lysed the 2020 Budget (“Welfare Or 
Warfare? Military Spending In Budg-
et 2020”): “Military spending in the 
2020 ‘Rebuilding Together’ Budget 
is a total of $4,621,354,000 - that is 
an average of more than $88.8 mil-
lion every week… While this is a 
small decrease when compared with 
the record amount of military spend-
ing allocated in Budget 2019, it does 
not go far enough. This year’s allo-
cation shows that despite the Covid-
19 pandemic, the Government still 
has the same old thinking about 
‘security’ - a focus on outdated nar-
row military security concepts rather 
than real security that meets the 
needs of all New Zealanders”. 
 
To again quote Paul Buchanan, 
from the above cited Spinoff article: 
“‘We’re not encumbered by – how 
could I put it nicely – the political 
oversight of the military in the way 
that the other Anglophone nations 
are. The military pretty much de-
cides where it’s going to go over the 
next 10 to 20 years. It’s clearly de-
cided that it wants to be a mini-me 
to the US Special Operations Com-
mand, at least in terms of the NZ 
Special Air Service (SAS) and the 
Americans are happy to accommo-
date them”. What happens when 
there is no oversight of the SAS is 
detailed elsewhere in this issue, in 
Nicky Hager’s article “Operation 
Burnham Inquiry Report: Most Seri-
ous Findings Against SAS And 
NZDF In Their History”. 
 
In 2020 New Zealand was one of 
the few countries to persist in con-
tinuing to participate in RIMPAC 
(Rim of the Pacific), the US Navy's 
war training exercise in and around 
Hawai'i. More countries withdrew 
their warships and military person-
nel from the exercise (because of 
the pandemic) than took part in it. 
New Zealand was in that minority. 
 
To quote again from my Rocket Lab 
article, elsewhere in this issue: (in 
late 2019, the Government) “re-
leased updated rules on what can 
be sent into space from NZ. Pay-
loads that contribute to nuclear wea-
pons programmes or capabilities are 
banned. Rocket Lab has never been 
involved with nuclear weapons, so 
that won’t affect it. The rules also 
prohibit ‘payloads with the intended 

Deborah Williams with NZ “Defence” Budgets placard, Waihopai spy base 
protest, January 2020. 

http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/PR59.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/PR59.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/PR59.pdf
https://thespinoff.co.nz/members/14-01-2020/revealed-new-zealands-role-in-the-new-american-war-fighting-frontier-space/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/members/14-01-2020/revealed-new-zealands-role-in-the-new-american-war-fighting-frontier-space/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/members/14-01-2020/revealed-new-zealands-role-in-the-new-american-war-fighting-frontier-space/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/members/14-01-2020/revealed-new-zealands-role-in-the-new-american-war-fighting-frontier-space/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/members/14-01-2020/revealed-new-zealands-role-in-the-new-american-war-fighting-frontier-space/
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end use of supporting or enabling 
specific defence, security or intelli-
gence operations that are contrary 
to Government policy’”. 
 
“But as NZ is an active defence, se-
curity and intelligence partner of the 
US, and Rocket Lab is an American 
company, this is meaningless. Roc-
ket Lab is working for US defence 
and intelligence agencies, which is 
in line with Government policy. But 
the NZDF wants to develop the ca-
pability to launch satellite payloads 
itself, including US military ones”. 
 
“A heavily redacted 2018 briefing 
paper to Winston Peters, the Minis-
ter for Foreign Affairs, said: ‘New 
Zealand government endorsement 
of these payloads represents a tan-
gible contribution to the broader 
Five Eyes intelligence network, a 
network from which we are primarily 
a recipient’”. To quote Buchanan 
again: “The NZDF wants to be com-
pletely interoperable with the US”. 
 
Time To Shatter The Cone Of  
Silence 
The powers that be are acutely 
aware of the potential for public op-

position and protest if the New Zea-
land people find out too much about 
the reality of this country’s foreign 
policy and defence policy and intelli-
gence links. "In the May 2017 brief-
ing to (National Minister Simon) 
Bridges, the (Government's) NZ 
Space Agency suggested the Gov-
ernment should convey to the US 
that it was pleased the new space 
industry 'will enable us to broaden 
and deepen our security collabora-
tion'. Bridges was also advised that 
one of the risks was the reaction of 
the New Zealand public”. 
 
“‘Certain groups are opposed to 
New Zealand’s security relationship 
with the US, and it is possible that 
such groups would be motivated to 
disrupt launches if they were aware 
that US government security pay-
loads were being launched from 
New Zealand,' the briefing says. 
…'Even a single protestor could 
have a disproportionate effect on 
space launch activities from New 
Zealand', one briefing says. This risk 
can be managed, but only to an ex-
tent” (“‘She'll Be Right' Attitude To 
Rocket Lab Putting Nuclear Free NZ 
At Risk, Experts Say”, https://the 

spinoff.co.nz/business/17-05-2019/
shell-be-right-attitude-to-rocket-lab-
putting-nuclear-free-nz-at-risk-exper 
ts-say/,  Spinoff, Ollie Neas, 17/05/ 
19). 
 
This cone of silence applies not only 
to Rocket Lab but to the whole 
spectrum of foreign policy, defence 
policy and intelligence links. I start-
ed this article by referencing the 
classic 1980s’ documentary “Islands 
Of The Empire”. The 80s had some 
great quotes – “I can smell the ura-
nium on your breath”; “an orches-
trated litany of lies”. 
 
Here’s another one: "We have main-
tained a silence closely resembling 
stupidity", which was a slogan left at 
the scene (the Wanganui Computer 
Centre, 1982) by New Zealand’s 
very own suicide bomber, anarchist 
Neil Roberts. This needs to be 
adapted to match today’s reality – 
we have been maintained in a si-
lence, but not one that closely re-
sembles stupidity. It is a silence that 
is perpetrated by official cunning. 
Time to shatter the cone of silence. 
■ 

ROCKET LAB 
Drags NZ Into US 

Militarisation Of 

Space 
By Murray Horton 

 
 
 
In Peace Researcher 58 (November 
2019, http://www.converge.org.nz/
abc/pr/pr-backissues/PR58.pdf) I 
wrote the lead article: “Time To 
Recognise Rocket Lab For What It 
Is. A US Facility For The US Military 
& Spies On NZ Soil”. On the cover 
we labelled it “A New US Base In 
NZ”. That article brought together 
what we knew about Rocket Lab, 
drawing heavily on the work of NZ 
investigative journalist Ollie Neas 
and our very own Dennis Small. 
 
Rocket Lab is cashing in on the US 
Empire’s mania to dominate not 
only the planet but also space. 
Donald Trump’s contribution to this 

extra-terrestrial imperialism has 
been to create Space Force as a 
new branch of the US military (see 
“America Really Does Have A 
Space Force. We Went Inside To 
See What it Does”, Time, 23/7/20, 
https://time.com/5869987/spaceforc 
e/). 
 
Newest Director: CIA, Laser 
Weapons, Space Militarisation 
If there was any doubt that Rocket 
Lab is simply an American-owned 
contractor for the US military/intel-
ligence empire, further proof came 
in September 2020 with the reve-
lation that: “Rocket Lab’s new Board 
member headed the CIA’s venture 
capital firm and is a proponent of 
deploying high-powered laser wea-
pons in space. Michael Griffin, who 
was until recently an Under-Secre-
tary of Defense in the Trump Admi-
nistration, was welcomed onto the 
Board of the aerospace and small 
satellite company in August…In the 
1980s he held a senior role in then-
President Ronald Reagan's Strate-
gic Defence Initiative ballistic missile 
defence programme (“Star Wars”. 
Ed), and later headed NASA”. 
 

“Griffin also once served as the 
President of In-Q-Tel, which he des-
cribed in a 2013 NASA oral history 
as the venture capital fund of the 
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA). ‘I 
was running what was essentially a 
technical venture capital fund whose 
purpose was to make products and 
services available to the intelligence 
community’, he said”. 
 
“In 2016, Rocket Lab Chief Execu-
tive Beck was among the speakers 
at a summit for chief executives of 
companies associated with In-Q-
Tel. A programme from the summit 
indicated Rocket Lab was among 
the firm’s portfolio companies at the 
time. Rocket Lab is not currently 
listed as a portfolio company on In-
Q-Tel’s Website. A Rocket Lab 
spokeswoman would not say whe-
ther the company remained on In-Q-
Tel’s books. Nor would the company 
disclose how much money it had re-
ceived or what products it had de-
veloped for the spy agency venture 
capital firm”. 
 
“Griffin appeared at a 2019 summit 
focussed on directed energy 
weapons – which include lasers, 

https://thespinoff.co.nz/business/17-05-2019/shell-be-right-attitude-to-rocket-lab-putting-nuclear-free-nz-at-risk-experts-say/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/business/17-05-2019/shell-be-right-attitude-to-rocket-lab-putting-nuclear-free-nz-at-risk-experts-say/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/business/17-05-2019/shell-be-right-attitude-to-rocket-lab-putting-nuclear-free-nz-at-risk-experts-say/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/business/17-05-2019/shell-be-right-attitude-to-rocket-lab-putting-nuclear-free-nz-at-risk-experts-say/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/business/17-05-2019/shell-be-right-attitude-to-rocket-lab-putting-nuclear-free-nz-at-risk-experts-say/
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/PR58.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/PR58.pdf
https://time.com/5869987/spaceforce/
https://time.com/5869987/spaceforce/
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/2803266-Iqtdoc.html
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microwaves and particle beams – 
hosted by US consulting giant Booz 
Allen Hamilton…He was described 
in the New York Times as an 
‘unabashed defender of American 
military and political supremacy’ and 
is also a proponent of hypersonic 
missiles” (Stuff, 18/9/20, “Rocket 
Lab’s New Hire Has Roots In the 
CIA, Laser Weapons And Space 
Militarisation”, https://www.stuff.co. 
nz/national/300102583/rocket-labs-n 
ew-hire-has-roots-in-the-cia-laser-w 
eapons-and-space-militarisation). 
 
The Government Is Being Very 
Obliging 
In the year since my original article, 
Rocket Lab has kept on doing what 
it does, as an American company 
operating out of New Zealand 
(Auckland and Mahia Peninsula) 
launching – among others – satel-
lites for the US military and intel-
ligence agencies. Some of its pay-
loads are classified (one such 2019 
payload was revealed, in 2020, to 
have been for the Mexican military – 
Rocket Lab’s first military customer 
outside of the US). This article 
updates the story as of late 2020. 
 
Rocket Lab is expanding rapidly. In 
December 2019 it announced that it 
had started constructing a second 
launch pad on the Mahia Peninsula, 

as it works towards its goal of wan-
ting to launch rockets on a weekly 
basis (it is also working towards 
having a US launch site, in Virginia. 
The first scheduled launch from 
there will be in partnership with the 
US Space Force). 
 
That same month it released upda-
ted rules on what can be sent into 
space from NZ. Payloads that con-
tribute to nuclear weapons prog-
rammes or capabilities are banned. 
Rocket Lab has never been involved 
with nuclear weapons, so that won’t 
affect it. The rules also prohibit “pay-
loads with the intended end use of 
supporting or enabling specific de-
fence, security or intelligence opera-
tions that are contrary to Govern-
ment policy”. 
 
But as NZ is an active defence, se-
curity and intelligence partner of the 
US, and Rocket Lab is an American 
company, this is meaningless. 
Rocket Lab is working for US de-
fence and intelligence agencies, 
which is in line with Government po-
licy. Phil Twyford, the Economic 
Development Minister, said that 
Rocket Lab’s earlier launches of US 
Defense Advanced Research Pro-
jects Agency (DARPA) payloads 
would have been fine under these 
“beefed-up” rules. So, business as 

usual. 
 
Shortly thereafter, in January 2020, 
Rocket Lab announced that it would 
launch a satellite for the US National 
Reconnaissance Office (NRO), the 
military agency in charge of Ameri-
can spy satellites. Minister Twyford 
approved it – to their credit, the 
Greens expressed concerns. Peter 
Crabtree, the head of the NZ Space 
Agency, explicitly spelled out the po-
litics - payloads have to meet a se-
ries of tests, including “our national 
security and wider national inte-
rest… New Zealand has a deep and 
long-standing security relationship 
with the US government and a his-
tory of collaboration across a range 
of issues” (NZ Herald, 22/1/20, 
“Greens ‘Concerned’ About Rocket 
Lab Launch For US Spy Agency”). 
 
Government support for Rocket Lab 
extends to using taxpayers’ money 
to facilitate its operations. In Feb-
ruary 2020 it was announced that 
the Provincial Growth Fund (one of 
the major trophies won by Labour’s 
Coalition partner, New Zealand 
First) would spend $8 million on 
upgrading Mahia Peninsula roads, 
including $1m on sealing the 4 km 
private road that leads to Rocket 
Lab’s launch site. 
 
NZ’s First’s Fletcher Tabuteau, Un-
dersecretary for Regional Economic 
Development, said “…these roading 
upgrades will enable them (Rocket 
Lab) to safely transport equipment, 
as well as allow for further deve-
lopment” (Press, 26/2/20, “Taxpa-
yers Fund Rocket Road”). During 
Level 4 lockdown, the Government 
granted exemptions for 26 overseas 
workers to enter NZ to help Rocket 
Lab launch rockets. 
 
Setbacks 
Rocket Lab suffered a setback in 
July 2020 when its $11.5 million 
Electron rocket burned up in space, 
along with its payload of commercial 
satellites. If you’re superstitious, 
then you won’t be surprised that this 
was its 13th launch. It was the first 
loss of a rocket but not its first set-
back. In its late 2019 launch window 
it launched one satellite whose sole 
purpose was to rain down artificial 
“shooting stars” into the night sky. 
“The satellite is owned by Japanese 
company ALE, whose goal was des-
cribed by the (UK) Sun in January 
(2019) as being to ‘wow the world’s 
mega-rich with dazzling light dis-
plays’” (Press, 7/11/19, “‘Shooting 
Star’ Shows Get Space Agency 

Graphic by Ian Dalziel. NASA-National Aeronautics and Space Administration; 
DARPA-Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency; ORSO-Operationally 
Responsive Space Office; ONR-Office of Naval Research; NRO-National 
Reconnaissance Office; USAF-United States Air Force; ACC-Accident 
Compensation Corporation  

https://www.stuff.co.nz/national/300102583/rocket-labs-new-hire-has-roots-in-the-cia-laser-weapons-and-space-militarisation
https://www.stuff.co.nz/national/300102583/rocket-labs-new-hire-has-roots-in-the-cia-laser-weapons-and-space-militarisation
https://www.stuff.co.nz/national/300102583/rocket-labs-new-hire-has-roots-in-the-cia-laser-weapons-and-space-militarisation
https://www.stuff.co.nz/national/300102583/rocket-labs-new-hire-has-roots-in-the-cia-laser-weapons-and-space-militarisation
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Approval”, Tom Pullar-Strecker). 
 
After all, why should the “mega-rich” 
have to wait for the universe to 
supply them with shooting stars, 
when they can buy their own cosmic 
light show? Rocket Lab is happy to 
play its profitable part in pandering 
to their whims. So, Rocket Lab is 
working for the one-percenters who, 
literally, have money to burn. There 
was speculation that the satellite 
was scheduled to put on a celestial 
light show over the opening cere-
mony of the 2020 Tokyo Olympics 
(which have been postponed to 
2021, due to the pandemic). But this 
monumental hubris came to nought 
when the satellite malfunctioned and 
couldn’t release its’ “shooting stars”. 
Cry me a river. 
 
From the outset, in 2006, Rocket 
Lab has been treated with kid 
gloves by a mainstream media be-
dazzled by stardust. “Little old New 
Zealand goes into space” has been 
the predominant theme, ignoring the 
inconvenient reality that Rocket Lab 
is an American company, with the 
world’s biggest weapons manufac-
turer (Lockheed Martin) as its’ main 
owner, and that it uses “nuclear 
free, out of ANZUS” New Zealand to 
continually launch payloads for US 
military and spy agency clients. 
 
“We’re About Science, We’re Not 
About Killing People” Yeah, Right 
2020 saw a slightly more critical ap-
proach taken, in at least one mains-
tream feature (Press, 28/7/20, “Roc-
ket Lab Defends Spy Role”,  https://
www.stuff.co.nz/business/30006384 
2/rocket-lab-peter-beck-defends-spy
-satellite-work-exdirector-speaks-of-
leaving). “In a 2008 profile published 
in Metro magazine, (Chief Executive 
Officer and founder) Peter Beck 
ruled out military work when discus-
sing if there were payloads Rocket 
Lab wouldn’t carry”. 
 
“‘Of course, …we said right from the 
beginning if it’s involved in the mili-
tary, we don’t want anything to do 
with it. The military can be quite a 
tempting cherry because a lot of 
money gets poured into it, but we’re 
about science, we’re not about kil-
ling people’, Beck is quoted as 
saying. His views have evolved, and 
he now believes military intelligence 
helps keep Kiwis safe”. 
 
“…Beck had a very different reply 
from 2008 when asked if he had any 
qualms about sending US spy satel-
lites into space, given the intelli-

gence they collect can be used in 
military operations. ‘You also have 
to remember that intelligence keeps 
us safe. Unfortunately, there’s a lot 
of bad actors in the world.’ 
 
‘I am a New Zealander, but you also 
have to understand that national 
security is a global thing. It’s not a 
singular country’s responsibility. 
New Zealand is part of the Five 
Eyes... it’s all very well to criticise 
national security until the very day 
that you need it’”. 
 
That same feature interviewed 
fellow founder Mark Rocket (who, as 
a true enthusiast, had changed his 
name by deed poll). He left Rocket 
Lab in 2011. “So, why did he leave? 
‘Initially we were hoping not to do ... 
certain types of projects, he said. 
‘There were a few projects that I 
wasn’t so keen on’. It was difficult to 
find customers in those early years, 
he said. ‘In the end we had to kind 
of move towards different areas, 
which wasn’t part of the original 
plan’”. 
 
“He would not say exactly what 
projects led to his departure the 
year after the early DARPA contract. 
‘I’d rather not say, but initially we 
were aiming for more commercial 
applications. But the reality is … it 
made sense for Rocket Lab to do 
some stepping stone projects. And 
that’s gone on to work incredibly 
well for Rocket Lab’. Rocket said it 
made perfect business sense for the 
company to work on a range of pro-
jects. ‘But I wasn’t passionate about 
that, I was passionate about the 
commercial side. You’ve got to sort 
of work out where that line is for 
you’”. 
 
Moon Mining? 
In addition to the work for the US 
military and spy agencies, other op-
portunities could present them-
selves for Rocket Lab. The Press 
(27/12/19) ran a fascinating article 
with the alarming headline “Moon 
Mining: The New ‘Wild West’”. It 
detailed the drive by various states 
and private companies to work to-
wards mining the Moon and aste-
roids for minerals. It quoted Dr Anna 
Marie Brennan, a Waikato Univer-
sity senior law lecturer. 
 
“Brennan said there were also op-
portunities for New Zealand, which 
was an attractive place for a launch 
pad because its geographical loca-
tion meant there was less air traffic 
for rockets to contend with. ‘It would 

be a lot easier to launch missions 
from New Zealand, so I think New 
Zealand has, in the future, a great 
opportunity here to capitalise on 
this. But, again, there needs to be 
an open discussion and debate 
about the extent to which New 
Zealand wants to engage in the 
space race’”. 
 
Because of its geographical loca-
tion, New Zealand is proving at-
tractive for other space industry com
-panies. “American company Leo-
Labs has built a radar in Otago to 
detect small orbital debris, along 
with other radars in Texas and Alas-
ka, and soon in Costa Rica” (Press, 
14/9/20, “NZ’s Pole Position In 
Space”. LeoLab’s customers include 
the US Air Force. Leo = Low Earth 
Orbit). 
 
NZ Military Busting To Get 
Involved In US Space Warfare 
New Zealand’s increasing involve-
ment in the American use of space 
for spying and warfighting does not 
only involve Rocket Lab (which is a 
private and foreign company). The 
New Zealand State is officially in-
volved. The Spinoff published a fas-
cinating article by Ollie Neas entitled 
“Revealed: New Zealand’s Role In 
The New American War-Fighting 
Frontier – Space” (14/1/20, https://
thespinoff.co.nz/members/14-01-20 
20/revealed-new-zealands-role-in-th 
e-new-american-war-fighting-frontier
-space/). 
 
This detailed how the NZ military 
has, in recent years, become in-
volved in an annual US military war 
game set in space. NZ is getting 
progressively involved with the US 
Combined Forces Command and its 
Combined Space Operations Cen-
ter. This was formalised at an Oc-
tober 2015 meeting in Wellington of 
Five Eyes officials (the US, UK, 
Canada, Australia and NZ electronic 
intelligence sharing agreement). 
The Combined Space Operations 
Center (CSpOC) was launched, in 
the US. NZ is yet to station any 
personnel at it and doesn’t yet have 
its’ own space operations centre. 
 
“Completely Interoperable With 
US” 
The article quotes independent NZ 
security expert, Paul Buchanan. “NZ 
Defence Force’s partner countries 
are all headed into space. We have 
to understand that the NZDF, which 
is so wrapped up in US-led military 
security alliances – if not by name, 
certainly by fact – joins its partners 

https://www.stuff.co.nz/business/300063842/rocket-lab-peter-beck-defends-spy-satellite-work-exdirector-speaks-of-leaving
https://www.stuff.co.nz/business/300063842/rocket-lab-peter-beck-defends-spy-satellite-work-exdirector-speaks-of-leaving
https://www.stuff.co.nz/business/300063842/rocket-lab-peter-beck-defends-spy-satellite-work-exdirector-speaks-of-leaving
https://www.stuff.co.nz/business/300063842/rocket-lab-peter-beck-defends-spy-satellite-work-exdirector-speaks-of-leaving
https://www.stuff.co.nz/business/300063842/rocket-lab-peter-beck-defends-spy-satellite-work-exdirector-speaks-of-leaving
https://thespinoff.co.nz/members/14-01-2020/revealed-new-zealands-role-in-the-new-american-war-fighting-frontier-space/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/members/14-01-2020/revealed-new-zealands-role-in-the-new-american-war-fighting-frontier-space/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/members/14-01-2020/revealed-new-zealands-role-in-the-new-american-war-fighting-frontier-space/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/members/14-01-2020/revealed-new-zealands-role-in-the-new-american-war-fighting-frontier-space/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/members/14-01-2020/revealed-new-zealands-role-in-the-new-american-war-fighting-frontier-space/
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in trying to do the same. The NZDF 
wants to be completely interope-
rable with the US’”. 
 
“‘We’re not encumbered by – how 
could I put it nicely – the political 
oversight of the military in the way 
that the other Anglophone nations 
are. The military pretty much de-
cides where it’s going to go over the 
next 10 to 20 years. It’s clearly 
decided that it wants to be a mini-
me to the US Special Operations 
Command, at least in terms of the 
NZ Special Air Service (SAS) and 
the Americans are happy to accom-
modate them”. 
 
“In 2015 the NZDF’s research and 
development wing, the Defence 
Technology Agency, began develo-
ping an experimental ground station 
as part of ‘a command and control 
network’, with other countries in 
partnership with the US Naval Post-
graduate School… The station, lo-
cated on the Whangaparaoa Pe-
ninsula north of Auckland, was 
tested in 2016 with two cube satel-
lites launched as part of a mission 
sponsored by the US National Re-
connaissance Office” (one of Rocket 
Lab’s clients). 
 
The article details other NZDF links 
to the US military’s use of space. 
For example: “New Zealand also 
has ground stations in Auckland and 
(RNZAF base) Ohakea to support 
the NZDF’s use of the Wideband 
Global Satellite system – a US mili-
tary communications network to 

which New Zealand purchased 
access in 2012”. 
 
And then, of course, there is Rocket 
Lab. “‘The (Air Force) has a close 
working relationship with Rocket 
Lab and we have a few staff re-
volving through their projects, 
particularly in the avionics area’, the 
Chief of the Air Force told Line of 
Defence magazine in 2018. ‘We of-
fer Rocket Lab access to our faci-
lities and I see some really exciting 
possibilities here’”. 
 
But the NZDF wants to develop the 
capability to launch satellite pay-
loads itself, including US military 
ones. A heavily redacted 2018 
briefing paper to Winston Peters, 
the Minister for Foreign Affairs, said: 
“New Zealand government endorse-
ment of these payloads represents 
a tangible contribution to the broad-
er Five Eyes intelligence network, a 
network from which we are primarily 
a recipient”. 
 
The article quotes a 2017 briefing to 
the Minister for Economic Develop-
ment (who was then Simon Brid-
ges): “The Defence Act allows a fo-
reign force to undertake operational 
activities in New Zealand, where 
permission has been granted and 
activities comply with domestic law 
and our international obligations. 
Therefore, a foreign military in New 
Zealand to launch an Earth obser-
vation satellite and use the imagery 
to contribute to joint counter-pro-
liferation efforts could be exempt, 

providing permission has been 
granted”. 
 
The reference to “exempt” refers to 
the Government’s 2019 guidelines 
which rule out launches from NZ 
“with the intended end use of sup-
porting or enabling specific defence, 
security or intelligence operations 
that are contrary to Government po-
licy”. But “both the NZDF and 
friendly foreign militaries are exempt 
from NZ’s launch approval regime”. 
 
Paul Buchanan has the last say in 
the Spinoff article. “Buchanan says 
a lack of public debate is the main 
problem with NZ’s integration into 
US military space activities. ‘Once 
again, on a matter of national secu-
rity of some importance, the public 
is basically left in the dark. In fact, 
the politicians by and large are left 
in the dark. We’re having no debate 
about this in Parliament. We’re 
allied for all intents and purposes 
with our Five Eyes partners across 
a range of intelligence gathering 
and war related things’”. 
 
“‘Where do we want to go with this? 
Do we use our participation in space 
activity as a substitute for participa-
tion in ground deployments by our 
troops? Is that a trade-off that we 
could actually negotiate? Or are we 
now involved in space but we’re still 
going to be doing the bidding of the 
United States and the Australians 
when it comes to foreign conflicts?’”. 
 
NZ Is An Accomplice 
Rocket Lab, as an NZ base of the 
US military and intelligence agen-
cies, is dragging this country into 
the American militarisation of space. 
It is the most high-profile NZ mani-
festation of this but it is not alone, 
being joined by the Government 
(whether headed by either National 
or Labour) and the NZ military, 
backed by a cheerleading main-
stream media and a total absence 
of public discussion on this subject 
and where it fits into NZ’s broader 
foreign policy, military and intelli-
gence ties. It makes NZ an accom-
plice, willingly or unknowingly, in im-
perialist warmongering. To borrow 
the catchphrase from an old TV 
commercial – we’re soaking in it.  ■ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Rocket Lab CEO Peter Beck with PM Jacinda Ardern  
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CANCEL RIMPAC 

COALITION 

REPORT 
 By Liz Remmerswaal  
 

 

 

National Director, World BEYOND 
War Aotearoa/New Zealand/Board 
member, World Beyond War, NZ 
Coordinator of Pacific Peace 
Network. 
 

Despite a global pandemic and a 
pan-Pacific campaign against it, the 
27th biennial RIMPAC (Rim of the 
Pacific) war games exercise took 
place in August 2020 in Hawaiian 
waters, although for a shorter dura-
tion and with a much-depleted line-
up of countries. Because of the 
coronavirus only ten countries took 
part compared to 26 two years pre-
viously, with only 22 ships and 5300 
troops compared to 26,000 troops 
last time. 
 
However, New Zealand was one of 
the few countries that didn’t pull out, 
sending HMNZS Manawanui, a hy-
drographic dive vessel with 66 
personnel on board for the “at sea 
only” exercises led by the US Navy. 
Concerns have been expressed that 
the seismic survey work this vessel 
does can damage marine mammal 
life. The Hawaiian based Cancel 
RIMPAC Coalition, made up of acti-
vists, environmental groups and 
concerned community members 
around the Pacific, was set up to 
campaign against the increased mi-
litarism and environmental damage 
caused by RIMPAC and for en-
dangering Hawaiian people. 
 
Campaigning During Lockdown 
A group in Aotearoa led by Valerie 
Morse opposing RIMPAC was also 
created during Level 4 lockdown 
and saw lots of action online as well 
as a day of actions around the 
country which were shared on social 
media. There was a lot of education 
to do about RIMPAC as most 
people aren’t aware of it, and video 
footage was a useful way of 
showing the impact. The Hawaiian 
coalition hosted several Webinars 
with a focus on creative arts acti-
vities and poetry videos and also an 
online petition, and an emphasis on 
working internationally with groups 

such as Veterans for Peace and 
Code Pink internationally and deve-
loping the network. 
 
In Aotearoa there was also some 
good media coverage from Radio 
NZ, Maori TV, the NZ Herald and 
The Spinoff, some featuring Ha-
waiian academic Dr Emalani Case 
from Victoria University of Welling-
ton, sharing her personal story of 
growing up near the Pohakuloa 
Training Area, one of the locations 
where RIMPAC exercises common-
ly take place. 
 
Independent and Peaceful Australia 
Network (IPAN) Coordinator Annette 
Brownlie says the Coalition showed 
the importance of working together 
in opposing military exercises and 
the damage they do. She hopes the 
Coalition will work together on future 
campaigns such as the biennial Ta-
lisman Sabre exercises in North 
Queensland which endanger the 
Great Barrier Reef. Making the con-
nection between the climate move-
ment, the peace movement and in-
digenous sovereignty she says is 
particularly important, while noting 
the creation of the fledgling Pacific 
Peace Network in conjunction with 
World Beyond War Aotearoa who 
together hosted an international We-
binar on RIMPAC. 
 
Hawaiian activist Kyle Kajhiro says 
the Coalition appreciated the in-
volvement of the Golden Rule peace 
boat which in 1958 sailed to the 

Marshall Islands during the begin-
ning of direct action by boats which 
helped end atmospheric nuclear tes-
ting there. He says the Covid lock-
down also forced activists to be 
ingenious doing such things as car 
protests involving over 80 cars, and 
banner drops in high traffic loca-
tions. Locals in Hawai’i were 
pleased to see that the scaled down 
RIMPAC exercises without the am-
phibious training component had the 
beneficial effect of enabling the 
Honu green sea turtles to nest again 
without being disturbed. 
 
The Cancel RIMPAC Coalition has 
started a new campaign called Koa 
Futures which is about heading in a 
positive direction while recognising 
that the US military is currently 
using large areas of land in 
countries such as Guahan (Guam), 
Okinawa and Jeju Island, South 
Korea, as well as Hawai’i, whose 
communities have also been resis-
ting the US military occupation for 
many years. It will continue to 
protest against RIMPAC in two 
years’ time and hopes others will 
join. 
 
This article refers to information 
used with permission from the 
Cancel RIMPAC Coalition Webinar: 
“Koa Futures: A Demilitarized Paci-
fic Future” (20/9/20) and which can 
be viewed at https://www.facebook. 
com/CancelRIMPAC/videos/102967 
2084136123  ■ 
 

ABC Committee. From left: Warren Thomson, Robyn Dann, Murray Horton. Photo 
by Dot Lovell-Smith  

 

https://www.facebook.com/CancelRIMPAC/videos/1029672084136123
https://www.facebook.com/CancelRIMPAC/videos/1029672084136123
https://www.facebook.com/CancelRIMPAC/videos/1029672084136123
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The Operation Burnham Inquiry 
Report (released at the end of July 
2020. Ed.), concludes that a child 
was killed and other civilians were 
injured during Operation Burnham in 
Afghanistan in 2010, and that 
NZSAS (Special Air Service) offi-
cers denied and hid evidence of the 
civilian casualties. It finds a prisoner 
was handed over to torture and the 
same prisoner was assaulted by an 
NZSAS trooper. Thus, after nearly 
ten years of denials, the Inquiry has 
confirmed the main allegations in 
the book “Hit & Run” (reviewed by 
Jeremy Agar in Peace Researcher 
53, June 2017, http://www.converg 
e.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr53. 
pdf. Ed.). 
 
The Report says the book has 
“performed a valuable public ser-
vice”. The Report goes further than 
the book and finds that named SAS 
officers hid and denied evidence of 
civilian casualties following Opera-
tion Burnham (see below). The Re-
port contains the most serious 
findings against the NZSAS and 
NZDF in their history. This should 
prompt a lot of soul searching inside 
the New Zealand Defence Force. 
 
The Report also recommends major 
changes to NZDF. This is a huge 
achievement. It is very important 
that New Zealand is prepared to 
investigate wrongful actions by its 
military, thoroughly and indepen-
dently. The Operation Burnham 
Inquiry has done that. I welcome the 
findings and recommendations. I 
thank the Commissioners and their 
staff for two years of hard work. I 
am very pleased. This is a tremen-
dously important result. 
 
At the same time, the public should 
know that the Inquiry process was 
highly unequal. NZDF and other Go-
vernment agencies spent millions of 
dollars of public money trying to 
deny any wrongdoing, while the 
authors (Nicky Hager & Jon Ste-
phenson. Ed.) and public were not 
allowed to analyse and contest the 

agencies’ secret submissions and 
evidence. Military officers were re-
peatedly given the benefit of the 
doubt; but not so the villagers. 
 
However, this makes it all the more 
significant that the Inquiry has con-
firmed the main allegations in the 
book. Moreover, the Government 
has accepted the Report’s recom-
mendations, which is very impor-
tant. These changes will strengthen 
civilian control of the military in the 
years ahead. The Report confirms 
most key allegations in the book. 
It.... 
 
Confirms civilians were killed and 
injured (and did not reach a decision 
for most other deaths whether or not 
they were civilians). 
 
Confirms a child was killed (I and 
the Inquiry differ over whether there 
is “sufficient evidence” to be sure 
she was called Fatima). 
 
Confirms that reports of civilian 
casualties were denied and hidden 
by named SAS officers. 
 
Confirms NZDF did not give aid to 
the wounded (I and the Inquiry differ 
on whether it was legally obliged to 
do so). 
 
Confirms the NZDF mission failed 
in its objective; the troops did not 
capture or kill either of the insurgent 
leaders they were seeking. 
 
Confirms NZDF failed to investi-
gate civilian casualties. 
 
Confirms no weapons were fired at 
the NZ-led forces at any stage of 
the operation. 
 
Confirms that, contrary to NZDF 
claims, the raid occurred in the two 
villages named in the book, Naik 
and Khak Khuday Dad. 
 
Confirms that both target houses 
were burned during the raid, and 
one of them was further damaged at 

a later date (however, I and the 
Inquiry disagree over whether this 
was deliberate). 
 
Confirms the NZSAS breached the 
Geneva Conventions by handing 
over a prisoner to torture. 
 
Confirms an NZSAS trooper 
assaulted a prisoner while bound 
and blindfolded, again breaching the 
Geneva Conventions. 
 
Confirms Ministers were misled by 
NZDF. 
 
Finds the NZDF response to re-
ports of civilian casualties was 
“deeply troubling”, reflecting conduct 
and events over a number of years. 
 
Finds a “surprising level of inepti-
tude and disorganisation within 
NZDF Headquarters”. 
 
This is an extremely serious list of 
findings. 
 
Severe Criticism Of SAS Officers 
For Hiding And Denying Civilian 
Casualties 
 
Four former Commanding Officers 
of the NZSAS are found to have 
acted improperly. This is 
unprecedented. The officers are: 
 
1. Brigadier Chris Parsons (NZ 
SAS Commanding Officer 2010): 
when he sent a “seriously mislead-
ing” email from Afghanistan saying 
that there was no evidence of civi-
lian casualties, his position was “im-
plausible”, “fundamentally inconsis-
tent” with what he knew, it was a 
“serious failure”, and “unreasonable 
and unacceptable”. He directed a 
subordinate to remove words from a 
report that acknowledged civilian 
casualties. His actions were “inex-
cusable” and the Commissioners 
said “we do not accept his denial”. 
Parsons quietly left his job as New 
Zealand’s Defence Attaché to 
London after the draft Inquiry Report 
was circulated. 
 
2. Peter Kelly (NZSAS Comman-
ding Officer 2004-6, Director of 
Special Operations 2009-11) pro-
duced a Ministerial briefing paper 
denying civilian casualties that was 
“inaccurate in fundamental res-
pects” and “misleading”, despite it 
being “contradicted by other infor-
mation available to NZDF, including 
video footage, intelligence reporting 
and International Security Assis-
tance Force’s own media releases”. 

OPERATION BURNHAM  

INQUIRY REPORT 
Most Serious Findings Against SAS And 

NZDF In Their History 
By Nicky Hager 

http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr53.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr53.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr53.pdf
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He told the Inquiry he was unaware 
of a second US civilian casualty in-
vestigation but his own email shows 
he knew about it. 
 
3. Jim Blackwell (NZSAS Com-
manding Officer 2006-9, Director 
of Special Operations 2011-15): 
The Inquiry members “do not accept 
his account” of how he obtained a 
report on civilian casualties that he 
quietly deposited in an NZDF safe. 
They do not believe him when he 
said he had told other NZDF officers 
about the report. They were “con-
cerned” that he “failed to mention in 
his evidence that he visited Afgha-
nistan”. He appears to have misled 
the Inquiry. 
 
4. Tim Keating (NZSAS Com-
manding Officer until 2001 and 
Chief of Defence Force 2014-18). 
His claims publicly and to Ministers 
that “Hit & Run” was not about an 
operation NZDF conducted were 
“implausible” and “ignored, unfairly, 
what was accurate in the book”. 
Keating had “erred in giving the 
prominence he did to the location 
errors in ‘Hit & Run’ and not ack-
nowledging that the book was accu-
rate in important respects”. The 
Report adopts the names of the vil-
lages used in the book as the loca-
tion of Operation Burnham, contra-
dicting Keating. 
 
Chapters 8 and 9 on the “cover up” 
are deeply embarrassing for the 
NZSAS and NZDF. This includes 
finding that someone in the SAS 
had deleted a video of the child’s 
funeral off the SAS computer sys-
tem (see “Other Important Parts Of 
The Report” below). NZDF lobbied 
the Inquiry recently with an “expert 
opinion” trying to disprove that the 
funeral video showed the wrapped 
corpse of a child. This gives the 
public a picture of the way NZDF 
has fought the Inquiry from begin-
ning to end. 
 
Disputing a dead child, who had 
already been conceded by the Chief 
of Defence Force, is astonishingly 
bad taste. It seems the Inquiry 
thought so as well: it restated its 
opinion that the video showed a 
child and asked why NZDF had not 
done “this style of forensic analysis” 
immediately after Operation Burn-
ham (i.e. to investigate the reports 
of a dead child). We get an 
unattractive snapshot of NZDF, just 
in recent months, using yet more 
public money to try to deny the child 
was killed. I doubt many NZDF staff 

will be impressed by this behaviour. 
 
Errors In The Book Accepted 
 
The Inquiry Report acknowledges 
the difficulty of researching the long-
hidden subject and unsurprisingly 
finds some errors in the book rela-
ting to Operation Burnham. I agreed 
with the Inquiry about various errors 
identified, including acknowledging 
that three men were seen carrying 
weapons on video I obtained under 
the US Freedom of Information Act. 
The book also appears to have had 
the age of the child Fatima wrong 
and several photos used as 
illustrations in the book, including of 
the child, are incorrect. Fortunately, 
these errors are minor compared to 
the main findings. 
 
The main force of the “Hit & Run” 
allegations does not start until chap-
ters 8-12 of the Inquiry Report: the 
actions of SAS officers in response 
to reports of civilian casualties and 
the abuse of a prisoner. The book is 
found to be correct on nearly every 
point here. This is what the “Hit & 
Run” title of the book was about: 
NZDF not investigating the reports 
of civilian casualties (which at the 
time appeared twice in the New 
York Times), and the torture, and 
instead trying to pretend nothing 
had happened. 
 
Claimed Errors Not Accepted 
 
There are other issues where I do 
not agree with the Inquiry. We were 
never going to get every point over 
the line, against an army of lawyers 
and massive resources. I do not 
agree with the Inquiry Report on the 
dead child’s name, whether the 
acknowledged burning and blowing 
up of insurgents’ homes was deli-
berate, and the civilian status of 
various unarmed people who were 
killed, including four unarmed men 
shot in a separate valley and an 
unarmed man shot by an NZSAS 
sniper (the main areas of 
disagreement are listed in the below 
notes). The chapter 1 summary of 
findings gives a very one-sided 
account of these issues. Of the five 
“key allegations” on Operation Burn-
ham listed in Chapter 1 para 9, the 
Report finds the book correct or 
largely correct on three, 9(b), (d) 
and (e), we disagree on 9(c) and we 
had already conceded 9(a) in 2019. 
 
Mistreatment Of A Prisoner 
 
The Report devotes chapters 10 

and 11 to the subject of mistreat-
ment of a prisoner, agreeing in full 
with the allegations in the book 
about torture and assault. It finds 
that NZSAS delivered a prisoner to 
the National Directorate of Security 
(NDS) secret police in the know-
ledge that NDS was torturing priso-
ners. The prisoner was indeed tor-
tured and when NZDF learned this it 
did nothing about it. 
 
The Report says delivering a priso-
ner to possible torture makes New 
Zealand in breach of international 
law. When NZDF heard about the 
torture, it had an obligation to report 
the torture and investigate it, but it 
did not. The Report recommends 
that the Government take action on 
these breaches, including develo-
ping new policies, procedures and 
training programmes. This is a very 
important result. 
 
Thanks To The Key Whistle 
Blower 
 
The book and Inquiry would probab-
ly never have happened without the 
assistance of insiders. I especially 
thank my main confidential source – 
the person who first talked about 
“Operation Burnham” and a tortured 
prisoner called “Qari Miraj” – without 
whom the book would not have 
been written. He is an outstanding 
example of the importance of 
whistle blowers. Thanks to the nu-
merous other people who helped, 
notably lawyers Deborah Manning 
and Simon Lamain who represented 
the affected villagers. 
 
Background Notes 
 
Areas Where I Do Not Agree With 
The Inquiry Findings 
1. I believe that the NZSAS Joint 
Tactical Air Controller should have 
checked and questioned much more 
carefully before clearing the 1.19 
a.m. helicopter attack into the midst 
of a civilian village. NZDF shares 
responsibility for the civilian deaths 
and injuries in that village, and for 
the breach of international law that 
resulted. 
 
2. The Inquiry found that the 
NZSAS did not search for and give 
aid to the wounded during Ope-
ration Burnham, but accepts the 
NZDF’s excuses. I believe that gi-
ving aid during or at least soon after 
the operation was necessary moral-
ly and under international law. 
 
3. Four men were killed in a 
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separate valley, far from the NZ 
ground forces and posing no threat, 
by a US helicopter late in Operation 
Burnham. The attack was cleared 
by the NZ Commander. They were 
identified as being unarmed. In the 
absence of strong evidence to the 
contrary, the Inquiry should have 
concluded that they were civilians. 
They appear to have been persua-
ded not to conclude this as other-
wise it was a breach of the laws of 
war. 
 
4. The Inquiry found that the 
NZSAS ground force Commander 
ordered an NZSAS sniper to shoot 
an apparently unarmed man during 
Operation Burnham. The Report 
states that the Inquiry has been “un-
able to reach a definitive conclusion” 
on whether this man, Abdul 
Qayoom, was a civilian or an insur-
gent”. But, “although there are 
arguments either ways and reaching 
a view is not straightforward”, the 
Inquiry decided the ground force 
Commander’s decision was justified 
in case he turned out to be a threat. 
 
I believe that the man posed no 
immediate threat and there were 
other options available to continue 
to monitor him. I believe that if the 
Commander was in doubt about 
whether the man was a civilian, he 
should have erred on the side of not 
ordering the shooting. The troops 
were under specific orders from the 
US Commander to avoid civilian 
casualties. 

5. I believe that the NZSAS inflicted 
more damage to houses in the vil-
lages than can be accepted as 
necessary or accidental. Operation 
Burnham targeted the homes of two 
known insurgents (as stated in the 
book) and the NZSAS managed to 
burn down a substantial part of both 
of them. NZDF says both were ac-
cidental. With the first, Abdullah 
Kalta’s house, the NZSAS troopers 
set half the house on fire, blew open 
one wall trying to gain access, blew 
up more building walls a second 
time while disposing of some muni-
tions - all during Operation Burn-
ham - and then the remaining wing 
of the building was destroyed en-
tirely sometime more than a week 
later (the Report proposes, uncon-
vincingly, that it may have fallen 
down on its own). 
 
With the second house, Naimatul-
lah’s, the Report says an NZSAS 
officer saw a small fire had started 
inside but told the Inquiry there was 
no time to put it out and that NZSAS 
are not trained to put out fires. 
These five separate pieces of da-
mage seem too much to be credibly 
dismissed as accidents. Most 
NZSAS missions involved no such 
damage to buildings. I believe that 
the Inquiry gave NZDF too much 
benefit of the doubt. 
 
Other Important Parts  
Of The Report 
 
Video Evidence Hidden By  NZSAS: 

The video showing the funeral of a 
child following Operation Burnham 
was obtained by NZSAS staff in 
Afghanistan shortly after the raid, 
but mysteriously could not be found 
in the NZSAS records when the 
Inquiry asked for it. The Report 
says: “This raises an obvious ques-
tion: why was NZDF unable to 
produce the funeral video from its 
systems when it had been able to 
produce other videos provided to 
Task Force 81 at the same time? In 
the circumstances, we consider the 
most likely explanation is that the 
funeral video was deleted or 
misfiled, most likely in Afghanistan”. 
“All witnesses who recalled the 
video continued to believe that it 
showed the funeral of a child”. The 
video “had a file name indicating 
that it may have shown casualties of 
Operation Burnham”. 
 
CRU-Led: NZDF repeatedly 
claimed, including in written 
briefings for the Minister of Defence 
and Prime Minister, that Operation 
Burnham was “CRU-led” (referring 
to an Afghan Police commando unit) 
and only supported by the NZSAS. 
The implication was that the NZSAS 
was not responsible for what hap-
pened. However, the Inquiry says 
that “to suggest that the CRU 
planned or led the operation, or 
were even involved in planning or 
leading of the operation in a mean-
ingful way, is simply inaccurate and 
misleading”. 
 

Sharon Murdoch, 2/8/20  
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The Inquiry’s Recommendations:  
Chapter 12 of the Report has impor-
tant recommendations. The Com-
missioners say: “We have not ar-
rived at our views lightly. Change is 
necessary”. They make four main 
recommendations: 
 
1. that the Minister of Defence take 
steps to satisfy him or herself that 
NZDF’s 
 
 a) organisational structure and 
  
 b) record-keeping and retrieval 

systems are in accordance with 
international best practice and 
are sufficient to remove or re-
duce the possibility of organisa-
tional and administrative failings 
of the type identified in this Re-
port; for instance, the Commis-

sioners expressed concern about 
“a culture of exclusivity and se-
crecy associated with the 
NZSAS”; 

 
2. the establishment, by legislation, 
of an office of Independent Inspec-
tor-General of Defence “to be loca-
ted outside the NZDF organisational 
structure”; and 
 
3. NZDF produce a Defence Force 
Order “setting out how allegations of 
civilian casualties should be dealt 
with”.  
 
4. the Government develop and 
promulgate effective policies and 
procedures for people detained in 
overseas operations. 
 
These are very serious recommen-

dations, reflecting the seriousness 
of NZDF’s wrongdoing. 
 
The Role Of “Crown” Lawyers 
 
Throughout the Inquiry a team of 
lawyers representing the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs and Trade (MFAT), 
Department of Prime Minister and 
Cabinet and intelligence agencies 
made submissions and spoke at 
hearings, in virtually every instance 
presenting legal advice that implied 
that NZDF had at no stage done 
anything wrong. The Inquiry has 
concluded that these “Crown” posi-
tions are in various instances in-
correct. The activities of this pro-
NZDF public service group, resisting 
all suggestions that NZDF had done 
wrong, is a worrying situation re-
vealed by the Inquiry process. ■ 

A second Inquiry into civilian 
casualties and torture of a prisoner, 
conducted by the Inspector-General 
of Intelligence and Security (IGIS), 
was also released at the end of July 
2020, at the same time as the Ope-
ration Burnham Inquiry Report. The 
Report looks at the actions of the 
two main New Zealand intelligence 
agencies, the Security Intelligence 
Service (NZSIS) and the Govern-
ment Communications Security Bu-
reau (GCSB), both of which had 
staff in Afghanistan assisting the 
NZDF military operations. It is a 
sister Inquiry to the Operation Burn-
ham Inquiry. 
 
The IGIS Report independently con-
firms the two main allegations in the 
book “Hit & Run”: that there were 
strong reports of civilian casualties 
after Operation Burnham that 

should have been investigated by 
New Zealand agencies but were 
not; and that New Zealand 
authorities handed over a prisoner 
to the Afghan secret police when 
there was a high risk he would be 
tortured, and then did nothing when 
they learned he had been tortured. 
 
Operation Burnham 
 
The IGIS Inquiry found that both the 
NZSIS and GCSB staff gathered in-
telligence in preparation for Opera-
tion Burnham and then helped as-
sess the casualties and damage in 
the days afterwards. The Inquiry 
finds, based on intelligence agency 
records, that “it soon became appa-
rent from intelligence reports that 
none of the targeted insurgent lead-
ers had been killed in the raid on the 
village”. 

 
The Report states: “it is indisputable 
on the evidence we saw that the 
reasonable possibility of some civi-
lian casualties was known to the 
intelligence agencies shortly after 
Operation Burnham. We found 
civilian casualties were referenced 
in a significant volume of intelli-
gence available to them”. In other 
words, the people responsible for 
collecting intelligence were well 
aware of the civilian casualty reports 
from soon after the NZSAS raid. 
Moreover, the IGIS Report says: 
“We saw evidence that at least two 
Wellington (GCSB) team employees 
were concerned about the deaths of 
civilians and raised this with ma-
nagement”. But IGIS finds that the 
agencies took no action on the 
reports. 
 
Civilian Casualties 
 
The Report concludes: “Both agen-
cies actively supported preparations 
for Operation Burnham. Afterwards, 
there was a consistent theme of 
civilian deaths in the totality of the 
intelligence they held. In all the 
circumstances, and given the extent 
and nature of their involvement, the 
New Zealand intelligence agencies 
should have taken a broader and 
more proactive approach to their 
role at that point. This means more 
than accurately reporting the intelli-
gence to interested partners by 
standard methods”. 
 
“In the Inquiry’s view the NZSIS and 
the GCSB were especially well 
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placed to ask the following ques-
tions in wider Government circles: 
did the reasonable possibility that 
plainly innocent civilians were killed 
in the NZDF led operation, to which 
they contributed, require any part of 
the New Zealand Government (as a 
matter of law or ethics or State sec-
tor propriety) to take any further 
steps? In particular, should anyone 
assess whether civilians have been 
injured or killed? Should Ministers 
receive a focussed briefing on the 
picture of civilian casualties, and/or 
should legal advice be obtained?”. 
 
Prisoner Torture 
 
As with Operation Burnham, the 
IGIS Report finds that the NZSIS 
and GCSB staff played “a significant 
role” in the capture of the known 
insurgent Qari Miraj. An NZSIS 
officer was involved in decisions to 
hand over New Zealand prisoners to 
the Afghan National Directorate of 
Security (NDS). Two weeks later 
NZSIS “released a report of a 
confession made by Miraj... which 
had been ‘officially passed to NZSIS 
by a senior NDS Officer’.... Manage-
ment within the NZSIS and the 
GCSB raised no questions about 
the conditions under which the 
confession report was obtained”. 
 
Reports of torture emerged soon 
afterwards. “In late February 2011... 

New Zealand Government officials 
became aware of information that 
included an allegation of Miraj’s tor-
ture while in NDS custody. The 
suggestion was that the torture had 
led to Miraj’s earlier confession”. 
“On 25 February the GCSB recor-
ded this torture allegation in a docu-
ment which it shared within the New 
Zealand Government”. 
 
Again, the IGIS Inquiry “heard evi-
dence from some members of the 
Wellington team that they were 
shocked by the allegation of torture. 
The Team Leader took immediate 
steps, on 25 February2011, to in-
form senior managers of the alle-
gation.”. “The GCSB ensured that 
the record of the torture allegation 
was shared appropriately with other 
Government agencies. The Team 
Leader of the GCSB team addi-
tionally took the proper step of 
drawing the attention of senior ma-
nagement to the report”. 
 
But no practical action of any sort 
was taken. Meanwhile: “The Inquiry 
found that the NZSIS did not turn its 
mind to the question whether there 
was any realistic risk Miraj’s confes-
sion was obtained as the result of 
torture or mistreatment, and if so, 
whether that led to any subsequent 
responsibilities, legal or ethical, in 
the particular circumstances”. 
“NZSIS receipt of the report from 

NDS did not trigger any processes 
within the NZSIS to check whether 
there was an inherent risk of abuse 
associated with the confession re-
port. As with the GCSB the organi-
sational response to the confession 
was the operational consumption of 
the intelligence it contained”. 
 
Instead, the IGIS Inquiry found that 
the NZSIS was encouraging the 
NDS, “on behalf of the New Zealand 
Government”, to continue to detain 
the prisoner. “In the Inquiry’s view, 
these facts squarely put a duty on 
the New Zealand Government, 
through its relevant officials, to 
assure itself that there was no real 
risk that Miraj was being tortured or 
mistreated”. 
 
“In particular, we are concerned that 
despite the concerted effort to keep 
this particular individual in custody, 
NZSIS did not, either separately or 
in conjunction with other New 
Zealand agencies, identify any res-
ponsibility to ensure the New 
Zealand Government understood 
the conditions of Miraj’s detention 
and to assess whether they were 
appropriate in light of New 
Zealand’s legal obligations”. The 
IGIS Report says: “We conclude 
that NZSIS simply failed to see for 
itself the significance of the reported 
allegation of torture”. “The NZSIS 
should have recognised that it 
needed to undertake due diligence 
with respect to the serious risk of 
mistreatment to Miraj even if NZDF, 
MFAT and others failed to do so”. 
 
I thank the IGIS for all the work it did 
to investigate these events and then 
make them available to the public in 
an unclassified form. The intelli-
gence agencies, of course, dislike 
being criticised, but this Report is 
practical and fair and will help future 
intelligence staff to do their jobs 
better. It shows the great value of an 
independent Inspector-General of 
Intelligence and Security. It is very 
important that intelligence agency 
actions can be reviewed in this way. 
■ 
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KILLER ROBOTS 
Growing Support For 

Ban, But NZ’s Stance 

Remains Weak 
By Aotearoa New Zealand Campaign to Stop 

Killer Robots, 11/8/20 

 
 
Link to share: https://www.faceboo 
k.com/notes/peace-movement-aote 
aroa/killer-robots-growing-support-f 
or-a-ban-but-new-zealands-stance-
remains-weak/3213233385397443 
Tweet: https://twitter.com/PeaceMo 
vementA/status/129298287004720 
7424 
 
An increasing number of states 
have affirmed the need to take ac-
tion to protect humanity from the es-
calating threat of fully autonomous 
weapons, but New Zealand is re-
grettably not among them. Fully 
autonomous weapons - known as 
killer robots - are weapons systems 
that select and engage targets with-
out any meaningful human control. 
Such weapons are unacceptable, 
and there is an increasingly urgent 
need to prevent their development 
and deployment. 
 
“Stopping Killer Robots: Country Po-
sitions On Banning Fully Autono-
mous Weapons And Retaining Hu-
man Control”1, a new report re-
leased in August 2020 by Human 
Rights Watch, reviews the policies 
of the 97 countries that have public-
ly elaborated their views on killer 
robots since 2013. The vast majority 
regard human control and decision-
making as critical to the acceptabi-
lity and legality of weapons systems. 
Most of these countries have ex-
pressed their desire for a new treaty 
to retain human control over the use 
of armed force, including 30 states 
that explicitly seek to ban fully auto-
nomous weapons. 
 
“Removing human control from the 
use of force is now widely regarded 
as a grave threat to humanity that, 
like climate change, deserves ur-
gent multilateral action”, Mary 
Wareham, Arms Division Advocacy 
Director at Human Rights Watch 
and Coordinator of the global Cam-
paign to Stop Killer Robots (KRC), 
said. “An international ban treaty is 
the only effective way to deal with 
the serious challenges raised by 
fully autonomous weapons.”2 

Disappointingly Weak 
Despite repeated calls from the 
Aotearoa New Zealand Campaign to 
Stop Killer Robots (ANZKRC) and 
others for New Zealand to take ac-
tion on killer robots at both the na-
tional and international levels, New 
Zealand’s stance remains disap-
pointingly weak. In 2013, the Go-
vernment stated it would develop 
national policy on killer robots3 but 
this has not yet been done. New 
Zealand diplomatic representatives 
have stated in international forums 
that governments should work with 
civil society to develop and imple-
ment effective solutions to the chal-
lenges raised by new technologies 
such as fully autonomous weapons4, 
but this has not happened to any 
discernible degree. 
 
While New Zealand has been pre-
sent at the eight Convention on 
Conventional Weapons (CCW) 
meetings on fully autonomous wea-
pons systems from 2014 to 2019, it 
has not spoken up in support of the 
states who are advocating for new 
international law to ensure meaning-
ful human control over the use of 
armed force is retained into the fu-
ture, and to prohibit the develop-
ment and deployment of killer 
robots. 
 
Instead, in April 2019, the Minister 
for Disarmament and Arms Control 
said “our view is that international 
law already sets limits” on such 
weapons and that New Zealand 
would focus on using existing law 
“to make sure there will always be 
meaningful human control over wea-
pons incorporating autonomy”.5 In 
response, during a Foreign Affairs 
Select Committee hearing on fully 
autonomous weapon systems in 
May 20196, Committee members 
repeatedly urged New Zealand to 

take a principled position on fully 
autonomous weapon systems, but 
there has been no progress since 
then. 
 
It is particularly disappointing that 
New Zealand - which has in the past 
taken a leading role in the develop-
ment of new humanitarian disarma-
ment law to prohibit particularly 
harmful weapons (for example, 
being actively involved in the nego-
tiations for the 2008 Convention on 
Cluster Munitions and the 2017 
Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear 
Weapons) - has remained on the 
side lines of the international debate 
about killer robots. 
 
Two Priorities For Action 
The 2020 election provide(d) an 
opportunity for all who are con-
cerned about the development and 
deployment of fully autonomous 
weapons systems to check out 
political parties’ positions on killer 
robots by asking questions based 
on the ANZKRC’s two priorities for 
action: 

• development of national policy 
leading to legislation to prohibit the 
development, production or use of 
fully autonomous weapons systems 
in Aotearoa New Zealand; and 

• for New Zealand to fully support 
the immediate start of negotiations 
on a new international treaty to 
prohibit autonomous weapons and 
to retain meaningful human control 
over the use of armed force. 
 
Further Information 
Aotearoa New Zealand Campaign 
on Killer Robots, http://stopkillerrobo 
ts.org.nz ; Campaign to Stop Killer 
Robots, http://www.stopkillerrobots. 
org ; Human Rights Watch reporting 
on killer robots, https://www.hrw.org/
topic/arms/killer-robots 

https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fnotes%2Fpeace-movement-aotearoa%2Fkiller-robots-growing-support-for-a-ban-but-new-zealands-stance-remains-weak%2F3213233385397443&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca51cd08d969b4045a91008d83e
https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fnotes%2Fpeace-movement-aotearoa%2Fkiller-robots-growing-support-for-a-ban-but-new-zealands-stance-remains-weak%2F3213233385397443&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca51cd08d969b4045a91008d83e
https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fnotes%2Fpeace-movement-aotearoa%2Fkiller-robots-growing-support-for-a-ban-but-new-zealands-stance-remains-weak%2F3213233385397443&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca51cd08d969b4045a91008d83e
https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fnotes%2Fpeace-movement-aotearoa%2Fkiller-robots-growing-support-for-a-ban-but-new-zealands-stance-remains-weak%2F3213233385397443&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca51cd08d969b4045a91008d83e
https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fnotes%2Fpeace-movement-aotearoa%2Fkiller-robots-growing-support-for-a-ban-but-new-zealands-stance-remains-weak%2F3213233385397443&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca51cd08d969b4045a91008d83e
https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FPeaceMovementA%2Fstatus%2F1292982870047207424&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca51cd08d969b4045a91008d83e640a8b%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637327946690698485&sdata=50tL2jWAen9F
https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FPeaceMovementA%2Fstatus%2F1292982870047207424&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca51cd08d969b4045a91008d83e640a8b%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637327946690698485&sdata=50tL2jWAen9F
https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FPeaceMovementA%2Fstatus%2F1292982870047207424&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca51cd08d969b4045a91008d83e640a8b%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637327946690698485&sdata=50tL2jWAen9F
https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.stopkillerrobots.org%2F&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca51cd08d969b4045a91008d83e640a8b%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637327946690708481&sdata=94UG0jf5zjXSvbLoS%2B1uWCwm1jLkmIa5aYLxzqO%2BH
https://eur04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.stopkillerrobots.org%2F&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ca51cd08d969b4045a91008d83e640a8b%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637327946690708481&sdata=94UG0jf5zjXSvbLoS%2B1uWCwm1jLkmIa5aYLxzqO%2BH


 

      15 

 

Peace Researcher  60       November  2020 

 

HIROSHIMA & NAGASAKI 
 

CHRISTCHURCH REMEMBERS  
By Marcus Coll 

Researcher, Disarmament and Security Centre, Christchurch 

 
On August 9 2020 (Nagasaki Day), over 200 people 
gathered at the World Peace Bell in Christchurch’s Bo-
tanic Gardens to commemorate the 75th anniversary of 
the atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Held 
every year since 1976, the ceremonies are attended by 
people of all ages, Members of Parliament and City 
Councillors, to keep alive memories of the horror and 
destruction that the two nuclear weapons inflicted on 
Japanese civilians. 
 
Christchurch Councillor Jimmy Chen spoke on behalf of 

the Mayor Lianne Dalziel and the City. He stressed the 
need to spread peace and disarmament education to 
younger generations and the importance of comme-
moration ceremonies such as the one which was held. 
He then rang the World Peace Bell initiating a minute’s 
silence. 
 
With the lighting of candles and lanterns placed under 
the Peace Bell, acknowledgments were given to all 
hibakusha (atomic bomb survivors) around the world, 
especially in Japan and across the Pacific. University of 
Canterbury postgraduate student Olivia Shimasaki read 
an excerpt from hibakusha Bun Hashizume’s book, “The 
Day The Sun Fell”, and Year 13 student Sarina Mackey 
gave a speech on behalf of hibakusha Takaaki 
Morikawa. 
 
Disarmament verification expert Angela Woodward 
spoke of the current state of arms proliferation across 
the nine nuclear-armed states and their moves to up-
grade their respective nuclear arsenals. New Zealand 
remains strongly committed to its iconic nuclear-free 
legislation adopted in 1987 and welcomed the rati-
fication of the United Nations Treaty on the Prohibition 
of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) by three more states - 
Ireland, Nigeria, and Niue - on the anniversary of the 
bombing of Hiroshima on August 6th. 
 
Christchurch has a long history as a bastion of anti-
nuclear activity, becoming New Zealand’s first nuclear-
free city in 1982, and the country’s first Peace City in 
2002. The World Peace Bell was unveiled in the heart of 
the central city’s Botanic Gardens in 2006 and has 
served as a site to commemorate significant days for 
peace throughout the year. This year’s commemora-
tions also had singing, and a reading from Alison Locke, 
daughter of well-known peace campaigner Elsie Locke. 
People were then invited to ring the Peace Bell and 
place flowers in the River Avon in tribute to the victims 
of the atomic bombings some 75 years ago. 
 
 

HAWKES BAY REMEMBERS 
By Liz Remmerswaal 
National Director, World BEYOND War Aotearoa/New Zealand; Board 

member, World Beyond War 

 
The 75th anniversaries of the deadly nuclear bombs 
which were dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki were 
commemorated in August 2020 all over the world in a 
variety of ways. In Hawke's Bay, kaka beak plants were 
presented to the Mayors of Napier and Hastings which 
will be the first plants to go in two Peace Gardens in the 
cities. World Beyond War Aotearoa is working with the 
Environment Justice and Peace Network and other 
community groups to create special places of peace for 
all-comers.  ■ 

References 
1 ‘Stopping Killer Robots: Country Posit-

ions on Banning Fully Autonomous 
Weapons and Retaining Human Con-
trol’, Human Rights Watch, 10/8/20, 
https://www.hrw. org/node/375914 

2 As at note above 
3 Minister of Foreign Affairs’ reply to 

Aotearoa New Zealand Campaign to 

Stop Killer Robots, 12/7/13, available 
at http://stopkill errobots.org.nz 

4 See, for example, New Zealand State-
ment to the UN General Assembly 
First Committee on Disarmament and 
International Security, 30/10/13, http://
www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/do 
cuments/Disarmament-fora/1com/1co 
m13/statements/30Oct_NZ.pdf 

5 Minister for Disarmament  and Arms 
Control’s reply to Aotearoa New Zea-
land Campaign to Stop Killer Robots, 
16/4/19, available at http://stopkiller 
robots.org.nz 

6 Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade 
Select Committee Briefing on autono-
mous weapon systems, 2/5/19, avail-

able at http://stopkillerrobots.org.nz  ■ 
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GCSB Has “No Clues” About 
Cyber Attacks 
 
Over recent years the Government 
Communications Security Bureau 
(GCSB) has touted its role as defen-
der of NZ cyber-security. But when 
the NZ Stock Exchange (NZX) came 
under attack at the end of August 
2020, Andrew Little, the Minister 
responsible for the GCSB, told Ra-
dio NZ that the organisation had “no 
clues” about who was responsible 
for the attacks (Stuff, 31/8/20). 
 
RNZ itself, the Stuff Website and 
some NZ banks also reported at-
tempts to hack them. The NZX had 
to shut down trading for short pe-
riods on successive days. General-
ly, opinion is that the attacks were 
motivated with criminal intent; hack-
ers trying to get financial advantage. 
However, given that this took place 
in election year, and the appalling 
advantages given to Brexiteers and 
Trump in voting situations, Kiwis 
need to be confident that hackers 
will not have undue influence in our 
domestic political affairs. 
 
Andrew Hampton, GCSB Director, 
was significantly unforthcoming on 
the reported cyber-attacks. Peace 
Researcher (PR) has frequently cri-
ticised his public talks and media 
releases as blatant attempts to pro-
mote the organisation and embed its 
place in NZ business infrastructure. 
GCSB, with its arcane operations 
and lack of transparency, is not an 
agency to be relied upon. 
 
It should be noted also that many 
attacks go unreported. The Press 
(1/8/20) reported that gangs of 
cyber-criminals forced British com-
panies to pay out millions of pounds 
in ransoms to prevent distributed 
denial-of-service (DDoS) attacks 
and that many companies are fear-
ful of public embarrassment and 
keep such transactions secret.   
 
NZ And Aussie Support Drone 
Weapon Development 
 
Around the world a vastly expanding 
use of drone attacks is occurring; for 
the military, the weapons are cheap, 
easy to use, have no risk for opera-
tors (except perhaps post-traumatic 

stress disorder [PTSD]) and can be 
covert and deniable. Attacks by 
drone increased significantly under 
Obama and more under Trump. 
What is less known is the contribu-
tion this country and Australia are 
making to the development of these 
weapons of often indiscriminate 
slaughter. 
 
According to the NZ Herald 
(24/7/20), “NZ-designed light aircraft 
… have been converted into drones 
for the Chinese military”. The adap-
tation of the Pacific Aerospace P-
750 is cited by Canterbury Univer-
sity China researcher Anne-Marie 
Brady (see further reference to 
Brady below). The Hamilton-based 
plane builder is part owned by a 
Chinese State company that Brady 
says specialises in developing un-
manned aerial vehicles for military 
purposes. However, the P-750 de-
velopment is probably more for car-
go than use as a primary attack 
vehicle. 
 
On the other hand, “Australia has 
unveiled an artificially intelligent 
drone designed to operate in 
swarms to overwhelm enemy defen-
ces” according to a report in the 
Press (8/5/20). A primary aim of the 
weapon is reconnaissance, decoy, 
and electronic warfare operations. It 
does not need even a remote pilot; it 
is essentially guided by an artificial 
intelligence system, and has a 
range of about 3,500 kilometres. It is 
not clear whether the vehicle can 
carry missiles or cannon.    
 
Huge Increases In Funding For 
Spooks Again 
 
If you thought that having a Labour-
led government would cut the large 
amounts of money dished out to our 
spies, think again.  The increases in 
Budget funding for the GCSB and 
the Security Intelligence Service 
(SIS) are enormous. It is abundantly 
clear that Labour has enthusiastical-
ly bought into (literally) the Five 
Eyes circus and the expansion of 
domestic spookery (although the lat-
ter was probably predictable given 
the tragedy at the Christchurch 
Mosque in March 2019). 
 
Grant Robertson has expanded the 
GCSB budget from $122.6 million in 
2019-20 to $221.4 million for 2020-
21; this is an increase of 100 million 
dollars! In 2019-20 the SIS spent 
$85.7 million and got an extra $23 
million for 2020-21 to make a total of 
$108.7 million. For the current finan-

cial year our spies will spend 330 
million dollars (including capital ex-
penditure) with virtually no questions 
asked.   
 
More Crap Emerges In SIS 
History 
 
Dangerous peace and environmen-
tal protestors get serious Security 
Intelligence Service attention, but 
girls being sexually abused don’t 
rate. A former SIS agent has said 
that he was involved in a covert 
operation in the late 1980s and early 
90s that involved entering a home 
where clear evidence of abuse was 
found. He took numerous photo-
graphs showing sexual abuse was 
occurring. 
 
But the spook said he was ignored 
when reporting the situation to his 
supervisor at the time; he wanted to 
involve the Police. According to 
RNZ, (24/9/20) it wasn't until years 
later that the abuser was convicted 
for sex crimes, including rape, 
against his daughter. And the former 
agent said that ever since he had 
been "deeply troubled by the failure 
of the Service to protect the young 
woman". 
 
RNZ has also reported that the for-
mer SIS agent, who cannot be iden-
tified for legal reasons, believed the 
spy agency threatened him when he 
tried to speak out about the issue in 
2020. After the former agent went to 
the Inspector-General of Intelli-
gence and Security, the SIS wrote 
to him warning about the conse-
quences of releasing classified infor-
mation. In a letter to the former 
agent, which has been viewed by 
RNZ, SIS Director-General Rebecca 
Kitteridge said that following "recent 
media commentary" about SIS acti-
vities between the 1950s and the 
1990s she was writing to a "range of 
people" who had access to classi-
fied information. 
 
She said the obligation to protect 
classified information was lifelong 
and failure to do so could have "se-
rious implications" for the New Zea-
land government. "We take any 
failure to comply with undertakings 
to protect classified information very 
seriously. This includes considera-
tion of referral to New Zealand 
Police for investigation of any crimi-
nal wrongdoing" (RNZ). The whistle-
blower took this as a threat (RNZ, 
24/9/20). The former spy, who 
worked in a covert role for the SIS 
between 1986 and 1992, wrote that 
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one of the operations "involved very 
serious ethical and moral issues and 
a failure of the Service to ensure the 
protection and safety of a young 
woman". 
 
This spy with the bad conscience 
had carried out more than 1000 
covert operations for the Police and 
SIS). Why the SIS was breaking into 
the person’s home was not re-
vealed. But the number of opera-
tions cited is astounding. Just who 
were the spooks targeting on such a 
massive scale in these years? Mi-
nister for Spook Coverups, Andrew 
Little, said he did not know the 
details of the offending but said the 
SIS would handle it differently today 
(why does PR feel less than com-
forted by this?).   
 
NZ In Afghanistan: It’s A Disgrace 
 
A damning Report into a 2010 raid 
in Afghanistan led by New Zealand 
special forces has revealed an Af-
ghan child was among at least eight 
people killed in the operation and 
that the Defence Force misled se-
nior leaders and Ministers about the 
incident. The raid  took place on 21-
22 August 2010 in Tirgiran Valley, 
Afghanistan. 
 
Several Afghan men were killed in 
the Special Air Service (SAS) raid, 
the subject of “Hit & Run” the Nicky 
Hager/Jon Stephenson book which 
revealed the story (see Nicky’s arti-
cle, elsewhere in this issue, for 
detailed comment on the Inquiry 
findings). The Operation Burnham 
Inquiry, carried out by Sir Geoffrey 
Palmer and Sir Terence Arnold, did 
not confirm any of the victims to be 
insurgents. Two men had possible 
links to an insurgent group. Three 
more were later deemed by intel-
ligence to be insurgents but the 
Inquiry found there was insufficient 

evidence. 
 
Palmer and Arnold fudged the issue 
of the NZ Defence Force (NZDF) 
plotting to cover up casualties, but 
their Report said the NZDF never 
corrected claims made to the public 
and Ministers by its personnel that 
allegations of civilian casualties 
were “unfounded”. The Report found 
that the failures to properly pass in-
formation to senior NZDF leaders 
and Ministers meant they did not 
have the appropriate information 
and could not respond to Parliament 
or the media. “…senior NZDF per-
sonnel …advanced a false narrative, 
which misled Ministers and the pub-
lic and unfairly undermined public 
confidence in the accuracy of some 
aspects of (Nicky and Jon’s) work”. 
 
The Inquiry found that it was likely a 
female child possibly eight to ten 
years old was killed during the ope-
ration. It also considers that the way 
a prisoner was treated and handled 
shows New Zealand’s detention po-
licy was inappropriate and did not 
reflect New Zealand’s values. Cap-
tured insurgent Qari Miraj was han-
ded over to Afghan authorities 
based on the knowledge he was 
likely to be tortured (see Nicky’s 
article, elsewhere in this issue, on 
the separate Report into the same 
events by the Inspector-General of 
Intelligence and Security). 
 
The Report states: “Ministers were 
not able to exercise the democratic 
control of the military. The military 
do not exist for their own purpose, 
they are meant to be controlled by 
their Minister who is accountable to 
Parliament” (PR notes that if this is 
the case for NZ’s somewhat trans-
parent organisations, how can we 
possibly have any faith in Ministerial 
oversight of the covert spook agen-
cies?). 

The Government Inquiry made four 
recommendations: 
 

• An expert review group should 
look at NZDF’s organisational 
structure, record-keeping and re-
trieval processes. 

 

• An office of the Independent Ins-
pector-General of Defence (locat-
ed outside the NZDF organisatio-
nal structure) should be esta-
blished to facilitate independent 
oversight of NZDF and enhance 
its democratic accountability. 

 

• An NZDF order should be put into 
effect setting out how allegations 
of civilian casualties should be 
dealt with in-theatre and in New 
Zealand. 

 

• The Government should set ef-
fective detention policies and pro-
cedures in relation to people de-
tained by, or with the involvement 
of, New Zealand forces overseas 
and how allegations of torture by 
such persons are treated.   

 
SIS Saving Us From Chinese Data 
Collection 
 
The SIS is looking into a “huge leak” 
of data believed by some to be used 
by China's intelligence service. The 
information was initially leaked from 
Zhenhua Data, a company based in 
the southern China city of Shen-
zhen, to American academic Chris-
topher Balding, a researcher at the 
University of California, Irvine. More 
than 250,000 listings in the com-
pany's 2.4 million-strong Overseas 
Key Information Database (OKIDB) 
were given to Balding, who had 
worked in China until 2018, and ex-
tracted by Australian cybersecurity 
expert Rob Potter (RNZ, 16/9/20). 
 
The data leaked from Zhenhua Data 
is said to contain personal details of 
2.5 million people around the world, 
including politicians, their family 
members, judges, business people, 
journalists and criminals. Almost 800 
New Zealanders are featured on the 
list, including Jacinda Ardern and 
her family. According to the NZ 
Herald (16/9/20) the listings include 
town of residence, links to social 
media accounts and notes indicating 
a particular interest in job titles or 
criminal convictions for tax or traffic-
king offences. 
 
The newspaper reports particular in-
terest seems to have been paid to 
prominent executives in telecommu-NZ Herald, 2/3/20  
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nications, biotechnology and ven-
ture capital firms, along with foreign 
affairs diplomatic staff focused on 
China. According to Canterbury Uni-
versity Professor Anne-Marie Brady, 
who  has herself apparently been a 
victim of Chinese surveillance and/
or harassment, and who has been 
at the forefront of a campaign to 
publicise Chinese manipulation in 
NZ’s domestic affairs, this data held 
on prominent New Zealanders by a 
Chinese company (probably owned 
by the Chinese government) can be 
linked to attempts to influence New 
Zealand politics and business (RNZ, 
16/9/20). 
 
The leaked data included lists of 
New Zealanders identified by the 
Chinese company as "politically ex-
posed" and of "special interest" and 
includes senior court judges, former 
ambassadors and the present Am-
bassador to China. "This is evi-
dence, if any was needed, of the 
global reach of China's efforts to use 
political interference as a tool of fo-
reign policy," Brady said (RNZ, ibid). 
 
The Australian government in 2018 
introduced new laws to try to limit 
Chinese spying and interference. 
(Age, 14/7/20). The Age quotes the 
2019 book “Chinese Communist Es-
pionage: An Intelligence Primer”, by 
Americans Peter Mattis and Mat-
thew Brazil, which says China has 
more people engaged in its spying 
effort than any other country (PR 
notes that this may not be a surprise 
given how much larger the popu-
lation is). In November 2019 Can-
berra introduced measures to exa-
mine funding and research in uni-
versities that might have Chinese 
connections or funding (Press, 
16/11/19). 
 
In NZ there has been controversy 
over university research connected 
to Chinese companies but little pub-
lic reaction. Several leading National 
Party figures have close links with 
Chinese companies, and up until the 
2020 election, one National Party 
MP had been involved with a mili-
tary college which was associated 
with Chinese military intelligence. 
 
However, the database currently in 
question is apparently built with 
open-source information. SIS Direc-
tor-General Kitteridge said her orga-
nisation would be investigating the 
matter although the information was 
primarily drawn from publicly acces-
sible sources, such as social media 
and news reporting. In other words, 

pretty much what Facebook, Ama-
zon and co have on the average 
social media person, and certainly 
less than what NZ’s Five Eyes 
mates would have available in their 
astronomically sized databases.   
 
High Tech Surveillance At Work 
 
Big technology companies may al-
ready be complying with secret Chi-
nese requests for personal user in-
formation held by the companies in 
Hong Kong, a senior US State De-
partment official has said. This pro-
bable secret cooperation between 
major tech and social media compa-
nies and Hong Kong authorities fol-
lows the implementation of a sweep-
ing new national security law that 
allows Hong Kong authorities (ap-
pointed by Beijing) to demand any 
sensitive user data alleged to be “a 
threat to national security”. 
 
While some tech and social media 
companies, like Facebook, Google, 
and Microsoft, have said that they 
would hesitate to comply with any 
such Hong Kong data requests, in-
terviews with activists, legal experts, 
and   US government sources have 
raised doubts about whether they 
will, or can, refuse to supply the 
data. 
 
The Guardian reports the State De-
partment official as commenting: 
“There is a possibility that things are 
happening but because of the res-
trictions put on by the Hong Kong 
authorities, they (the companies) 
would not be able to divulge (their 
cooperation)….“The company would 
be told by mainland authorities ‘you 
will be breaking the (law) if you 
reveal the fact that I’m asking for 
this information,” the official said 
(Guardian, 30/9/20).   
 
Aussie Special Forces War 
Crimes 
 
While NZ has been conducting its 
“Hit & Run” Inquiry into unaccepta-
ble actions by our soldiers in Af-
ghanistan, Paul Brereton, the Aus-
tralian Defence Force Inspector-
General, has been conducting an 
inquiry since 2016 into allegations of 
war crimes by a small number of 
Australian special forces troops also 
in Afghanistan. Brereton – who is re-
ported to have interviewed some 
250 former and serving special for-
ces soldiers – is due (as PR is being 
written) to report to the Federal go-
vernment. There is speculation that 
the report could lead to significant 

reorganisation and reform of the 
elite units involved. 
 
The investigation has included look-
ing into the actions of Australian Vic-
toria Cross winner Ben Roberts-
Smith and other soldiers and reflect 
very badly on the usually idolised 
Australian special forces, including 
the Special Air Service, the regiment 
the Victoria Cross winner served in 
during six tours in Afghanistan. 
While Roberts-Smith is the highest 
profile member of Australian special 
forces in question, allegations of un-
necessarily brutal behaviour by 
other serving and former SAS and 
commando soldiers in Afghanistan 
are also being investigated – inclu-
ding for summarily executing, and 
otherwise abusing, unarmed sus-
pected militants and civilians (Guar-
dian, Australia 16/8/20). 
 
Spooky Bits in PR 59 (June 2020) 
reported that British detectives had 
found credible evidence that the UK 
government had covered up the kil-
ling of civilians by British troops in 
Iraq and Afghanistan, so this conti-
nued theme of war crimes by NZ/
UK/Australian soldiers participating 
in “other people’s wars” is very 
disturbing.   
 
High Tech Surveillance Expands 
Even More In Aussie 
 
Australian Signals Directorate 
(ASD), Australian Security Intelli-
gence Organisation (ASIO) and now 
the Aussie Police are rapidly expan-
ding their surveillance powers, a 
trend that shows no sign of dimini-
shing. The new cop capability will 
allow the Australian Federal Police 
(AFP) to penetrate the computer 
networks of criminals operating do-
mestically for the first time. Accor-
ding to the Sydney Morning Herald, 
the agency will be given $A88 
million to bolster its cyber capabi-
lities under a $A1.66 billion cyber-
security package unveiled in August 
2020 (SMH, 5/8/20). 
 
Significantly, and predictably, the 
justification for the powerful new cy-
ber tools is that they will enable the 
cops to break into the networks of 
online paedophiles and terrorists 
using computer servers on the "dark 
Web". Prime Minister Scott Morri-
son, a godly family man, says the 
new powers are needed to "track 
criminals in the darkest corners of 
the Internet to protect our families 
and children" (ibid.). Those protes-
ting against Government policies 

https://www.amazon.com.au/Chinese-Communist-Espionage-Intelligence-Primer/dp/1682473031
https://www.amazon.com.au/Chinese-Communist-Espionage-Intelligence-Primer/dp/1682473031
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can obviously rest easy. 
 
The strategy will put new obligations 
on the operators of critical infras-
tructure such as power plants, com-
munications and ports so they can 
better fend off serious cyber-attacks, 
including giving them $A66 million to 
assess their networks for vulnerabi-
lities. What is clear according to the 
SMH is the “…massive broadening 
of what is considered ‘critical infras-
tructure’ under laws passed in 2018, 
allowing the Home Affairs Minister 
to step in and compel the operators 
to improve their defences against 
‘sabotage and spying’”. 
 
Under a previous proposal floated 
within Government, the Australian 
Signals Directorate – Australia’s 
premier foreign cyber-intelligence 
agency – was to be enlisted by the 
security services, such as the AFP, 
to help track down serious criminals 
using domestic servers. Instead, un-
der this plan the AFP and the Aus-
tralian Criminal Intelligence Com-
mission will be given the tools and 
enhanced powers to go after indivi-
duals and networks engaging in 
serious criminal activity. 
 
The new laws, which will require 
warrants and oversight, would give 
law enforcement agencies the tools 
to more easily identify perpetrators 
during the initial stages of investi-
gation. Information collected under 
this new power would then help lead 
to Police making more targeted re-
quests for information under existing 
laws, such as interception and com-
puter access warrants.   
 
Expansion Of ASD And Its 
Oversight Agency 
 
Amid the escalating threat of cyber-
attacks against governments and 
critical infrastructure operators, (a 
threat that PR recognises as real 
and present), the Australian govern-
ment announced in June 2020 that 
the ASD would recruit 500 newly 
trained specialists at a cost of 
$A470 million. On the other side of 
the fence, the Inspector-General of 
Intelligence and Security, Margaret 
Stone, reiterated her call for an ad-
ditional five full-time staff members 
to deal with the increased workload 
from new tasks such as overseeing 
the encryption laws. "With the in-
creasing technical requirements for 
oversight, we will for instance need 
more technically competent, or ex-
pert staff …we will need more ex-
pertise than we currently have," she 

said (SMH, 5/8/20).   
 
ASD Dumps Official Historian 
 
While the Rightwing Morrison go-
vernment makes a pretence at en-
couraging transparency, the military 
historian contracted to write the 
Australian Signals Directorate’s offi-
cial history has been fired. Professor 
John Blaxland had been working on 
the two-volume book for more than 
a year when he was abruptly dis-
missed. The decision has stunned 
colleagues of Professor Blaxland, a 
former intelligence officer with the 
Australian Defence Force who pre-
viously co-authored “The Official 
History of ASIO”. 
 
ASD Director-General Rachel No-
ble, who has been the spook boss 
since February 2020, also claims to 
be in favour of introducing more 
transparency, but hasn’t explained 
the unexpected sacking of the his-
tory writer. The agency will go 
ahead with an official history but se-
curity sources said it wanted more 
control over the project (18/9/20). 
 
Some Government officials have ex-
pressed concern about the event at 
a time when they are trying to con-
vince the Australian public to extend 
the ASD’s powers. Under new laws 
the Federal government wants to 
pass before the end of 2020, the 
country's most important and sensi-
tive infrastructure operators will be 
required to provide details of their 
systems to the Government to 
create a "near real-time threat pic-
ture" (SMH, 18/9/20). 
 
And plans for ASD spooks to lend 
their “offensive capabilities” to the 
Federal Police to go after the com-
puter networks of individuals and 
networks engaging in “serious crimi-

nal activity” within Australia are 
widely opposed (note that NZ has 
already given the spooks both these 
powers). One of the most depres-
sing aspects of this is that the 
intrusive encryption snooping po-
wers given to ASIO and the Police 
have not been used because tech 
companies volunteer to assist the 
spying. 
 
Australia's domestic spy agency and 
Police forces have not needed to 
use compulsory powers to hack into 
messages under encryption laws 
passed in 2018, as tech companies 
have voluntarily allowed them to spy 
on targets instead (SMH, 7/8/20). It 
is not entirely clear whether the big 
techs have been enthusiastically co-
operating with the spooks or if it is a 
situation of jumping before being 
pushed. It should be noted that such 
voluntary action avoids the spooks 
having to go through a messy, and 
slightly more transparent, warrant 
route. 
 
Noble has declared the ASD has 
been collecting intelligence on Aus-
tralians for at least 20 years, saying 
it should not come as a surprise as 
it is laid bare in legislation. But un-
der current laws, the ASD can only 
spy on and hack into the systems of 
criminals, including Australians, who 
are overseas (SMH, 1/9/20). Again, 
Kiwis should be proud to be way 
ahead of the Aussies on this (not). 
 
Along with “Technical Assistance 
Requests” there are two compulsory 
encryption-subverting powers under 
the Act, which was rushed through 
Parliament at the end of 2018. Se-
curity agencies can order a "tech-
nical capability notice" (TCN) re-
quiring that service providers create 
new capabilities to gain access to 
encrypted messages, and a "tech-
nical assistance notice" (TAN), 
which compels companies to de-
crypt information when they have 
the existing means to do so. 
Currently the spooks are dete-
rminedly combatting a recommen-
dation from the Aussie IG for more 
oversight of the laws, arguing that it 
would make the approval of opera-
tions more difficult.   
 
ASIO Catches Chinese Spy 
 
ASIO Director-General Mike Bur-
gess announced in February 2020 
that the spies had uncovered cases 
where foreign spies have travelled 
to Australia with the intention of set-
ting up sophisticated hacking infras-

Rachel Noble, Director-General, 
Australian Signals Directorate (ASD), 
2020  
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tructure, targeting computers con-
taining sensitive and classified infor-
mation. Burgess also said a foreign 
intelligence service sent a "sleeper" 
agent to Australia, who lay dormant 
for many years and quietly built 
community and business links, while 
secretly maintaining contact with his 
offshore handlers (Sydney Morning 
Herald, 24/2/20). 
 
Analysis by officials of Brian Chen’s 
communications devices, travel and 
immigration records revealed that 
he adopted multiple identities, inclu-
ding as a paint brush manufacturing 
manager, military vehicle manufac-
turer and Hong Kong journalist. He 
also had a connection with the Chi-
nese military manufacturer Norinco. 
The agent started feeding his spy-
masters information about expa-
triate dissidents in Australia, which 
directly led to harassment of them 
and their relatives overseas. 
 
Brian Chen was stopped at Mel-
bourne Airport in March 2019 after 
ASIO learned of allegations he at-
tempted to recruit Liberal Party 
member Nick Zhao (Liberals are the 
ruling Party in Australia. Ed.). Mr 
Zhao died in March 2019 after aler-
ting ASIO that Mr Chen allegedly 
offered him $1 million if he ran for a 
seat in Federal Parliament. There is 
no suggestion that Mr Chen was 
involved in Mr Zhao's death. 
 
But the suspected spy was able to 
leave Australia after being ques-
tioned at the airport. According to 
ASIO, this exposed a gap in national 
security laws, requiring, naturally, 
more powers for the spooks. But 
ASIO already has the power to coer-
cively question suspected terrorists, 
and multiple state and federal agen-
cies can use such powers to inves-
tigate organised crime and cor-
ruption and, in some cases, issue 
questioning warrants as suspects 
seek to flee Australia. Another inter-
pretation would be that it was 
another ASIO cock-up.   
 
More On Anti-Democratic Aussie 
Spook Powers 
 
(The following is a summary of an 
article written by David Neal, a bar-
rister and co-chair of the Law Coun-
cil of Australia’s Criminal Law Com-
mittee, published by the Melbourne 
Age, 27/7/20). Australian Ministers 
meeting with their US counterparts 
in late July 2020 announced they 
would talk about dealing with key 
security issues in the region, in-

cluding the threat that Australia may 
be exposed to disinformation cam-
paigns designed to undermine de-
mocratic systems. They said that 
this threat will be defeated because 
of the countries’ liberal democratic 
values, open political systems, and 
the rule of law. 
 
But Neal writes that “a series of re-
cently passed or pending measures 
in the Commonwealth Parliament 
give rise to concerns about our own, 
home-grown authoritarianism”. They 
include a roll out of facial recognition 
technology, forcing technology com-
panies to decrypt information held 
on their customers’ computer sys-
tems, forcing technology companies 
to provide access to their custo-
mers’ cloud-based information with-
out notification to the owner of the 
information and extending ASIO’s 
compulsory questioning powers. 
“These measures raise serious 
questions about the border between 
citizens and Government, but the 
ASIO Bill is particularly worrying”. 
 
Unlike any of the other Five Eyes 
countries, ASIO was given power to 
compulsorily question people for up 
to seven days (PR emphasis) in re-
lation to terrorism offences. Neal 
says it might be accepted that ex-
treme violence justifies these extra-
ordinary powers but the "sweeping 
and vague" definitions used in pro-
posed bills to trigger the compulsory 
questioning power are unaccepta-
ble; prejudice Australia’s political, 
military or economic relations with 
another country; activities which are 
clandestine or deceptive and are de-
trimental to Australia’s interests 
(they echo the similarly unaccepta-
ble wide phraseology of NZ legisla-
tion already entrenched). 
 
ASIO would be allowed to compul-
sorily question anyone (PR em-
phasis) about these things – not just 
suspected offenders. This includes 
journalists, business people, univer-
sity academics and staff, lawyers, 
citizens, residents and visitors 
(again, echoing Police raids in NZ). 
ASIO would simply have to show 
the questioning would "substantially 
contribute to the collection of intelli-
gence" about foreign interference. 
The person could then be ques-
tioned for up to 40 hours (not inclu-
ding breaks). If the person refused 
to attend, they would be arrested. 
Refusal to answer or giving false or 
misleading answers would carry a 
maximum five-year sentence. 
 

Neal points out that rules that are 
fundamental to a democratic system 
are overturned by this Bill. People – 
including people already facing 
charges – will be compelled to pro-
vide evidence that may then be 
used to prosecute them. Powers of 
a defence lawyer are limited. The 
new Bill transfers the decision to is-
sue a questioning warrant from a 
judge to the Attorney-General (a po-
litical appointee). 
 
The Inspector-General of Intelli-
gence and Security has noted that 
this goes against trends for in-
creased requirements for external 
authorisation in other Five Eyes 
jurisdictions (Ed: which, however 
have doubtful efficacy). The new Bill 
also proposes to expand the ques-
tioning power to children who are at 
least 14 years old, but only to those 
engaged or likely to engage in acti-
vities prejudicial to the protection of 
Australia and people from politically 
motivated violence. 
 
Neal states that conferring a power 
to compulsorily question anyone 
about information which "prejudices 
Australia’s economic relations with 
another country", or activities which 
are "detrimental to Australia’s inte-
rests" is beyond the pale. And no 
other Five Eyes country goes so far. 
Genuinely liberal democracies 
guard against authoritarian mea-
sures. 
 
“The conduct of our security agen-
cies in relation to the bugging of the 
East Timor Parliament, the trials of 
Witness K and Bernard Collaery, the 
secret trial and imprisonment of a 
former intelligence officer, the recent 
search warrants executed on two 
journalists, and the prospect of char-
ges against one of them in relation 
to stories on suspected murders by 
Australian soldiers in Afghanistan 
show why we should not be lowe-
ring our guard”.   
 
Aussie Spies Review Kept From 
Public 
 
The Morrison government has been 
sitting on the results of a spook 
legislation review by former ASIO 
Director-General Dennis Richardson 
since the latter part of 2019. As PR 
is being written, Canberra is looking 
to pass significant laws before the 
end of 2020 that expand spook 
powers (see other items above). 
These include an overhaul of 
ASIO’s compulsory questioning 
powers and new cyber security laws 
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to protect the nation’s critical 
infrastructure. 
 
Australia, like NZ, has made a large 
number of “national security” legis-
lative changes in the last six years, 
most of which involve increasing 
agency surveillance powers. The 
Richardson review is expected to 
recommend an overhaul of national 
security laws to allow for “greater 
inter-operability and intelligence 
sharing between agencies” (Age, 
19/8/20). The Opposition Labor Par-
ty has been rightly making the point 
that withholding the report while 
planning related legislation is mani-
pulative and undemocratic.   
 
Murdoch’s Evil Influence 
 
As this article is being written, the 
USA has recorded the shameful 
statistic of more than 200,000 Covid
-19 deaths, and Trump continues to 
rant about Beijing’s responsibility for 
American citizens dying. But in a 
classic story of how such Rightwing 
propaganda is picked up and 
spreads around the world to fuel 
conspiracy stories in Trump’s Ame-
rica, the Guardian reported in May 
2020 that allegations of a Chinese 
cover up over the coronavirus were 
grossly, and purposefully, distorted. 
 
Rupert Murdoch’s Sydney tabloid, 
the Daily Telegraph, published a six 
page “bombshell” based on “a dos-
sier prepared by concerned Western 
governments” that exposed China’s 
“batty science” and backed up US 
claims that Beijing was covering up 
the true origin of Covid-19. This 
story was quickly seized upon by 
Rightwing media. The New York 
Post labelled it a ‘damning dossier’ 
and attributed it to Five Eyes intel-
ligence sources. Fox News reported 
it as objective evidence the corona-
virus came from a lab in Wuhan. 
 
The Murdoch story was mostly fabri-
cation. It was based on old infor-
mation, it had no direct evidence of 
a connection with Chinese labs, and 
it did not come from intelligence col-
lected by Five Eyes. The Guardian 
reports from unnamed official sour-
ces that the material had been pro-
duced by the US State Department 
as “a fairly straightforward timeline 
and summary of publicly available 
material” and that the material rele-
vant to the Wuhan lab leakage 
theory was only a small portion of 
the file, and it did not include any 
conclusive findings (Guardian, 26 
May 2020). 

The former Australian Prime Minis-
ter Kevin Rudd told the Guardian he 
believes the document “was leaked 
to News Corp in Australia with the 
clear intention that it would be fun-
nelled back into the American me-
dia, giving the appearance that Aus-
tralian spies were backing Trump’s 
claims”. In reality, though, “Austra-
lian intelligence officials don’t be-
lieve Trump at all”. 
 
Just like the glory days of the US 
Central Intelligence Agency when 
they were experts at placing inflam-
matory articles in news sources 
around the world so that they could 
be picked up and broadcast globally 
to buttress US propaganda.  Alter-
natively, if you are a Make America 
Great Again fanatic, the Guardian 
story could just be another example 
of how the “hard Left” is covering up 
the truth in its aim to impose socia-
lism on America and the rest of the 
world (Guardian 26/5/20).   
 
Five Eyes Spying Again Declared 
Illegal 
 
In a ruling handed down at the be-
ginning of September 2020, the US 
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Cir-
cuit said the warrantless telephone 
dragnet that secretly collected mil-
lions of Americans’ telephone re-
cords violated the Foreign Intelli-
gence Surveillance Act and may 
well have been unconstitutional 
(Reuters Website, 3/9/20). 
 
Significantly, for the citizens of Five 
Eyes countries, besides finding the 
spying illegal, the Court declared 
that the US intelligence leaders who 
publicly defended it were not telling 
the truth. Top intelligence officials, 
before Edward Snowden’s bomb-
shell leaks, publicly insisted the Na-
tional Security Agency never kno-
wingly collected information on 
Americans at all. Snowden, who fled 
to Russia in the aftermath of the 
2013 disclosures, still faces US es-
pionage charges. He has said on 
Twitter that the ruling was a vindica-
tion of his decision to go public with 
evidence of the National Security 
Agency’s domestic eavesdropping 
operation.   
 
More Dirty Politics From Trump 
 
This was written before the Novem-
ber 2020 US election. Ed. 
 
PR has referred several times to 
Trump’s manipulation of the Wa-
shington spy system (and hence, 

indirectly, NZ’s Five Eyes activities). 
The Trump Administration’s top in-
telligence official announced in late 
September 2020 that he had declas-
sified Russian intelligence alleging 
damaging information about Demo-
crats during the 2016 election, even 
though he acknowledged it might 
not be true. The statement was 
made in a letter to Rightwing Re-
publican, Senate Judiciary Commit-
tee Chairman Lindsey Graham, just 
hours before the first 2020 Presi-
dential debate which was widely 
criticised for the way Trump lied and 
bullied his aged Democratic oppo-
nent Joe Biden. 
 
Trump’s National Intelligence Direc-
tor, John Ratcliffe, said that in late 
July 2016, US intelligence agencies 
obtained “insight” into Russian spy-
craft alleging that Hillary Clinton, 
who was running for President, had 
“approved a campaign plan to stir 
up a scandal against” Trump. But 
Ratcliffe added that American intel-
ligence agencies do “not know the 
accuracy of this allegation or the ex-
tent to which the Russian intelli-
gence analysis may reflect exagge-
ration or fabrication” (Associated 
Press, reported in Huffington Post, 
30/9/20). 
 
The announcement, according to 
the AP, was a startling break from 
convention given that the nation’s 
intelligence chiefs generally do not 
publicly discuss sensitive uncon-
firmed intelligence material. But the 
President has appointed many 
Trump loyalists to leadership posi-
tions in Government agencies (often 
with no expertise in the roles) and 
Ratcliffe and his predecessor, Ri-
chard Grenell, have authorised a se-
ries of disclosures in recent months 
aimed at undermining the Russia 
investigation and providing a politi-
cal advantage to Trump. 
 
Another example of political manipu-
lation of spy data is cited by Nata-
sha Bertrand (Politico Website, 
1/9/20). She reports that one of 
Trump’s Twitter themes – often rei-
terated by Fox News – claims  that 
US intelligence shows that China 
would prefer a Joe Biden Pre-
sidency and is trying to help him 
win. But the intelligence community 
has said no such thing, according to 
public statements by the country’s 
top counterintelligence official Bill 
Evanina and multiple sources who 
have seen the underlying intelli-
gence. 
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Furthermore, according to the same 
source, national security officials 
and others briefed on the latest 
election threat intelligence are now 
expressing concern that the Trump 
Administration is trying to draw at-
tention away from the more acute 
threat posed by Moscow, which is 
again trying to boost Trump’s re-
election, they said. 
 
Even retired General Michael Hay-
den, former Director of the CIA 
under President George W Bush, 
has severely criticised Trump, parti-
cularly his “…disregard for the truth, 
his refusal to act against violent 
white supremacist groups and his 
disregard for America’s allies” (Huf-
fington Post, 7/10/20). In 2016, Hay-
den was among 50 former national 
security officials to sign a letter that 
Trump was a threat to the nation’s 
security and well-being. 
 
Meanwhile, Politico (18/8/20) repor-
ted that a US Senate committee has 
concluded that Paul Manafort, 
Trump’s 2016 Presidential Cam-
paign Chairperson  was a “grave 
counterintelligence threat” due to 
Russian contacts. Manafort worked 
closely with a Russian intelligence 
officer who may have been involved 
in the hack and release of Demo-
cratic emails during the election, the 
Senate Intelligence Committee con-
cluded in a bipartisan report.   

 
The Dangers Of The White Right 
 
White supremacists present the gra-
vest terror threat to the United 
States, according to a draft report 
from the Department of Homeland 
Security (DHS). Draft documents 

seen by Politico journalists describe 
the threat from white supremacists 
as the deadliest domestic terror 
threat facing the U.S., listed above 
the immediate danger from foreign 
terrorist groups (Politico, 4/9/20). 
 
The analysis seems to be consistent 
with earlier intelligence reports from 
DHS, the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation (FBI), and other law en-
forcement sources: that the most 
significant terror-related threat fa-
cing the US today comes from 
violent extremists who are motivated 
by white supremacy and other far-
Right ideological causes, a former 
counterterrorism official said.  None 
of the drafts Politico reviewed re-
ferred to a threat from Antifa (anti-
fascists. Ed.), the loose cohort of 
militant Left-leaning agitators who 
senior Trump Administration officials 
have described as domestic terro-
rists. Two of the drafts refer to extre-
mists trying to exploit the “social 
grievances” driving lawful protests. 
 
The alarming militancy of Rightwing 
groups is confirmed by an article in 
the Guardian (23/9/20) which re-
vealed that pro-Trump activists plot-
ted violence ahead of rallies in Port-
land, Oregon, in 2020. One group 
called Patriots Coalition suggested 
political assassinations and said 
“laws will be broken, people will get 
hurt”, leaked chat logs show. 
 
The leaked materials show Port-
land-area pro-Trump activists plan-
ning and training for violence, sour-
cing arms and ammunition and even 
suggesting political assassinations 
ahead of a series of contentious ral-
lies in the Oregon city. The chats on 

the GroupMe app, shared with the 
Guardian by the antifascist group 
Eugene Antifa, show conversations   
between  Oregon members of the 
Patriots Coalition growing more ex-
treme as they discuss armed con-
frontations with Leftwing Portland 
activists, and contain a considerable 
amount of online disinformation 
about protests and wildfires.   
 
More On Artificial Intelligence 
 
The Australian Human Rights Com-
mission has warned that the Federal 
government's growing reliance on 
artificial intelligence and automated 
decisions is dangerous and will 
increasingly put vulnerable Austra-
lians at risk. In an article in the Age 
(15/9/20), HR Commissioner Ed-
ward Santow stated that the risk is 
you have an AI decision-making 
system that gives a veneer of tech-
nological accuracy when, in fact, it 
may be less accurate than other 
analysis, and less effective than the 
conventional ways of making 
decisions. 
 
The Aussie government, in a pre-
vious cock-up, was forced to repay 
$A721 million to 373,000 Austra-
lians because of errors in the sys-
tem (the "robo-debt" scandal). 
People were hit with debt notices for 
alleged overpayments based on 
flawed calculations. AI is coming. 
Just another of a number of social 
change impacts of tech change that 
need a lot more examination and a 
lot more public debate.   ■ 
 
 
 
 
 

After virtually eradicating “the native 
inhabitants of the vast western terri-
tories of America”, the US em-
barked on “expansion beyond the 
continent” (“American Dream; Glo-
bal Nightmare”, Ziauddin Sardar & 
Merryl Wyn Davies, Icon Books, 
2004, p174). This expansion was ul-
timately “driven by desire for step-
ping-stones to the markets of Chi-
na” (ibid.). 

“From the moment the Soviet Union 
collapsed in 1991, the US has re-
lentlessly pursued a strategy of en-
circling Russia, just as it has with 
other perceived enemies like China 
and Iran. It has brought 12 countries 
in central Europe, all of them for-
merly allied with Moscow, into the 
NATO alliance. US military power is 
now  directly  on  Russia's  borders” 
(“The Globalisation Of War: Ameri-

ca's 'Long War' Against Humanity”, 
Michel Chossudovsky, Global Re-
search, 2015, quoting analyst Ste-
ven Kinzer, pxii). 
 
“Exposing Western hypocrisy – how 
much more exposed can they be? 
Which decent human being on 
Earth harbours any illusions about 
it? These are the people whose his-
tories are spongy with the blood of 
others. Colonialism, apartheid, sla-
very, ethnic cleansing, germ war-
fare, chemical weapons – they vir-
tually invented it all. They have 
plundered nations, snuffed out civili-
sations, exterminated entire popula-
tions. They stand on the world's 
stage stark naked but entirely un-
embarrassed, because they know 
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that they have more money, more 
food, and bigger bombs than any-
body else” (“The Cost Of Living” by 
Arundhati Roy, Flamingo, 1999, 
p144.  Roy is also the author of “The 
Ordinary Person's Guide To Em-
pire”, Harper Perennial, 2004). 
 
In delivering the 2020 Nelson Man-
dela Annual Lecture, held online for 
the first time, in light of the ongoing 
Covid-19 pandemic, United Nations 
(UN) Secretary-General Antonio Gu-
terres drew attention to the historic 
causes of so many of today's prob-
lems. He observed that: “The Global 
North, specifically my own continent 
of Europe, imposed colonial rule on 
much of the Global South for centu-
ries, through violence and coercion”. 
 
In confronting unjust legacies from 
the trans-Atlantic slave trade to the 
apartheid regime in South Africa, 
along with other similar challenges, 
we have to reassert “the importance 
of international cooperation and soli-
darity” (“‘Inequality Defines Our 
Time': UN Chief Delivers Hard-hit-
ting Mandela Day Message”)1. 
 

In the context of “NZ's economic re-
liance on China”, Dr John Battersby, 
a teaching fellow in Massey Univer-
sity's Centre for Defence and Secu-
rity Studies, states: “We are far 
more careful now in our 'criticism' of 
Chinese policy than we were in the 
1980s of the Americans, who we 
knew would tolerate our dis-
sent” (“Pandemic Should Not Make 
Us Blind To Other Security Threats”, 
Press, 22/7/20). 
 
Besides more cheer-leading for 
World War III, Dr Battersby helps 
perpetuate the local “conspiracy of 
silence” of academia and the politi-
cal Establishment on the well-docu-
mented US attempts to subvert our 
democracy and nuclear free zone in 
the 1980s (e.g., see some citation in 
“The ANZUS Crisis, Nuclear Visi-
ting, And Deterrence”, Michael 
Pugh, Cambridge University Press 
(CUP), 1989;  plus also the defunct 
NZ Monthly Review & Nuclear Free 
and the first series of Peace Re-
searcher). 
 
“The US and its allies have 
launched a military adventure which 
threatens the future of humanity…  
US and NATO forces have been de-
ployed in Eastern Europe, including 
Ukraine. US military intervention un-
der a humanitarian mandate is pro-
ceeding in sub-Saharan Africa. The 
US and its allies are threatening 

China under President Obama's 'Pi-
vot to Asia'. In turn, military ma-
noeuvres are being conducted at 
Russia's doorstep which could po-
tentially lead to escalation” (“The 
Globalisation Of War”. op. cit., pxi). 
 
(Russian President) Vladimir Putin 
warned that a Third World War 
“would lead to the end of civilisation” 
as he accused America of violating 
the nuclear balance” (“Putin Says 
US Is Spoiling For World War”, 
Press, 9/6/20). 
 
“It's you (US President Donald 
Trump) who have created the 
hate” (Mayor Ted Wheeler of Port-
land, Oregon, excoriating Trump du-
ring a press conference when ad-
dressing a shooting at a protest that 
left one person dead, during Black 
Lives Matter protests (per TV report, 
31/8/20). Portland has suffered from 
both race rioting and the terrible 
wildfires fuelled by global warming. 
 
''Two things are infinite, the universe 
and human stupidity, and I'm not 
sure about the universe” (Albert 
Einstein) 
 
 
Several Telling Events 
By October 2020, NZ society had 
processed some of the recent fall-
out stemming from being a member 
of the so-called “Five Eyes” club in 
the imperial Anglo-American axis of 
geopolitical power projection. There 
have been several telling events 
stemming from previous history. An 
official Inquiry into a joint American-
NZ “death squad” raid on a couple 
of re-mote villages in Afghanistan 
had condemned the NZ Defence 
Force in certain capacities regarding 
the conduct of so-called “Operation 
Burnham” and the civilian casualties 
inflicted. 
 
This inquiry was sparked by the in-
vestigative journalism book (“Hit & 
Run: The New Zealand SAS In Af-
ghanistan And The Meaning Of Ho-
nour”, Nicky Hager & Jon Stephen-
son, Potton & Burton, 2017). Certain 
interpretations aside, the official In-
quiry essentially validated the con-
cerns expressed in this book (see 
Nicky Hager’s article about the In-
quiry, elsewhere in this issue. Ed.). 
 
Staying with the issue of terrorism, 
the Australian terrorist gunman 
Brenton Tarrant has also received a 
life sentence without parole for his 
bloody white supremacist rampage 
at two Christchurch mosques. He 

had perpetrated his atrocities 
against our Muslim community in 
March 2019. His fascist creed, how-
ever, was not properly addressed by 
the media and the political Esta-
blishment (“Brenton Tarrant & The F 
Word. The Swastika In The Room”, 
Murray Horton, CAFCA press re-
lease, 28/8/20).2 

 
Meantime, although NZ has largely 
withdrawn from participation in con-
flicts in Afghanistan and Iraq, certain 
intelligence officers are still function-
ing in the Middle East theatre in 
service of State terrorist targeting 
and killing of American designated 
enemies3 (see: “New Zealand's Role 
In US Middle East Military Base” in 
Spooky Bits by Warren Thomson, 
Peace Researcher (PR), 59, June 
2020). We still have about 12 per-
sonnel in Afghanistan too. And, so, 
it goes . . . 
 
Endless Enemies 
As part of the Anglo-American em-
pire, NZ is constantly being lined up 
against new foes. The most imme-
diate prospective enemy emerging 
is China. There has been some 
redeployment and positioning of our 
diplomatic, aid, and military resour-
ces in the Western Pacific to try and 
help counter what are seen as in-
creasing intrusions by this rising 
power. NZ has been operating in 
close conjunction with its so-called 
“Five Eyes” partners. 
 
Meantime, old prejudices and anta-
gonisms have been reawakened, or 
are awakening. The roots of growing 
geopolitical confrontations run very 
deep indeed. While the international 
Black Lives Matter movement may 
have rallied many of us on the Left 
in active support, divisions in Ameri-
ca and elsewhere seem to be 
increasing.  In the context of mount-
ing global problems, we need to 
rally for urgent peace-making and 
conflict de-escalation. Unless we 
can devise new ways of positive en-
gagement internationally, the future 
can only get worse. Growing con-
frontations will otherwise inevitably 
deepen and sharpen into blatantly 
open, widespread, and destabilising 
hostilities. 
 
The Toxic Threat Of White 
Tribalism 
Meantime, in the wake of the 
sentencing of the Christchurch 
mosques mass murderer, Islamo-
phobia bubbles away under the sur-
face of NZ culture, sometimes 
breaking out into the open. For 
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example, Nelson Bible Baptist 
Church pastor Joe Flynn did a mail-
drop of some American anti-Islam 
leaflets “during the March 15 (2019) 
terror attacker's sentencing” (“Pas-
tor's Anti-Islam Leaflet Drop”, Press, 
2/9/20). 
 
His action was condemned by “a 
spokesman from Baptist Churches 
of NZ”, who explained that anyone 
can use the term “Baptist”, however 
flaky (ibid.). The Nelson pastor de-
fended his racism as “free speech”, 
a standard ploy of the far Right. The 
problems of hate speech, and 
racism generally, are entrenched in 
our society, with the looney ACT 
Party happy to play to its own rotten 
hypocrisy, among other such 
groups. 
 
But the Rightwing media have con-
tinued to give as much dispropor-
tionate publicity as they can to this 
party, hoping to greatly boost its 
number in Parliament at October’s 
general election. Overall, the media 
have proved most happy to cheer 
on ACT’s climate change 
scepticism, anti-environmentalism, 
and greedy upper-class warfare po-
licies, etc! Other crackpot far Right 
parties like the New Conservatives, 
the NZ Public Party, and Advance 
NZ are currently gaining some poli-
tical traction here (written pre-elec-
tion. Ed). 
 
Our Race Relations Commissioner, 
Meng Foon, “hoped the Government 
would change its hate speech legis-
lation to include discrimination a-
gainst religion, disability and gender, 
despite promises from Justice Minis-
ter Andrew Little being on hold until 
after the election” (ibid.). Foon ad-
ded that: “delays in strengthening le-
gislation on hate crime were not hel-
ping communities feel safe” (ibid.).  
 
A spokesperson, Azad Khan, for 
The Foundation Against Islamopho-
bia and Racism (FAIR), has ex-
pressed concern about “a sudden 
spike (in Islamophobic incidents)”, 
including very nasty stuff on Face-
book (ibid.). “He did not believe 
racism and Islamophobia had gone 
away, but that it had moved under-
ground where it was sinister and 
covert” (ibid.). Many victims feel 
intimidated and are thus afraid to 
“report incidents for fear of reper-
cussions” (ibid.). We certainly have 
to keep looking over our shoulder, 
and make sure we report any such 
incidents to the authorities. 
 

Imperial Iniquities 
The imperial roots of all this cultural 
heritage are far reaching indeed. 
That touted former “jewel” in the 
crown of the old British Empire can 
serve as an example. While the 
British failed in the 19th Century to 
add Afghanistan as an extension of 
their imperial domination of India, 
they are still very much part of its fo-
reign occupation today.  Their pre-
sence might have been substantially 
reduced in the light of their failure to 
suppress the Taliban and other in-
surgent groups. But they continue to 
have a role as part of the Anglo-
American empire. Britain has today 
about 1000 troops stationed in Ka-
bul, along with its logistical and intel-
ligence set-up there. 
 
The Afghanistan present has 
echoes with a not so distant past. 
Jawaharlal Nehru, the first PM of 
independent India, once observed 
that: “British rule (in India) is based 
on an extreme form of widespread 
violence and the only sanction is 
fear” (“Inglorious Empire: What The 
British Did To India”, Shashi Tha-
roor, Scribe, 2017, p88).  Sadly, in 
the present day, NZ has been hel-
ping carry on this Anglo-American 
tradition in neighbouring Afghanis-
tan, let alone in Iraq and elsewhere. 
 
Thankfully, however, this year 
(2020) we have withdrawn our troop 
training unit from Iraq. NZ now has 
only a fairly token presence in Af-
ghanistan, an outpost of the empire 
very much under siege from the lo-
cal people and some foreign jihadi 
allies. The Yankee imperialists have 
predictably bungled their occupation 
of this most unfortunate country. 
 
At the end of his book, “Fighting 
Season: Tales Of A British Officer In 
Afghanistan” (Duckworth Overlook, 
2012, p267), Graham Lee's girl-
friend asks him, given that his side 
can shoot “further than them”, i.e. 
the Taliban, with artillery guns and 
rocketry at enemy positions using 
coordinates radioed to the gunners, 
“then why haven't you won the war 
already?” Lee had no answer other 
than that the Taliban were hard to 
locate and pin down.  Exactly, the 
guerrilla can swim like a fish among 
the people! 

 
Expansionist Extremism At Work 
In June 2018, the US Army was 
gloating over a seemingly killer blow 
delivered to the Taliban (“Artillery 
Strike Kills 50 Taliban Chiefs, Says 
US”, Press, 1/6/18). “More than 50 

Taliban leaders were killed by an 
artillery strike… as they gathered for 
a meeting in southern Afghanistan, 
according to the US military” (ibid.). 
The American occupying force had 
“used its most advanced mobile 
artillery system to fire guided roc-
kets at the command and control 
site in Musa Qala, Helmand pro-
vince, where the high-level targets 
were meeting” (ibid.). 
 
Again, according to the official spiel: 
“The high-mobility artillery rocket 
system, or Himars, which can fire 
GPS-guided rockets 500km, des-
troyed the site” (ibid.). This celebra-
ted gory destruction was apparently 
another mark of progress in the US-
led counter-insurgency (COIN) prog-
ramme. The US military declared 
that: “‘The impact would be felt 'be-
yond Helmand province' and was 
[taken as] further evidence of the 
more aggressive stance taken by 
American troops following the re-
vised strategy approved by US Pre-
sident Donald Trump” (ibid.).  With 
the superpower's usual Orwellian 
flair, the COIN programme itself is 
called “Operation Enduring Free-
dom”! 
 
Helmand province has been one of 
the key provinces for the operation 
of British forces as well.  Yet despite 
all the sophisticated fire-power used 
by the US/NATO military in Afgha-
nistan, another people's war has 
succeeded in repelling the foreign 
invaders back to their citadels. Both 
sides have often been brutal and 
ruthless. A peace settlement is now 
urgently needed. Unfortunately, 
there is still a lot of distrust and un-
certainty 
 
British officer Graham Lee's girl-
friend had posed the right question 
as recorded back in 2012 (“Fighting 
Season”, op. cit.). Artillery bombard-
ments and high-powered assaults 
have failed to succeed in cowering 
the Afghan resistance.  We can hark 
back here to the Soviet invasion of 
Afghanistan in 1979 and the resul-
ting US-backed Muslim jihadist war 
against this occupying force. The 
Yankee imperialists, so very ironi-
cally and symbolically, learnt no-
thing from the Vietnam-type quick-
sand-trap they laid for the Soviets. 
They have ended up getting caught 
in another Vietnam-type situation 
themselves! 
 
Being Blinded By The Light! 
It is interesting to read the anti-
Soviet accounts of the heroic Muja-
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hideen resistance so assiduously 
backed by the Pentagon and other 
American agencies during the 
1980s. The Mujahideen boasted 
how they had withstood “the mo-
dern, mechanised onslaught of the 
Soviet Army” (see: “Afghan Guerrilla 
Warfare: In The Words Of The Mu-
jahideen Fighters”, Ali Ahmad & 
Lester W. Grau, Compendium Publi-
shing Ltd., 1995, 2001). Many of the 
fanatical fundamentalist Mujahideen 
morphed into the Taliban of the 
more recent era. 
 
The book just cited got some input 
from “experts” belonging to the US 
Marine Corps and similar military/in-
telligence commentariat. Its conclu-
sion was: “If you think superior 
numbers and firepower means over-
whelming your enemy, think 
again” (ibid.). As indicated, the Ame-
ricans have been hoist with their 
own petard! 
 
“The US Central Intelligence Agen-
cy’s (CIA) ‘Operation Cyclone’ 
trained and armed at least 35,000 
zealots who became the Taliban 
and al Qaeda” (“The New Rulers Of 
The World”, John Pilger, Verso, 
2002/03, p7). In fact, during the 
1980s’ Soviet occupation of Afgha-
nistan, the Americans had helped 
the Mujahideen not only with intel-
ligence and the regular recruitment 
of foreign fighters, but had given the 
resistance movement a crucial up-to
-date weapon advantage.  This took 
the form of the ground-to-air, hand-
held Stinger missile. The Stinger 
proved deadly for Soviet aircraft. 
 
Despite the Taliban lacking such a 
vital asset, the guerrilla resistance to 
yet another blundering and brutal 
foreign invader/occupier is triumph-
ing with a vengeance. Again, we 
can only hope for an imminent ge-
nuine peace that brings real relief, 
stability, and improvement for the 
lives of the long-suffering Afghan 
civilian population after so many 
years of debilitating internecine war. 
The warning signs were already 
there back in 2001. During the 
1980s: “The Soviets (had) inter-
vened on behalf of their clients, 
while the opposition received mostly 
clandestine American support – 
payback, as it seemed, for Vietnam, 
with which the Soviets' Afghan ad-
venture has sometimes been com-
pared”. 
 
“In contrast to Vietnam, however, 
the fighting in Afghanistan did not 
end with the Soviet departure, but 

metastasised into a multilateral civil 
war” (“Wars Of National Liberation”, 
Daniel Moran, Cassell & Co., 2001). 
The Americans, having used Afgha-
nistan for their own geopolitics, 
abandoned it in a bloody mess. But 
their free dispensation of “collateral 
damage” came to rebound on them 
in 9/11. 
 
Predatory Imperialism's Grim 
Reaper 
Nowadays, the blundering predatory 
West has also spawned ISIS around 
the globe – from Syria to Afgha-
nistan, from the Philippines to Libya, 
and from Yemen to Mozambique. In 
the case of the last mentioned, it 
was reported in August 2020 that: 
“Islamic State militants have overrun 
Government forces and their South 
African mercenary allies to capture 
a strategic port city in northern Mo-
zambique” on the shores of the In-
dian Ocean (“ISIS Seizes Key Port 
City”, Press, 14/8/20). 
 
Ominously enough: “Analysts say 
the insurgents' capture of (this port 
city) of Mocimboa da Praia, which 
they have declared their new capi-
tal, marks a turning-point in a three-
year conflict” (ibid.).  In a country left 
so torn apart by the Portuguese co-
lonialists (“the last to leave”!) and 
the white South African-backed re-
actionary Renamo movement, this 
legacy now reaps a grim outcome 
with the establishment of yet ano-
ther ISIS foot-hold. 
 
Renamo's Rightwing-inspired ag-
gression has so fractured Mozam-
bique that this guerrilla movement, 
which was instigated by white Rho-
desia's intelligence unit back in 
1975, only came round to signing a 
final peace settlement in August 
2019. For sure, this kind of outcome 
has just been so much more of the 
multiple “collateral damage” deli-
vered to enemies, openly and 
covertly, by the Anglo-American 
imperial axis and the rest of the 
West.  As we can see, the ironies 
are heart-rending indeed! 
 
There are some 30 million black 
African inhabitants of Mozambique, 
one of US President Donald 
Trump's “shit-hole” countries on this 
continent. ISIS has been making 
various inroads into Africa of late 
(“ISIS Militants Pose Growing 
Threat Across Africa”, International 
Institute for Strategic Studies, www. 
iiss.org, 2/6/20). From poaching and 
decimating wildlife in the West 
African nation of Burkino Faso as 

part of its calculated terrorist activity, 
ISIS and al Qaeda are intent on 
extending their reach and influence 
across the continent (“Wildlife Re-
serves Have Become A Battle 
Zone”, Press, 15/9/20). 
 
Burkino Faso, the former French 
colony of Upper Volta, is considered 
by the UN to be “the world's fastest-
growing humanitarian crisis” (ibid.). 
Yemen, brutally crucified by the 
Anglo-American axis via its proxy 
Saudi Arabia, remains the worst 
humanitarian crisis. Then there is a 
string of other formerly colonised 
and exploited countries still subject 
to Western power games and re-
source rip-offs – Sudan, Syria, Iraq, 
Libya, Somalia, Nigeria, etc. 
 
Growing Geopolitical Competition 
Of course, nowadays, China has its 
own competitive development model 
and imperial agenda across Africa 
too. Meanwhile, imperial America 
can use the camouflage cover of 
combatting ISIS and al Qaeda to 
pursue its geopolitical goals (“Docu-
ments Show Vast Network Of US 
Military Bases in Africa”, 1/12/184; 
“The Extent Of US Special Forces 
Involvement in Africa”, Pulitzer Cen-
ter, 11/08/205). 
 
Nick Turse, investigative journalist 
and the author of “Tomorrow's Bat-
tlefield: US Proxy Wars And Secret 
Ops in Africa” (Haymarket/Dispatch 
Books, 2015) has exposed the US 
Africa Command and its operations 
to withering scrutiny. As he empha-
sises: “From Niger To Somalia: US 
Military Expansion In Africa Helps 
Terror Groups Recruit” (see You-
Tube, 28/10/17; also on YouTube, 
his “America's Secret War In Africa”, 
5/11/19). 
 
From a global perspective, the Black 
Lives Matter movement certainly 
needs all the help and support we 
can give it!  The historically 
tormented continent of Africa is 
once more very much in the firing 
line. It requires close monitoring and 
humanitarian assistance, and what-
ever genuine aid we can render its 
peoples. We have to foster real sus-
tainable development in Africa and 
elsewhere. 
 
Following the failures and debacles 
of US intervention in Afghanistan 
and Iraq, etc., Nick Turse pointed in 
2012 to a new, multi-pronged and 
flexible, adaptive strategy taking 
shape. This strategy was being for-
mulated and developed for the fu-

http://www.iiss.org
http://www.iiss.org
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ture by the Pentagon and related 
American agencies (see: “The Cha-
nging Face Of Empire: Special Ops, 
Drones, Spies, Proxy Fighters, Se-
cret Bases, And Cyberwarfare”, 
Haymarket/Dispatch Books, 2012). 
As Turse stresses, the overwhelm-
ing bulk of all this “dirty work” is 
studiously ignored by the main-
stream corporate media, determined 
to carry out their propaganda func-
tion for Western capitalism. 
 
Geopolitical War-Gaming 
Looking then at the “Big Picture”, 
the trend to geopolitical militarisation 
and increasing divisions between 
and within countries draws heavily 
on previous US warmongering, pira-
tical predation, and bungling “mis-
takes”. Let's take again the example 
of Afghanistan's experience be-
cause it’s so soberly enlightening. 
America had a hand in stirring up 
unrest in Afghanistan during 1979. 
This unrest, which even included 
anger triggered by the Soviet-
backed Afghan government's en-
couragement and provision of edu-
cation for girls, led to an armed 
uprising in Herat in March that same 
year. 
 
Subsequent events had sparked the 
Soviet invasion by the end of 1979.  
It was certainly of great significance 
in the decades to come that Soviet-
supported initiatives like agrarian re-
form and female education ran 
counter to traditional religious norms 
and presiding systems of social au-
thority, hierarchy, and control. Af-
ghan society as a whole (at least to 
a very considerable extent) can dig 
in against an invader, whatever so-
cial differences the invader might 
attempt to exploit. 
 
The US seemed to succeed in its 
aims by contriving a Vietnam-style 
defeat there for the Soviet invaders. 
But, as noted above, America's con-
sequent abandonment of this coun-
try allowed the Islamist extremism it 
had fostered for geopolitical purpo-
ses to rebound on the homeland 
itself, as so dramatically and horrifi-
cally demonstrated by 9/11. 
 
Social Darwinists Show Their 
Teeth! 
Then came the drastic and ruthless 
American retaliation. “The presump-
tion was that the US had been 
attacked by Afghanistan on Septem-
ber 11, 2001, an absurd proposi-
tion” (“The Globalisation Of War”, 
op. cit., p34).  Afghanistan has now 
indeed endured some 40 years of 

brutal war, with all the consequent 
horrendous suffering for its people.  
These days the US empire is strug-
gling to get a sort of resolution, a 
less demanding commitment, so 
that it can concentrate more on cer-
tain other geopolitical objectives. 
 
To be sure, the Anglo-American em-
pire has drastically over-reached it-
self and continues to do so. Peoples 
everywhere struggle with all the dire 
fall-out, whether directly or indirect-
ly, e.g., America's savage slashing 
of its contribution to the World 
Health Organisation (WHO). In true 
Social Darwinist style, however, the 
US wants not only to hold on to 
what it has got as much as possible, 
but grab more where it can as in 
Eastern Europe. 
 
Since the voyages of Columbus, 
American and Western progress 
has meant relentless exploitation of 
both humans and the environment 
(“Year 501: The Conquest Conti-
nues”, Noam Chomsky, Verso, 
1993). Today, correspondingly: “Mi-
litarisation supports powerful econo-
mic interests. America's 'Long War' 
is geared towards corporate expan-
sion and the conquest of new eco-
nomic frontiers” (“The Globalisation 
Of War”, op. cit., pxii). Hence, the 
current US-led space race as hu-
mankind overshoots the Earth's li-
mits! 
 
But Dazzled By The Death Stars 
In Their Eyes!! 
The so-called touted “‘revolution in 
military affairs' [RMA] (meaning the 
development of new weapons sys-
tems) consists of the Strategic De-
fence Initiative (SDI), the concurrent 
weaponisation of space and the de-
velopment of a new generation of 
nuclear weapons” (ibid., p9). SDI is 
an umbrella term that primarily des-
cribes “Star Wars”-type missile de-
fence systems, i.e. anti-ballistic mis-
sile (ABM) systems. These are 
designed ultimately to enable first 
strike scenarios and nuclear war-
fighting – thus, ever so perilously, 
undermining the very concept of nu-
clear deterrence. 
 
SDI also now encompasses “a wide 
range of offensive laser-guided wea-
pons with striking capabilities any-
where in the world” (ibid.). This goes 
along with the capacity to wield “ins-
truments of weather and climatic 
warfare under the High Frequency 
Active Auroral Research Prog-
ramme [HAARP]” (ibid.). This latter 
is a most ominous extension of 

America's global reach in an era of 
dire anthropogenic climate change. 
 
During the 1980s, US President Ro-
nald Reagan's introduction of the 
“Star Wars” SDI and its ABM nu-
clear war-fighting strategy served as 
a big impetus for space war sys-
tems. Even though Reagan's mad 
and dangerously destabilising SDI 
strategy was just so much fantasy, it 
has – as illustrated above – carried 
on in various ways.   Scientific as-
sessment was overwhelmingly con-
temptuous about the prospect of “a 
comprehensive and effective missile 
shield” (“The New Nuclear Danger: 
George W Bush's Military-Industrial 
Complex”, Scribe, 2002, p27). But 
enormous stacks of money have 
been wasted on SDI and its prolife-
rating components ever since. 
 
At the same time, Russia has deve-
loped a new range of supersonic 
weapons to defeat any ABM sys-
tem.  And so, the killer ape and his 
technological innovation constantly 
rack up the arms race... The Patriot 
surface-to-air missile (SAM) system 
manufactured by Raytheon is widely 
used by US and allied forces for 
short/medium range defence 
against mainly battlefield-type roc-
ketry and missiles. It has had a long 
and controversial history, and its 
deployments and use have clearly 
demarcated the boundaries of what 
is reliably possible and practical with 
such anti-missile weaponry (MIM-
104 Patriot, Wikipedia6). But war 
fantasies go on! 
 
American Technological 
Triumphalism Tipping Us All  
Over The Edge!! 
Space is not only now seen as the 
endless new frontier by the Ameri-
can power elite and its corporate 
backers but more widely as the new 
and very unstable, dynamically shif-
ting competitive battleground for the 
arms race. A vast array of potential 
misunderstandings, confusions, and 
accidents, which could trigger a di-
sastrous confrontation, is now proli-
ferating. And, this is aside from 
deliberate, calculated aggression! It 
all amounts to sheer madness and 
Freud's “death instinct” unleashed 
on an absurd scale of excess and 
evolutionary overshoot exuberance! 
 
Trump's new Space Force is a crazy 
war-fighting project geared to acce-
lerate the arms space, and destabi-
lise nuclear deterrence even further. 
The American Establishment maga-
zine Time lays out the global contro-
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versy in exploring some of the is-
sues and mounting tensions in-
volved (“America Really Does Have 
A Space Force.  We Went Inside to 
See What It Does”, 23/7/207). 
 
“The Trump Administration, and the 
majority of House Democrats, who 
voted in December (2019) to create 
and fund Space Force, agree that to 
limit the danger of a 21st Century 
war in space, the US must deter na-
tions by expanding American milita-
ry capabilities”. So, get it!  In order 
to prevent and avoid war you have 
to keep on developing and deploy-
ing ever more dangerous military 
systems!! “Russia and China say it 
is the US that is militarising space. 
Both have lashed out about the 
creation of the Space Force as a 
violation of the international consen-
sus on the peaceful use of outer 
space, which they say undermines 
global strategic balance and stabili-
ty” (ibid.). 
 
As Sir Solly Zuckerman pointed 
back during the perilous nuclear-
fraught 1980s: “From the mid-thirties 
onwards, there has been an un-
ceasing technological race between 
the great powers in every field of 
armaments...” (“Nuclear Illusion And 
Reality”, Collins, 1982, p90). He 
indicated and emphasised how the 
“nuclear arms race” is pushed along 
so much by the “defence scientists 
and 'intelligence' experts who are at 
the heart of the race [and who] are 
always able to generate alarm about 
what the other side is doing, or may 

be doing. But this need not go on for 
ever” (ibid., p129). 
 
Things That Go Bump In The 
Heavens Above 
Sir Solly Zuckerman could certainly 
talk from experience, having been 
Chief Scientific Adviser to the British 
Ministry of Defence for six years, 
and to Prime Ministers for a further 
seven. He called for an urgent po-
litical solution. But, lamentably, as 
can be seen from the Time quote a-
bove, American politics is now more 
badly warped than ever against the 
prospect of a meaningful peace. To 
be sure, the US has been central in 
driving the arms race for decades. It 
could have taken truly meaningful 
measures to defuse the arms race 
and dangerous competition but ins-
tead chose not to. 
 
In recent times, the Western Esta-
blishment has expressed military 
concerns about Russian and Chi-
nese space manoeuvres. Such pos-
turing and uncertainty have plagued 
the realm for decades. For instance: 
“On October 1975, NORAD (North 
American Air Defense Command) 
found that one of the early-warning 
satellites was being dazzled. These 
satellites that detect... the heat of 
ballistic missiles during launch are 
watched over more jealously than 
any other instruments in the solar 
system”. 
 
“The blinding of one of them pro-
voked, not the civilian question, 
'What is wrong with the darned 

thing?', but the military question, 
'Are they about to hit us?' When no 
missile attack ensued, a theory 
emerged that the Soviet Union was 
testing an infra-red laser beam for 
jamming early warning satellites – 
an act that might have seemed as 
threatening and provocative as the 
stationing of missiles in Cuba”. 
 
“The dazzling continued intermittent-
ly and eventually the mundane ex-
planation became clear: the radiant 
heat from an accidental fire in a gas 
pipeline was over-taxing the satel-
lite's sensors. As the mishap did not 
occur when the Americans and the 
Russians were angry or scared for 
other reasons, the world survives to 
chuckle about the non-event”. 
 
“But we learn from it how sacred 
and yet how delicate are the space 
systems on which the superpowers 
increasingly rely” (“Nuclear Night-
mares, An Investigation Into Possi-
ble Wars”, Nigel Calder, BBC, 1979, 
p102). Preparations and competition 
in space warfare systems threaten 
us all now in unprecedented ways. 
This competition is adding further 
shifting and perilously complex la-
yers to the computerised weapons 
systems already on Earth, which are 
already intimately inter-connected to 
satellite communication, surveil-
lance, and monitoring. 
 
Crazily Cheering On Catastrophe 
In Aotearoa/NZ, the zombie brain-
dead mainstream media continue to 
cheer on Rocket Lab, an American 
transnational corporation (TNC) 
company integrated into the military-
industrial complex and Trump's new 
Space Force.  NZ is now proudly 
doing its bit toward speeding up the 
space war scenarios (see PR Editor 
Murray Horton's excoriating exami-
nation in “Rocket Lab Drags NZ Into 
US Militarisation Of Space”, also in 
this edition of PR). 
 
There has hardly been any critical 
examination of Rocket Lab by the 
mainstream media.  Even in a rare 
such case, the essential message is 
still that this NZ-initiated company is 
something to be proud about ins-
tead of yet another obscene contri-
bution to Doomsday (“Rocket Lab 
Defends Spy Role: Rocket Lab's 
meteoric rise in the global space 
industry hit turbulence recently with 
its first operational mission loss. 
Meanwhile, questions continue over 
its launch of US intelligence satel-
lites from NZ soil”, George Block, 
Press, 28/7/20). 



 

28        Peace Researcher  60       November  2020 

The article just cited covers issues 
highlighted in the title, with commen-
tary on both the company and its 
founder Peter Beck. Reporter 
George Block also interviews ano-
ther key figure of the Rocket Lab 
enterprise, which started up in 2006 
(ibid.). This person sports the name 
Mark Rocket, having been so ena-
moured of rocketry that he changed 
his surname “about two decades 
ago” (ibid.). He helped Peter Beck, 
the NZ leading figure in Rocket Lab 
and current Chief Executive Officer 
(CEO), to get the aerospace com-
pany off the ground, as it were. 
 
Mark Rocket is a utopian sci-fi ad-
dict, promoting the infinite exploita-
tion of resources in space for hu-
mankind.  In such visionary mode, 
he had ruled out any “military work” 
for the enterprise, and Peter Beck 
had also endorsed this commitment 
early on, saying “we're not about 
killing people” [my emphasis] (ibid.).  
But, in fact, Beck got hooked early 
on military work, even landing “a 
contract with the US Defense Ad-
vanced Research Projects Agency 
(DARPA), which develops cutting-
edge military technology” (ibid.). 
Rocket Lab's contract has contribu-
ted to the powering of “inter-con-
tinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs), 
which are primarily designed to 
deliver nuclear weapons” (ibid.) 
 
These days, in his zombie stupidity, 
Peter Beck comforts his narrowly fo-
cused self-interested career focus 
with the blind belief that American 
“military intelligence helps keep Ki-
wis safe” (ibid.). But Rocket Lab is 
certainly about killing people!  It has 
demonstrated a chilling willingness 
to eagerly earn money from helping 
the American empire in its blood-
soaked operations around the pla-
net. 
 
Outrageously, too, Rocket Lab un-
ashamedly exults in the violation of 
NZ's purported nuclear free zone. 
This company and its transnational 
corporation (TNC) drivers – most 
egregiously Lockheed Martin – are 
blatantly programming us, along 
with our Defence Force's new 
Boeing Poseidon-8A patrol/anti-sub-
marine warfare (ASW) aircraft, etc. 
for WWIII . . . 
 
Milking The Heavenly Money 
Manna While Opening the  
Gates of Hell! 
“Defence work continues to be lu-
crative for Rocket Lab. US govern-
ment records show the company 

won another DARPA contract, 
valued at almost $US7 million, in 
2018. It also secured a $100,000 
contract from the Department of the 
Army and a $50,000 deal with the 
Department of the Air Force” (ibid.).  
As well, it has gone on to have 
similarly lucrative contracts with the 
US National Aeronautics and Space 
Agency (NASA). 
 
In 2019, Rocket Lab “was selected 
by the US Air Force as one of eight 
launch providers” competing for al-
most a billion dollars’ worth of or-
ders (ibid.). Among the various war-
related American agencies for which 
the company has launched satellites 
is the US spy outfit, the National Re-
connaissance Office (NRO), which 
boasts an octopus logo, boasting 
that: “Nothing Is Beyond Our 
Reach” (ibid.). 
 
Make no mistake! – while it lasts 
there is always lots of money pre-
paring for a really good Doomsday 
and the ultimate horrific spectacle!! 
Such are the antics of the killer ape 
gripped by the Freudian “death ins-
tinct”.  Are there are enough moti-
vated and active people in the world 
to call a stop to this self-destructive 
drive?! So far what journalist 
George Block has described is 
certainly most revealing, if so very 
damning in its implications. Block 
does then briefly mention some of 
the controversy relating to this Ame-
rican military work, particularly as it 
concerns the NRO (ibid.) 
 
“Mark Rocket parted ways with 
Rocket Lab, now headquartered in 
California, in 2011” (ibid.). But 
Rocket is cagey about why he left 
the company and still cheers on 
Rocket Lab as being “at the cutting 
edge of private space flight globally, 
continuing to succeed” (ibid.). 
Rocket now “runs his own aero-
space company in Canterbury, Kea 
Aerospace” (ibid.). This firm most 
admirably steers clear of any “de-
fence contracting” and is focused on 
“developing a high-altitude pseudo-
satellite to fly in the stratosphere”, 
and provide “high-resolution image-
ry that could be used for agriculture 
and disaster management” (ibid.). 
 
Meantime, Peter Beck defends 
Rocket Lab's military work and spy 
role. He is a keen participant in the 
“Five Eyes” intelligence/covert ac-
tion network. According to his emi-
nently self-serving spiel, American 
“intelligence keeps us safe”; and 
that: “Unfortunately, there's a lot of 

bad actors in the world” (ibid.). To 
be sure, he is proud and “honoured” 
to be an operative in the US war 
machine. In sum, Beck is happy 
these days to work as an agent for 
some of the worst and craziest of 
the world's “bad actors”! 
 
Off Their Rockets! 
Reporter George Block goes on to 
claim that: “Rocket Lab's Electron 
rockets carry far more than just de-
fence satellites to space” (ibid.). But 
the glaring problem here is that so 
many commercially secretive pay-
loads can be geared for “dual use”, 
i.e. both civilian and military, let 
alone military alone. Moreover, so 
many payloads launched by Rocket 
Lab can be unknown and disguised 
in their military reach, whatever the 
commercialised hype. 
 
Again, the inter-connections of com-
mercial ventures and military pro-
jects go a lot deeper. As the history 
of the American militarisation of 
space shows: “Space-based com-
munications have spread with the 
explosion of commercial systems. 
Today, the US needs military and 
commercial (my emphasis) commu-
nications satellites to conduct ope-
rations” (“Defending Space: US Anti
-Satellite Warfare And Space 
Weaponry”, Clayton KS Chun, 
Osprey Publishing Ltd., 2006, p29). 
 
Even years well before Rocket Lab 
and similar ventures took off, “the 
(US) military (had already in-
creasingly) turned to the commercial 
market to enhance its communica-
tions capabilities with leased 
lines” (ibid.). The connections be-
tween civilian and military indeed go 
even much further. Weather satellite 
networks “have been a key element 
of military space programmes since 
its inception” (ibid., p31).  Despite 
his obvious unease with defence 
contracting in the aerospace indus-
try, Mark Rocket admits to retaining 
“a small commercial interest in 
Rocket Lab” (“Rocket Lab Defends 
Spy Role”, op. cit.). He also heartily 
praises his former business partner 
Peter Beck “and the creation of an 
orbital space programme” (ibid.). 
 
For certain, the conclusion of 
George Block's article ends on a 
“Rah, Rah, Hooray!” note for Rocket 
Lab. Block quotes Mark Rocket ela-
borating to the effect that: “The 
reality is Rocket Lab has contributed 
a lot to making space more acces-
sible. It is an incredible success 
story for NZ, and Peter Beck and 
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the team have done a marvellous 
job” (ibid.). In all, Western, and es-
pecially Anglo-American, capitalism 
is becoming more and more perva-
sively militarised. It surely all 
amounts to an ultimately self-des-
tructive momentum. And Aotearoa/
NZ is now very intimately involved... 
 
Space War Into World War 
The stark grim reality, in fact, is that 
Rocket Lab is a brazenly engi-
neered intrusion into Aotearoa/NZ, 
undermining our national indepen-
dence, subverting our democracy, 
perverting our priorities, and oiling 
the tentacles of the American milita-
ry-industrial complex and its perni-
cious grip on our country! The 
agents of Doomsday are among us 
and exulting in their success to 
date!! 
 
“Rocket Lab now builds a new Elec-
tron  launch  vehicle  every 18 days”  
(ibid.). In July 2020, it was lining up 
a rocket that would “take off in a few 
months from its Launch Complex 2 
on Wallops Island, Virginia, in a US 
Space Force Mission” (ibid.). The 
launch will help the US Air Force's 
Space and Missile Systems Center's 
projects. Founder and CEO Peter 
Beck wants his company to keep 
growing and facilitating WWIII sce-
narios.    
                                                    
“The Wallops complex is in partner-
ship with the (US) Department of 
Defense's Space Test Programme 
and the Space and Missile Systems 
Center's Small Launch and Targets 
Division” (“Rocket Lab Rolls Out 
Launch Vehicle At Its Wallops Island 
Complex”8, 30/4/20). 
 
In its perversity, Rocket Lab exults 
in this sort of “war toys for the boys” 
stuff. It is locked in the technological 
death cult “battle-cry” mind-set. As 
Rocket Lab's chief exponent, Peter 
Beck exemplifies the very epitome 
of evolutionary peak exuberance in 
his entrepreneurial enthusiasm, so 
lavishly celebrated by our media 
and business/politico Establishment. 
 
Pre-empting The Space Industry's 
Inevitable Boom And Bust? 
Over time, corporate continuity has 
been pre-eminent. Lockheed Martin 
is the key investor in Rocket Lab. 
For Lockheed Martin, reaching to 
militarise the heavens is just par for 
the course. This corporate war ma-
chine designed the original booster 
system for “Star Wars”, a prog-
ramme which included Payload 
Launch Vehicles. Indeed, it manu-

factured as well a whole range of 
military infrastructure from Airborne 
Lasers to the mass destruction Tri-
dent missiles (“The New Nuclear 
Danger”, op. cit., p216). 
 
There is now mounting concern 
here in our own country that Peter 
Beck's cynically calculated entrepre-
neurship – so widely extolled and 
lauded to the skies by the political 
Establishment and its media – has 
actually made Aotearoa/NZ a likely 
target in a nuclear-oriented confron-
tation (e.g., “Sooooo, When Will We 
Talk About How Rocket Lab Has 
Made NZ A Legitimate Military Tar-
get?”, Martyn Bradbury9, 22/9/20). 
Zombie stupidity has been rampant 
again in little “ole NZ”! 
 
A recent example of Lockheed Mar-
tin's contribution to the militarisation 
of Earth was demonstrated by the 
highly controversial deployment of 
its Theater High Altitude Area De-
fence (THAAD) system in South 
Korea – “a ground-based system in-
tended to destroy theatre ballistic-
missile threats to troops and military 
equipment” (ibid., p216). This 
THAAD deployment is just another 
thrust of America's “Armageddon” 
proclivities around the world, intent 
on deflecting as much of the may-
hem away from the Homeland as 
possible. 
 
Overall, then, the space industry, so 
integrally linked with Trump's new 
Space Force, not only locks us fur-
ther into global warmongering but 
represents a huge waste of resour-
ces in planetary overshoot. The 
energy that is currently channelled 
into these space war preparations 
could, and surely should – most 
urgently and comprehensively! – be 
directed at pre-empting, mitigating, 
and coping with global warming and 
related environmental problems. 
 
As well – and so importantly! –   we 
should be alleviating and offsetting 
human suffering as far as possible 
in transition to more sustainable 
paths of livelihood. Similarly, we 
desperately need to address all the 
other dire aspects of the rapidly in-
creasing environmental crisis: hu-
man population growth; wildlife ex-
tinction; plastic pollution; forestry 
and ecosystem destruction; etc. The 
only international approach that can 
work is founded on far greater co-
operation and the fairer sharing of 
resources. 
 
Compounding Geopolitical 

Confrontations 
Yet the US and its allies are squa-
ring off against major rivals Russia 
and China. Under the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organisation (NATO) umbrel-
la, they are intending to intrude as 
far as possible hard up against the 
borders of Russia in an encircle-
ment strategy. Long-entrenched dic-
tator Alexander Lukashenko's see-
mingly crumbling regime in Belarus 
is the latest land in the capitalist 
West's sights. Many people there 
may well wish for freedom, indepen-
dence, and democracy but they are 
currently caught up in the political 
cross-fire of rival foreign forces pla-
ying a much bigger game. 
 
As always, Washington targets po-
tential comprador personnel in the 
countries it wants to influence, in-
vest in, rip resources out of, etc. 
(“Confessions Of An Economic Hit 
Man: The Shocking Inside Story Of 
How America REALLY Took Over 
The World”, John Perkins, Ebury 
Press, 2005).  An example is Valery 
Tsepkalo, who fled Belarus in July 
2020. “Tsepkalo, a former Ambas-
sador to the US and founder of a 
successful hi-tech park (modelled 
on Silicon Valley), had been widely 
seen as President Alexander Luka-
shenko's top rival in the August 9 
vote, but he was denied a spot on 
the ballot” (“Politician Flees With 
Kids”, Press, 26/7/20). 
 
As can be seen from his biography 
on Wikipedia10, Valery Tsepkalo is a 
Belarusian politician, who espouses 
far Right entrepreneurial views. He 
has had very close ties to American 
movers and shakers (ibid.). But the 
US power elite have a damning and 
horrendous record of callous disre-
gard and freely dispensed “collateral 
damage” to the peoples of the coun-
tries they target. 
 
Very Scary Times Ahead! 
Stephen F Cohen, Professor of Rus-
sian Studies and History at New 
York University, posted a most pro-
phetic warning at the start of this 
century. “If NATO moves farther to-
ward Russia, acting on Clinton Ad-
ministration statements about in-
cluding the former Soviet republics 
of Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, and 
possibly even Ukraine, it will cross a 
Rubicon fraught with even greater 
perils. If nothing else, Moscow is 
likely to redeploy missiles in Bela-
rus, now in a Union with Russia, on 
the border of NATO Poland. The re-
sult would be a new nuclear con-
frontation in Europe, this time with 
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Moscow in considerably less control 
of its hair-trigger weapons” (“Failed 
Crusade: America And The Tragedy 
Of Post-Communist Russia”, WW 
Norton & Co., 2000, pp233/4). 
 
In the northern autumn of 2020: 
“Minsk and Moscow have both ac-
cused foreign forces of attempting to 
destabilise Belarus. The European 
Union and US have called for fresh 
elections and are planning sanctions 
in response to police violence” (“Pu-
tin Props Up Belarus Dictator”, 
Press, 16/9/20 - note here the sort 
of headline never applied in the 
US's long sordid history of propping 
up dictators around the world!). 
Since President Putin has made 
clear that Belarus is vital to Russia's 
national security, the West's aggres-
sive march of encirclement could 
certainly end in a most catastrophic 
fashion! 
 
As Professor Cohen stressed back 
in 2000: “The use of NATO for of-
fensive military purposes, a radical 
departure from its original defensive 
mission, particularly in Russia's tra-
ditional backyard, also must stop.  
Coming on the heels of the al-
liance's expansion, the US-led 
bombing of (the former) Yugoslavia 
in 1999 inflicted 'a deep psycholo-
gical wound' on Russian political life. 
Its consequences, all of them bad, 
continue to unfold” (ibid., p234). 
 
One such consequence was that 
these attacks influenced Russia to 
unleash itself in the conflict with 
Muslim Chechnya (long the object of 
hypocritically focused Western pro-
paganda). “It diminished Moscow's 
willingness to cooperate with NATO 
or the US on strategic matters. It 
even aroused the fear that Russia 
might be NATO's next victim – 'Yu-
goslavia yesterday, Russia tomor-
row'” (ibid.).  Russia made its con-
cerns clear. “One immediate conse-
quence was the new Kremlin doc-
trine reinstating the West as an ene-
my and expanding the conditions 
under which it would use those nu-
clear weapons” already in its ar-
senal, and those which it would fur-
ther develop (ibid.). 
 
Greedy Geopolitical Gaming 
Could Certainly Generate Crisis 
Professor Cohen also made a heart-
felt appeal about the: “Reckless 
behaviour on the other side of Rus-
sia, in the Caspian Sea region with 
its large oil and gas reserves, also 
must end” (ibid.). He was speci-
fically referring here to the Clinton 

Administration's aggressive pursuit 
of “pipeline arrangements with seve-
ral former Soviet republics in the 
Caucasus and Central Asia de-
signed to limit or shut off Moscow's 
access to those deposits”. 
 
“In the pursuit, there has been a 
growing US political, financial, and 
even military presence in a poten-
tially explosive region that for cen-
turies was part of the Tsarist em-
pire” (ibid., p235). Already back in 
the 1990s, Russia was confronting 
the spectre of “hostile encircle-
ment” (ibid.; see: “The Globalisation 
Of War”, op. cit., pxii; for more histo-
rical detail and context, refer to “The 
New Great Game: Blood And Oil In 
Central Asia”, Lutz Kleveman, Atlan-
tic Books, 2003). 
 
There is a serious danger of wides-
pread violence breaking out bet-
ween Russia and the West. In late 
August 2020, NATO carried out 
what were meant to be intimidatory 
manoeuvres along Russia's fron-
tiers. One incident of Russian reta-
liation was the warning given to this 
provocation by Putin's jet fighters, 
which buzzed an American B-52. 
Such incidents have also taken 
place in the South China Sea vis-a-
vis China. 
 
To be sure, aircraft and warship 
“chicken” war-gaming can, at worst, 
end up in a very dangerous nuclear 
“chicken”-type confrontational crisis! 
International peace-making agen-
cies coordinated by the UN have to 
try and do their best in calming 
everyone down, and working out 
viable means of long-term coopera-
tion and accommodation. There is 
also a growing host of other geopo-
litical players and lesser foes, inclu-
ding North Korea, Iran, Venezuela, 
etc.  As well, the American empire is 
endeavouring to suppress or foster 
insurgencies across the world in 
accordance with its globalist aims. 
The big powers risk going off bar-
king mad! 
 
Western Human Rights Hypocrisy 
Can Be Horrific! 
For states with a geopolitical agen-
da, propaganda techniques to mobi-
lise their peoples are standard rou-
tine practice. The Anglo-American 
axis is pervasive with such propa-
ganda. “Khmer Rouge Executioner 
Joined In The Slaughter Of A Fifth 
Of Cambodia's People” read the 
banner headline of the obituary cum 
“Life Story” of one of the 20th Cen-
tury's most reviled evil doers, Kiang 

Guek Eav, better known as “Com-
rade Duch” (Press, 9/8/20). The 
fanatically extremist “Khmer Rouge 
regime that ruled Cambodia bet-
ween 1975 and 1979” had a madly 
perverted Communist creed of crea-
ting a pure new society from so-
called “Year Zero”. 
 
In pursuit of its extremist utopian 
vision, the Pol Pot-led regime “killed 
about 1.7 million people – a fifth of 
the population” (ibid.).  On “the kil-
ling fields” of Cambodia, “class ene-
mies” were cleansed from society, 
and the rest put to work on farms 
where many died from “starvation 
and  overwork,  or  were   executed” 
(ibid.) Comrade Duch became known 
as the head prison executioner and 
torturer. He accounted for some 
20,000 horribly unfortunate victims 
at the notorious Tuol Sleng, “a se-
cret political prison known as S-
21” (ibid.). 
 
Cambodia's Communist neighbour 
Vietnam invaded in 1979 and thank-
fully overthrew the viciously repres-
sive regime. The Khmer Rouge, 
however, have lived on in Western 
culture as a ghastly example of ene-
my forces to which we should be 
implacably opposed, both on human 
rights grounds and on grounds of 
obvious self-interest.  In reality, per-
ceived self-interest immediately took 
pride of place in the West's treat-
ment of Cambodia, even imme-
diately in the very wake of the libe-
rating Vietnamese invasion. Indeed, 
the US had already prepared the 
ground. I explain and expound on 
this below. 
 
When invading or intervening in so 
many countries as the American-led 
West has done, proclaimed freedom 
for the people concerned is often a 
major component of the propaganda 
arsenal.  And so often this claim is 
just pure bullshit! The human cost of 
Anglo-American crimes is enormous, 
let alone all the still unfolding conse-
quences. 
 
The outcomes can be dire on 
multiple fronts. The covert American 
intervention, and then the overt 
invasion of Vietnam led in turn to the 
secret invasion under the Nixon 
presidency of Cambodia.  But the 
biggest war crime was the secret 
and illegal bombing of neutral Cam-
bodia as guided by the then US 
National Security Adviser (and later 
Secretary of State), Henry Kissin-
ger. 
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A Hidden Horror Story 
“The Western version is that Cam-
bodia's nightmare began in 1975, 
'Year Zero', when the Khmer Rouge 
took power. In fact, 'Year Zero' was 
1969, when President Richard Ni-
xon and his (then  National Security                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
Adviser) Henry Kissinger, launched 
their secret and illegal bombing of 
neutral Cambodia, with American pi-
lots' logs being falsified to conceal 
the crime.” (“Hidden Agendas”, John 
Pilger, Vintage, 1998, pp32/33). 
 
Nixon wanted his bombers “to hit 
everything” and Kissinger relayed 
the order: “A massive bombing cam-
paign in Cambodia. Anything that 
flies on anything that moves” (“Kis-
singer Tapes Describe Crises, War 
And Stark Photos Of Abuse”, New 
York Times, 27/5/0411). 
 
“Between 1969 and 1973, American 
bombers killed three-quarters of a 
million Cambodian peasants in an 
attempt to destroy North Vietnamese 
supply bases, many of which did not 
exist. During one six-month period 
in 1973, B-52 aircraft dropped more 
bombs on Cambodians, living in 
straw huts, than were dropped on 
Japan during all of WWII: the 
equivalent of five Hiroshimas” (“Hid-
den Agendas”, op. cit., p33). 
 
The slaughter perpetrated by Ame-
rican aircraft became the crucial 
factor in fuelling the desire for re-
venge among Khmer Rouge cadres 
on those they saw as collaborators 
with the US (ibid). Many entire villa-
ges were razed to the ground, 
leaving huge craters, “still visible 
from the air” (“From Pol Pot To ISIS: 
‘Anything That Flies On Everything 
That Moves’”, 8/10/1412). 

In the words of John Pilger, the top 
investigative journalist on the Cam-
bodian war experience (and indeed 
on many Western modern war 
crimes), it ignited “an Asian Holo-
caust” (“The New Rulers Of The 
World”, op. cit., p8; see also his 
“Year Zero (1979)”, chapter 7, 
pp120-157, in “Tell Me No Lies: 
Investigative Journalism And Its 
Triumphs”, ed., John Pilger, Jona-
than Cape, 2004). 
 
There are grim parallels right up to 
what is happening in 2020 and 
trending on into the future. To quote 
Pilger again: “ISIS is the progeny of 
those in Washington and London 
who, in destroying Iraq as both a 
state and a society, conspired to 
commit an epic crime against huma-
nity. Like Pol Pot and the Khmer 
Rouge, ISIS (is) the mutation of a 
Western State terror dispensed by a 
venal imperial elite undeterred by 
the consequences of actions taken 
at great remove in distance and cul-
ture. Their culpability is unmentiona-
ble in 'our' societies, making accom-
plices of those who suppress this 
critical truth” (“From Pol Pot To 
ISIS”, op. cit.). 
 
But Wait! There's More, A Lot 
More!! 
“The trail of blood is endless: from 
the subjugation of the Philippines 
and Central America, to the greatest 
terrorist acts of all, the bombing of 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki; from the 
devastation of Indochina, such as 
the murder of 600,000 peasants in 
neutral Cambodia (to reiterate for 
emphasis); and the use of chemi-
cals and starvation against civilian 
populations; to the shooting down of 
an Iranian passenger plane, and the 

bombing of prisoners of war in a 
mud fort in Afghanistan. The docu-
mentation of American terrorism is 
voluminous …” (“The New Rulers Of 
The World”, op. cit., p141). 
 
Since 2002, when the paragraph 
was written, the US-led “War on 
Terror” has devastated the Middle 
East with millions more people 
killed, injured, displaced, and severe-
ly deprived. By 2014, Syria was “at 
least the 14th country in the Islamic 
world that US forces have invaded, 
or occupied or  bombed since 1980” 
(“How Many Muslim Countries Has 
The US Bombed?”13).   Again, since 
2014, the time of the latest quote 
above, the misery and mess inflicted 
on the Middle East has proceeded 
to bite even deeper and spread 
further. 
 
At this point, I want to return to the 
situation of Cambodia in the wake of 
the Vietnamese invasion in 1979. 
With the replacement of the Khmer 
Rouge regime by a Vietnamese-
controlled government, the US was 
profoundly disturbed by this geopo-
litical power shift, just as was the 
case as it seemed with the Soviet 
invasion of Afghanistan. Pilger 
damningly points out that “when the 
Khmer Rouge were finally driven 
into Thailand by the Vietnamese on 
Christmas Day 1978, they were re-
ceived and welcomed into border 
camps by American covert opera-
tions officials, including the same 
Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) 
colonel who had planned the secret 
bombing that had helped bring them 
to power. 
 
Headquartered in the American Em-
bassy in Bangkok, the Kampuchea 
Emergency Group set about resto-
ring the Khmer Rouge as the 'resis-
tance' to the Vietnamese-backed re-
gime in Phnom Penh” (“Hidden 
Agendas”, op. cit., p33).  American 
covert operations went on to funnel 
UN World Food Programme relief to 
the Khmer Rouge guerrillas and 
provide military training; including 
the use of land-mines courtesy of 
Britain's Special Air Service [SAS] 
(ibid., pp32/33). But Western aid to 
the rest of the Cambodian popula-
tion, over whom the Anglo-American 
media have ever since so lavishly 
cried crocodile tears, was absolutely 
piddling. 
 
On the overt level, the Anglo-Ame-
rican axis went on to brazen effron-
tery in actually defending and pro-
moting the former Khmer Rouge re-

Henry Kissinger (left)  
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gime – suitably and conveniently ca-
mouflaged – on the world diplomatic 
stage.  This strategy got very little 
attention in the compliant Western 
media. “In order to undermine the 
Vietnamese-supported Hun Sen go-
vernment, the UN (under US pres-
sure) welcomed back to Phnom 
Penh the exiled politicians and ge-
nerals of the 'Coalition Government 
of Democratic Kampuchea', which 
was an invention of the US and do-
minated by the Khmer Rouge” (ibid., 
p42). 
 
In order to block the influence of 
Vietnam, the US-led West effective-
ly succeeded in its charade of keep-
ing the de facto Pol Pot regime as 
the supposedly legitimate UN repre-
sentatives of the Cambodian people 
for a number of years.  By 1992, the 
country itself was opening up to the 
global market.  The US-led Western 
bloc contrived this move under the 
cover and auspices of the UN 
(ibid.). 
 
Hyping Up Hypocrisy 
Writing in 1998, John Pilger posed 
the really big question: “How is it 
that Western Establishments can in-
vert the public truth of their own 
power and terrorism? The answer is 
that it is apostasy in Britain and the 
US to describe the democracies as 
terrorist states. That distinction is re-
served for the likes of Libya and 
Iran, which of course are pipsqueak 
terrorists” (ibid., p34). 
 
In the jargon of typical American 
propaganda, we are the “good guys” 
and they are the “bad guys” – sim-
ple, eh!? The Western, especially 
the Anglo-American self-image, is 
indeed strictly for simpletons. But it 
has prevailed as the mainstream 
creed, with well indoctrinated and 
brain-washed publics, which gives 
us a real revelatory insight into our 
purportedly civilised culture. 
 
Let us return to the Press item on 
the death of Comrade Duch 
(“Khmer Rouge Executioner…”, op. 
cit.). “In 2007, Duch… was formally 
charged with war crimes and crimes 
against humanity, and detained by 
Cambodia's UN-backed tribunal, the 
Extraordinary Chambers in the 
Courts of Cambodia” (ibid.). He was 
“the first Khmer Rouge figure to face 
justice”, and duly ended up getting 
life imprisonment (ibid.). 
 
In the wake of 9/11, the Khmer 
Rouge took a new lease of life as 
the kind of enemy terrorists we have 

to loathe – from Communist revolu-
tionaries to Muslim jihadists. By the 
time Duch was indicted in 2007, the 
Anglo-American axis had jettisoned 
its covert support for the Khmer 
Rouge and the documented records 
had conveniently gone down the Or-
wellian memory-hole. 
 
Contorted And Contrived  
Political Posturings 
The established media continued on 
with their themes about the evil ge-
nocide wrought by Pol Pot and his 
henchmen. They also readily con-
demned any Western commentators 
who had initially been mistaken in 
their assessment of the Khmer 
Rouge revolution. In particular, 
Noam Chomsky got a drubbing for a 
time. One of these Establishment 
media figures calling out Chomsky 
was Francis Wheen, a prominent 
columnist and author, who has writ-
ten a biography of Karl Marx. 
 
Wheen can be described as broadly 
liberal in approach, dishing out criti-
cism to both political Right and Left, 
but basically a Western ideologue 
when and where it matters.  For 
example, along with his mate Chris-
topher Hitchens, he was an avid 
cheer-leader for the illegal Anglo-
American invasion of Iraq in 2003.  
In his book “How Mumbo-Jumbo 
Conquered The World: A Short His-
tory Of Modern Delusions”, Harper 
Perennial, 2004), Wheen reports 
that Noam Chomsky first denied the 
Cambodian genocide, and then 
played down what had actually hap-
pened (pp302/3). But while initially 
very suspicious of the Establish-
ment line on this particular geno-
cide, Chomsky certainly came round 
to accept the evidence and fully 
express his disgust. 
 
Francis Wheen, however, was hap-
py to ignore all the outrageous Wes-
tern collaboration with the Khmer 
Rouge after the Vietnamese inter-
vention. He was also content in 
keeping silence on the US prior 
bombing and invasion of neutral 
Cambodia, which proved to be the 
critical factor in the rise of this revo-
lutionary movement.  All this sort of 
stuff obviously did not fit his own 
agenda of linking allegedly humani-
tarian aims to certain Western geo-
political projections and associated 
military action, as in the former Yu-
goslavia. Wheen has his own forms 
of “mumbo-jumbo” (ibid.)  As noted, 
Wheen was a close mate of the late 
Christopher Hitchens and a com-
rade-in-arms of the latter's late-in-

life imperialist bent. 
 
As for the horrors of the Cambodian 
genocide, one only has to contrast it 
with the West's gory celebration of 
the 1965-70 Indonesian genocide to 
get a sense of the absolutely stun-
ning hypocrisy at work.  Noam 
Chomsky documents and lays bare 
US policy in “Human Rights: The 
Pragmatic Criterion”, Chapter 5 in 
his “Year 501: The Conquest Con-
tinues” (op. cit., pp127-37; see also: 
“Indonesia History, Genocide: 1965-
1966, 40 Years Of Silence”14; and 
as well, check out relevant back 
issues of PR on this genocide, and 
Western State terrorism generally). 
 
Undermining Crony 
Conspiratorial Crap 
So, we have seen how the 
established Western media treat the 
Khmer Rouge-perpetrated genocide 
as a monumental indictment of evil, 
as compared with this same media's 
initial fulsome celebration of the In-
donesian genocide. Then there en-
sued in the West a subsequent em-
barrassed silence as the internatio-
nal political climate shifted some-
what. 
 
At this stage in the exposition of my 
essay, I want to look a bit more 
closely at the horrible ironies impli-
cated in what was entailed in the 
Anglo-American aid for the Khmer 
Rouge after the Vietnamese inva-
sion of Cambodia in 1979. John Pil-
ger had revealed how the British 
SAS had helped Khmer Rouge ca-
dres conduct a guerrilla warfare re-
sistance against the occupying Viet-
namese with a special emphasis on 
landmine use. 
 
Later, the plight of peoples facing 
landmines around the world was 
highlighted by the personal interna-
tional campaign admirably waged 
by the late Princess Diana. The 
shocking problems go on (“20 Years 
After Diana Visit Landmines Still Kil-
ling Angola’s Children”, 9/1/1715). 
 
In recent years, Britain has actually 
been helping with landmine clea-
rance in a number of affected coun-
tries, including Cambodia. This has 
been happening despite the fact 
that the major powers like the US 
continue to abjure international trea-
ties that try and reduce, and indeed 
eliminate landmines as weapons of 
war. A news story that caught world 
attention in September 2020 was 
that about the African giant pouched 
rat given international recognition 
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for its work in landmine clearance 
(“Magawa The Rat Wins Bravery 
Medal For Sniffing Out Mines”16).  
Magawa has been helping clear 
landmines in Cambodia. 
 
“Leftover mines are a legacy of the 
nation's brutal civil war in the 1970s 
and the 1980s. Up to six million re-
main undiscovered, according to da-
ta from the Cambodian Mine Action 
Centre (CMAC). Mine-clearing 
HALO Trust says over 64,000 ca-
sualties and more than 25,000 am-
putees have been recorded in Cam-
bodia since 1979” (ibid.). There is, 
of course, a veil of silence over the 
former role of the Anglo-American 
axis in pushing the deployment of 
landmines throughout Cambodia. 
This is just another of those many 
“unmentionables”! 
 
Civilising Barbarism On  
A Small Planet 
If anyone wants to find out why and 
how the West, especially the spear-
head Anglo-American axis, gained 
its grossly privileged position and 
hegemony on planet Earth, then 
Shashi Tharoor can serve as a most 
enlightening introductory guide. 
Tharoor is a former Under Secretary
-General at the UN, a Congress MP 
in India, and a prominent author. 
 
His “Inglorious Empire: What the 
British Did To India” (op. cit.) pre-
sents a damning indictment of the 
exploitation exacted by British impe-
rialism. India, of course, was the 
prize “jewel” of the British imperial 
crown. Shashi Tharoor was one of 
the international guests at the Auck-
land Writers' Festival in May 2018. 
Meanwhile, however, Western civili-
sation must naturally forge on, whe-
ther to the stars and beyond, or 
grabbing raw resources from under 
the Earth's melting cryosphere. For 
example, the Arctic is fast becoming 
an open ice-free sea subject to gro-
wing geopolitical competition! 
 
Yet at the same time, again, accor-
ding to the lights of the prevailing 
cultural hegemony, never mind 
sweating too much angst over geo-
politics bumping up against the pla-
netary limits of economic growth!! 
After all, the Western Establishment 
and its neo-liberal culture have 
routinely rationalised the militarised 
market, with its growing competition 
for energy sources, minerals, and 
other materials, etc., as simply em-
bracing the heavenly manna of “free 
trade” (see my “Beyond Cargo Cul-
tism: Political Economy At Issue”, in 

Foreign Control Watchdog 146, De-
cember 201717). 
 
Green parties are regularly pilloried 
on the slightest pretext by the crony 
corporate media. In truth, this all 
amounts to the stuff of elitist cultural 
hegemony, with reality screened as 
much as possible from public view 
(“The Race For What's Left: The 
Global Scramble For The World's 
Last Resources”, Michael Klare, 
Metropolitan Books, 2012). There 
certainly has been lots of “fake 
news”! 
 
Inflammatory Imperialism 
In the early years of the 21st Cen-
tury, post-9/11, as one Rightwing 
professor of history and analyst of 
international relations acknow-
ledged, there was “a more milita-
ristic attitude on the part of the Ame-
rican government and a related 
burst of war” (Jeremy Black in pre-
face, “War And The New Disorder In 
The Twenty-First Century”, Conti-
nuum, 2004, pix). The tentacles of 
empire were activated again in a re-
newed bout of imperious predation. 
 
Militarist reactionism, enhanced and 
amplified by accompanying propa-
ganda, was indeed grossly inflamed 
by the Anglo-American power elite. 
This militarist mindset and its belli-
gerent results both fuelled and re-
flected a broad and very ugly trend 
(e.g. “The Rise Of Anti-Muslim 
Hate”, International Socialist Re-
view18). Hateful hostility has conti-
nued right up to today, whatever 
crocodile tears that, for instance, the 
British media might have momenta-
rily shed over the horrible 15th 
March 2019 mosque mass murders 
in Christchurch/Otautahi, NZ. 
 
The factors driving hate and antago-
nism were by this stage very much 
in operation, and drawing on a long-
term pattern of behaviour and senti-
ment (“Anti-Muslim Hate Is Now 
Widespread In The UK – And The 
Media Is Helping Normalise It”, 
30/3/1819).  But in the West, and es-
pecially within the Anglo-American 
axis, the sense of white supremacist 
civilisational superiority is taken for 
granted, and draws on centuries of 
overlordship. Currently, the Black 
Lives Matter movement and asso-
ciated social stirrings are taking this 
overlordship to task.  But, in turn, 
the reactionary movements are still 
very much simmering away. 
 
Anglo-American ideological capita-
list fundamentalism and its connec-

tions with aggressive expansionist 
strategies thus constitute the central 
issue. Yet, as emphasised, such 
deep, intertwined linkages are assi-
duously and systematically exclu-
ded from serious purview for the 
most part by the Western political 
Establishment and its corporate me-
dia. Obviously enough, these institu-
tions do so for eminently self-ser-
ving reasons. 
 
As ever, the Anglo-American em-
pire's central goal is the continuing 
control of Middle Eastern resources. 
It lies at the base of so much of our 
angst (“Shadow Wars – The Secret 
Struggle For The Middle East”, 
Christopher Davidson, Oneworld 
Publishing, 2016). The empire mar-
shals its “media, financial power, 
and military power in order to use 
both covert and overt mechanisms 
to maintain” hegemony in the region 
(ibid). 
 
Ironies Of Imperial Rule And 
Islamist Insurrection Run Amok! 
Not only is oil, as regulated by Sau-
di Arabia, of crucial importance as 
humankind's key source of energy, 
but ultimate foreign control of this oil 
by the US underpins the American 
domestic economy in a number of 
ways. It is surely most significant 
that: “Without the dollar support (as 
relayed by oil imperialism and the 
kingdom only selling it in $US), the 
US would more than likely lose its 
preferential position as being the 
global fiat currency” (ibid.). 
 
Oil prices, of course, have slumped 
heavily during the current Covid-19 
crisis but the US has taken the op-
portunity to build up its strategic re-
serves.  The great irony underlying 
all this, of course, is that humankind 
has to phase out the use of fossil 
fuels, including oil, as much as pos-
sible in order to properly tackle an-
thropogenic climate change. 
 
Meantime, in the greatest of geopo-
litical ironies and, indeed, contradic-
tions, whilst the fundamentalist 
Wahhabi version of Islam has facili-
tated the US-led control of the Sunni 
kingdom of Saudi Arabia, it has also 
been the primary cause of Muslim 
jihadi resistance and terrorism 
against the West. If “the Western 
neo-liberal economic/political order”, 
especially per means of the Anglo-
American empire, still keeps its grip 
on the Middle East for the moment, 
this grip is starting to slip. 
 
For example, the phenomena of 
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Houthi rebels in Yemen launching 
drone attacks on Saudi oil facilities 
represent yet another indicator of 
this increasing instability and loss of 
imperial control. Similarly, the recent 
anti-government and anti-corruption 
rioting throughout Iraq points to this 
same pattern of eroding Anglo-Ame-
rican hegemony in the Middle East. 
 
Moreover, American-orchestrated      
efforts to overthrow the Russian-
backed Shiite Assad dictatorship in 
yet another “regime change” have 
so far failed badly. In fact, the only 
thing that the US-backed jihadi 
groups have succeeded in doing is 
the systematic dissemination of 
chaos and mayhem, cunningly ca-
mouflaged by the Western corpo-
rate crony media. 
 
The presence of Islamic State in 
Iraq and Syria (ISIS) in Syria has 
been the perennial excuse for a 
continuing American foothold there. 
As usual, the “collateral damage” in 
terms of human lives lost and suf-
fering, let alone the physical dest-
ruction inflicted, has been enormous 
and horrendous. Both sides of the 
Syrian civil war have been ruthless 
in the devastation wrought. But 
Western responsibility is consistent-
ly covered up or deflected. 
 
Malevolent Murdoch-Led 
Media Propaganda 
 
And what caused the emergence of 
the extremist ISIS, the alleged rea-
son for so much of the American in-
tervention in Syria, in the first place? 
Oh dear, don't ask our public pur-
veyors of false news! It's just too 
painfully embarrassing for the Anglo
-American political Establishment, 
its crony media, collusive academic 
commentariat, etc. For sure, power 
without accountability is very dange-
rous indeed!! 
 
For many, many years, Middle East-
ern civilian lives have been just so 
much “collateral damage” at the 
hands of its imperial masters (“The 
Great War For Civilisation: The Con-
quest Of The Middle East”, Robert 
Fisk, Harper Perennial, 2005/06). 
Today's “normal” pernicious policy 
and practice, as perpetrated by the 
Pentagon and its allies, follow on in 
the same tracks (ibid.). 
 
Malign Western media spin is the 
name of the game.  Whenever the 
causes of the emergence of ISIS 
ever happen to be mentioned now, 
truth is very likely to be the first ca-

sualty.  For instance, take a typical 
Murdoch Times article (“Turkey 
Strikes At Kurdish Towns”, repro-
duced in the Press, 11/10/19). A 
clause actually reads that, among 
other outcomes, the Syrian civil war 
“led to the birth of ISIS” [my em-
phasis] (ibid.). 
 
So, there we have it.  According to 
the British Establishment Times a la 
Rupert Murdoch-peddled propagan-
da, ISIS was a product of the Syrian 
civil war. In terms of the actual ori-
gins of ISIS, this spiel is a calcula-
tedly malign perversion of the truth. 
In fact, as we very well know, in light 
of the indisputably damning evi-
dence, ISIS was a direct outcome of 
the chaos and mayhem unleashed 
in the “shock and awe” Anglo-Ame-
rican illegal invasion of Iraq in 2003. 
 
“Fake News” And Fighting For 
The Future 
So, to recap then on the origins of 
ISIS, this extreme Islamist move-
ment arose primarily out of the fight-
ing in Iraq. Having effectively origi-
nated in Iraq, the incipient terrorist 
organisation was driven out of Iraq 
into Syria by the so-called US-led 
“Surge” (January 2007 to July 2008) 
and ensuing conflict. The American 
command employed its special for-
ces in a range of tactics to crush the 
Sunni insurgents and their suppor-
ters. 
 
Yet, ever so ironically and conve-
niently in Syria, the Americans and 
their mates were already supporting 
a host of Islamist jihadists in armed 
insurgency against the Assad re-
gime, including a large number al-
lied with al Qaeda one way or ano-
ther – directly or indirectly!  So, ISIS 
had lots of fertile ground there on 
which to take root and grow. 
 
Loretta Napoleoni, an Italian journa-
list and political analyst, has traced 
the sources and channels of finan-
cial funding for Islamist terrorist net-
works, especially ISIS. Napoleoni 
has been intimately involved with 
the Western political Establishment 
to the extent of chairing the 
countering terrorism financing group 
for the Club de Madrid. 
 
This body coordinates former Pre-
sidents and PMs from 65 countries 
with the proclaimed aim of promo-
ting democracy. Founded in 2001, 
Club de Madrid even has NZ's for-
mer National PM Jenny Shipley as a 
Vice-President, something perhaps 
rather disturbing given her very self-

seeking record!. 
 
Despite Loretta Napoleoni's specific 
anti-terrorist role with the Western-
oriented Club de Madrid, she has 
made some scathing commentary 
on the West's role in the Middle 
East. Her seemingly glaring conflicts 
of interest stand out starkly in mul-
tiple ways, not only regarding her 
function in tracing the money trails 
of Muslim terrorists.  Most signifi-
cantly, Napoleoni epitomises the 
Anglo-American axis in certain criti-
cal dimensions, living in both Lon-
don and Montana (US), while acting 
as a consultant for the commodities 
markets, and travelling regularly to 
Middle Eastern countries for this 
purpose, among others. But, yet 
again, in the light of various alterna-
tive associations, she can be seen 
as quite Leftist in political outlook! 
 
Anyway, given this complex context 
and set of associations, Loretta Na-
poleoni's writings pose a quite dra-
matically contrasting foil from a 
Western perspective to the Rupert 
Murdoch-type line on the so-called 
“War on Terrorism” (e.g. see her 
“Terrorism And The Economy: How 
The War On Terror Is Bankrupting 
The World”, Seven Stories Press, 
2010). She can indeed even echo 
themes from Robert Fisk's “The 
Great War For Civilisation” (op. cit.). 
 
A Burning Phoenix From The 
Ashes . . . 
More specifically, for my purposes 
here, Napoleoni skewers the rea-
sons and setting for the rise of ISIS. 
Calling at the time for “a new ap-
proach to stopping this hostile politi-

Rupert Murdoch  
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cal entity”, she went on to challenge 
the denialist propaganda of the 
West (“The Islamist Phoenix: The 
Islamic State And The Redrawing 
Of The Middle East”, Seven Stories, 
2014, p7). 
 
She said: “Such a strategy cannot 
be produced by denying the obvious 
fact that the genesis of the (ISIS) 
Caliphate is deeply intertwined with 
decades of Western politics and in-
terventions in the Middle East” (ibid.). 
The illegal 2003 Iraq invasion and 
subsequent American self-justifying 
propaganda created so much of the 
myth that fed the rise of ISIS. Let 
another critic of the American inva-
sion of Iraq in 2003, Peter W. Gal-
braith, a political player who has 
had a vested interest in the coun-
try's Kurdistan oil resources, give a 
further take on what happened. 
Note Galbraith was writing in 2006 
when things were unravelling fast in 
the aftermath of the invasion. 
 
A relevant quote follows: “The tur-
moil in Iraq's Sunni Arab regions 
provided a golden opportunity for fo-
reign terrorists and jihadis to fight 
the US. Al-Qaeda moved into Iraq, 
generating spin-offs, allies, and imi-
tators. A Jordanian thug, Abu Mu-
sab al-Zarqawi, set up al-Qaeda in 
Mesopotamia, and claimed respon-
sibility for some of the most specta-
cular bombings and gruesome kil-
lings, including the videotaped be-
headings of Western hostages. Like 
Ba'athists (Saddam Hussein's base), 
the foreign terrorists and the indige-
nous fundamentalists seem well 
funded” (“The End Of Iraq: How Ame-
rican Incompetence Created A War 
Without End”, Simon & Schuster, 
2006/7, p180). 
 
Al-Zarqawi had created his own ma-
verick Iraqi insurgent group called 
Tawid al Jihad (Monotheism and Ji-
had). It became what Galbraith calls 
“al-Qaeda in Mesopotamia”. This 
group is better known as al-Qaeda 
in Iraq or the Islamist State in Iraq 
(ISI). It is worth registering here that 
the start of ISIS, given al-Zarqawi's 
history, can even be traced back to 
1999 in Jordan, i.e., if we want to be 
esoterically pedantic, and so let the 
US off the hook for the real impetus 
behind this terror movement! 
 
Once again, ironies emerged to run 
rampant on the Iraqi battleground! 
In the so-called “Sunni Awakening”, 
under the tutelage of the US-con-
trived counter-insurgency “Surge” (Ja-
nuary 2007-July 2008), a lot of the 

regional population turned against al-
Zarqawi's jihadi group. The traditio-
nal sheikh leadership worked to eli-
minate it. In 2006, al-Zarqawi him-
self was killed, along with his 
daughter, by an American air strike. 
 
While both Napoleoni and Galbraith 
are strong critics of the illegal 2003 
US-led invasion of Iraq, they still – 
significantly enough – reserve the 
terms “terrorist” and “terrorism” for 
the retail-type perpetrators of the 
Muslim world like al-Zarqawi. They 
do not similarly so label the Western 
agents and purveyors of wholesale 
“State terrorism”. Imperial Western 
State terrorists exact their human 
rights abuses per invasions, drone 
attacks, special forces' death squads, 
covert operations, etc., as well the 
open use of economic sanctions 
and bullying diplomacy. As George 
Orwell so brilliantly showed, lan-
guage can be vital in shaping per-
ceptions and understandings. 
 
Deepening Disruptive 
Divisiveness 
With the arrival of al-Zarqawi in Iraq, 
fresh from the battlefields of Afgha-
nistan, the resistance to the Ameri-
can invasion took a new turn on an 
old conflict inherent in Muslim civili-
sation itself. Most crucially, in Napo-
leoni's words: “The late Abu Musab 
al-Zarqawi, a man, who openly chal-
lenged the leadership of al Qaeda, 
… (savagely) reignited the ancient 
and bloody conflict between Sunnis 
and Shiites as a key tactic for the 
rebirth of the Caliphate” (“The Isla-
mist Phoenix”, op. cit., p8). 
 
Al Qaeda, as enjoined by Osama 
bin Laden, had worked to unite Sun-
nis and Shiites together against Wes-
tern foreign control and occupation. 
But al-Zarqawi deliberately blew this 
approach apart in a sectarian fren-
zy. Suicide attacks, as earlier high-
lighted, were the hallmark of al-Zar-
qawi's approach. But indiscriminate 
killing proved to be a counter-pro-
ductive tactic for his group, among 
other factors failing to fire up wide-
spread collective resistance against 
the US-led invasion. 
 
Yet problems grew for the invaders. 
The US “Surge” strategy underlying 
the “Sunni Awakening” might have 
harnessed the motivational energies 
of a considerable number of locals, 
particularly as channelled by the 
more conservative traditional leader-
ship. But the “Surge” strategy in turn 
also alienated, and even activated, 
others in revenge mode by the de-

ployment of repressive “death squad” 
methods, among other tactics em-
ployed. 
 
Such American methods were mo-
delled on the “Phoenix” counter-in-
surgency programme (1967-73) 
against the National Liberation Front 
- the “Viet Cong” - in Vietnam (for 
the Vietnam experience, see: “The 
Phoenix Program”, Douglas Valen-
tine, William Morrow and Company, 
1990). To emphasise once more, 
the silence and complicity of the 
Anglo-America media on such war 
crimes is systematic and pervasive. 
“When it comes to the CIA and the 
press, one  hand  washes the other”  
(ibid., p339). The same goes in ge-
neral for the Western media and its 
relationship with the military/intelli-
gence apparatus. 
 
Phoenix Rising! 
After Zarqawi's assassination in 
2006, ISI continued to operate as al 
Qaeda's branch in Iraq. But the 
“Surge” and the “Sunni Awakening” 
movement had left this particular 
insurgent group very much on the 
back foot. “Not until 2010, when Abu 
Bakr al-Baghdadi became the 
leader of what was left of al Qaeda 
in Iraq, did  things  start  to  change” 
(“The Islamist Phoenix, op. cit., 
p11). The group wanted now to be 
called ISI as an independent entity, 
i.e., separate from al Qaeda. Al-
Baghdadi targeted the Shiite go-
vernment, which had got very unpo-
pular under the rule of Prime Minis-
ter Nouri al Maliki (2006-14). 
 
From 2011, al-Baghdadi looked in-
creasingly to Syria to grow his orga-
nisation. Then later: “In 2013, follo-
wing its merger with a section of Ja-
bhat al Nusra, a Syrian jihadist 
group affiliated with al Qaeda, the 
organisation renamed itself Islamic 
State in Iraq & the Levant (al 
Sham), better known by the acro-
nym ISIL or ISIS” (ibid., pix).  In ac-
tuality, ISIS soon ended up in a 
vicious turf war with Jabhat al Nusra 
in Syria.  Birds of a feather can 
sometimes tear themselves apart! 
 
Stemming back to its origins under 
the leadership of the Jordanian al-
Zarqawi and his confreres, ISIS had 
embraced radical Salafism. This re-
actionary fundamentalist creed a-
mounts to a total rejection of Wes-
tern values, although with a major 
qualification.  ISIS was to prove ironi-
cally, and even outrageously prag-
matic in the use of various modern 
technologies, especially the Internet. 



 

36        Peace Researcher  60       November  2020 

ISIS most dramatically demonstra-
ted its syncretic terrorist tactics with 
its Internet videos aimed at inspiring 
rebellion and recruitment.  In the 
end, however, ISIS's horrible pic-
tures of beheadings (at least as re-
gards the immediate procedures) 
were used successfully against it. 
The Western Establishment media 
marshalled strongly antagonistic opi-
nion, both in the West and much of 
the Middle East, as well as else-
where. This public opinion endorsed 
all the violent interventions to wipe 
out ISIS. 
 
Al Baghdadi himself was eventually 
trapped by US special forces in 
October 2019 in Syria's conflict-torn 
north-western Idlib province. He 
then committed suicide, sadly taking 
his two children with him. Idlib has 
been undergoing a very painful hu-
manitarian crisis with refugees and 
other civilians caught out in the con-
test rife with all the competing for-
ces involved. 
 
Voluminous Volatility And 
Compounding Complexity 
From 2011 on, the conflict sparked 
in Syria turned into a horrible on-
going human tragedy. The comple-
xities of the conflict and the contor-
tions of the various rival forces got 
even deeper and more entangled. 
By mid-October 2019, Syrian Presi-
dent Bashar al-Assad had actually 
moved in support of the formerly re-
bel Kurds against the invading Tur-
kish forces. There are multiple iro-
nies here. In seeing Shiite-ruled Sy-
ria as an enemy regime, NATO-affi-
liated Sunni Turkey had allowed jiha-
dist fighters, including ISIS-aligned 
insurgents, to pour into this country 
across a porous border. 
 
Later, however, when exercising 
greater domestic control, it suffered 
some karma in a backlash from ISIS 
terrorists within Turkey itself. But the 
dictatorial Erdogan-controlled Tur-
kish State's main focus was the civil 
war against its own Kurdish popula-
tion in the south-east of the country. 
The Anglo-American warmongers 
later went on to lament the US re-
treat in Syria. But the US still main-
tains a military foothold there in the 
north-east. The corporate media ne-
ver contrast the legal presence of 
Russia with the illegal intrusion of 
America anyway! 
 
With America's latest betrayal of the 
Kurds, Turkey's repeated invasions 
of Syria, recent mass rioting in Iraq, 
the perilous ongoing US stand-off 

with Iran, etc., the whole region is 
constantly wracked by heart-brea-
king conflict and misery for its inha-
bitants. Sometimes the declared 
concerns of the West for freedom, 
democracy, and human rights can 
just get too overwhelming, choking 
one up with raw emotion!! 
 
Assad, of course, is strongly suppor-
ted by Russia, which “opposes the 
Turkish operation”, and has urged 
the Kurds to unite with the Syrian 
government (“Turkey Strikes At Kur-
dish Towns”, Press, 11/10/19). In-
deed, the Russians swiftly moved to 
replace the Americans, who retrea-
ted back to Iraq for the most part 
(e.g., “Russians Move In After US 
Deserts Battlefield”, a report repro-
duced from Rupert Murdoch's The 
Times, in the Press, 17/10/19). 
 
Fracturing Frontlines 
The key Manbij base, “on the wes-
tern edge of territory controlled by 
the Kurdish-led Syrian Democratic 
Forces (SDF), the group that joined 
forces with the US five years ago to 
fight Islamic State (ISIS)” was taken 
over by Russian soldiers.  SDF's do-
minant faction, the Kurdish YPG, is 
the Syrian arm of the PKK guerrilla 
group that has fought a long war 
with Ankara inside Turkey itself. The 
US has helped the Turkish State 
wage a ruthless counter-insurgency 
(COIN) campaign to try and crush 
the PKK (“Spoils Of War: The Hu-
man Cost Of America's Arms Trade”, 
John Tirman, The Free Press, 
1997). 

In the 1990s, “Turkey's 'front-line' 
status was forged in the Cold War 
but was reconfirmed as a bulwark 
against Muslim radicalism, whether 
it be Saddam's version of Arab na-
tionalism, or Khomeini's (Shiite Ira-
nian) revolution”, (or even Assad's 
Shiite regime) (ibid., p235). Ameri-
can exports of military helicopters 
and other aid to the Turkish regime 
flagrantly overrode human rights 
protests (ibid.). 
 
To return to the near present, As-
sad's forces were given permission 
by the SDF and its Kurdish lea-
dership to enter Manbij to bolster its 
positions” (“Russians Move In...”, 
op. cit.). The YPG had wanted to 
establish a Kurdish separatist repub-
lic in north-eastern Syria but its pro-
ximity to Turkey's south-east, as 
well as the Kurdistan region in Iraq 
(despite differences in politics) was 
always going to cause acute unease 
in various quarters. To be sure, Tur-
key's main objective is to prevent 
unity between the Turkish and Sy-
rian Kurds and so the formation of a 
joint bloc. 
 
Following the American betrayal of 
the Kurds (yet one more episode in 
a long and cynical record of be-
traying Kurds!) and a green light for 
the Turkish invasion, “Turkey's Wes-
tern allies, including the UK and the 
EU, have also voiced their oppo-
sition to the (joint Turkish-US) ope-
ration” (ibid.). Since Turkey, as indi-
cated, is part of the NATO military 
alliance, this voiced opposition adds 
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yet another level of complexity to 
the crisis. 
 
Ramifying Reactions Running 
Deep 
Meantime, Russia's intervention is 
proclaimed as intended to keep Tur-
kish and Syrian forces apart, aiming 
at a mediated ceasefire and, ulti-
mately, peace. But Russia has been 
heavily and ruthlessly engaged in 
military action in support of the As-
sad regime. Indeed, its intervention 
has effectively, for the moment, 
dealt a crushing blow to any Ame-
rican hopes for a Syrian regime 
change! 
 
Turkey's President Erdogan, how-
ever, is refusing to back off, intent 
on carving off a supposed “safe 
zone” along the Syrian-Turkish bor-
der, controlled by his troops and al-
lied Syrian rebels like the so-called 
“National Army” (ibid.). Lamentably 
once more, Syrian civilians, espe-
cially children, have fallen victim to 
the ongoing Turkish assault and 
continuing presence (e.g., “Civilians 
Bear Brunt As Turks Advance On 
Kurdish Districts”, Press, 12/10/19) 
 
For the “civil war” background regar-
ding human rights in Syria, see my 
“Growing Challenges For Peace: 
Compounding Geopolitical Confron-
tation, Insurgency & Counter-Insur-
gency”, PR 55, June 201820 (That 
issue had this all caps banner 
headline on its cover: THE WAR 
WITH NO GOOD GUYS). 
 
A temporary ceasefire was later ne-
gotiated in a US-Turkey deal, with 
President Trump obviously pushed 
to this action by Congress. Russia 
clearly had an input too. ISIS sleep-
er cells and escaping prisoners had 
taken advantage of the turmoil to 
carry out further terrorism.  The SDF 
warned that the Turkish invasion 
was re-opening the ISIS can of vi-
pers.  But the complications and 
causal chain underlying the present 
ongoing turmoil and uncertainty go 
even deeper, as we have conti-
nually recorded. 
 
Deadly Entanglements And 
Dissension 
Establishment Western commenta-
tors are muttering darkly about the 
political dynamics in the region ha-
ving shifted in favour of Russia, fol-
lowing the US withdrawal. Yet I 
have never come across any ac-
knowledgement by such commenta-
tors that the American military, 
along with the CIA, etc., are actually 

operating illegally within Syria.  
Western arrogance and power pro-
jection routinely treat both the ag-
gressive and destructive covert and 
overt intrusions by its agents/forces 
into other countries as simply a mat-
ter of right (see “The Cost Of Li-
ving”, op. cit.). As I have again 
emphasised throughout this article, 
hypocrisy has long been embedded 
in our culture, flowing naturally from 
imperial traditions. 
 
Hence the howls of righteous indig-
nation about alleged interference by 
Russia in American elections, where-
as the US/NATO brigade could ear-
lier brazenly engineer the overthrow 
of a democratically elected govern-
ment in the Ukraine, and push their 
aggressive march right up to Rus-
sia's borders. We have noted that 
the official reason for the continuing 
American presence in Syria, aside 
from transparent propaganda about 
trying to protect civilians, has been 
to fight ISIS. America's critics can 
point to evidence of calculated ma-
chinations in the purported “War on 
Terror” (e.g., “Protecting Assets: 
There Is No US War Against ISIS”21). 
 
The presence of ISIS, of course, pro-
vides an excuse for the US to try 
and justify its continuing intervention 
in Syria. But at the same time, we 
can certainly reject any conspiracy 
theories about the origins of ISIS. 
For instance, we do not have to go 
along with the contention of Profes-
sor Michel Chossudovsky that ISIS 
has been a calculated invention of 
the Anglo-American axis (e.g. see 
boxed statement titled: “Who Is Be-
hind The Islamic State Project?”, 
suggesting a “Black Ops” project, in 
his “The Globalisation Of War”, op. 
cit., p35). 
 
Chossudovsky further elaborates on 
this thesis, alleging that ISIS was a 
product of the collaboration between 
the Saudi National Security Council 
and the American State Department 
(in another box titled: “The Islamic 
State (ISIS) 'Made In America'” (ibid., 
p157). What is clear enough, how-
ever, is the kind of evidence reveal-
ing the typical adaptability of Ameri-
can strategy, tailored according to 
the situation and the greater goals 
desired. For instance, Chossudovs-
ky points out that: “… according to 
Israeli intelligence sources (Debka), 
NATO, in liaison with the Turkish 
High Command, has been involved 
in the recruitment of jihadist merce-
naries from the outset of the Syrian 
crisis in March 2011” (ibid., p35). 

This is the basis of the force that 
Turkey continues to support for its 
own aims in the tragically conflicted 
Idlib province (e.g. “Turkish-Backed 
Rebels Say They Seized Town In 
Syria's Idlib In First Advance”, 
24/2/2022). The news item cited im-
mediately above related to a battle 
within the ongoing armed contest 
between Turkey and Syria. 
 
Chossudovsky continues: “In rela-
tion to the Syrian insurgency, the 
ISIS fighters together with the Al 
Qaeda-affiliated jihadist forces of 
the Al Nusrah Front are the foot sol-
diers of the Western military al-
liance. They are covertly supported 
by US-NATO-Israel. Their mandate 
is to wage a terrorist insurgency 
against the Government of Bashar 
al-Assad” (“The Globalisation Of 
War”, op. cit.). Putting aside Profes-
sor Chossudovsky's anti-American 
bias here in seeing the US as the 
source of all evil, the reality is that 
both direct and indirect Western 
support for Sunni jihadism against 
the minority Shiite regime has 
played a big role in the current hu-
manitarian and wider geopolitical 
tragedy (“Growing Challenges For 
Peace”, op. cit.). 
 
The Serpentine Contortions Of 
Geopolitics 
Anglo-American geopolitical strate-
gy in playing off Muslim militancy 
against Leftwing or other proscribed 
enemies has long been standard 
practice in the Middle East and 
other parts of the world. Muslim mili-
tancy has often been encouraged 
and deliberately manipulated. It has 
reaped a whirlwind as in Afghanis-
tan. The1965-70 Indonesian Geno-
cide mentioned earlier has been the 
bloodiest and most cynical episode. 
Then later came the Afghan wars, 
first against the Soviets, and then, 
ironies of ironies, against the Tali-
ban, and now also ISIS, etc. 
 
Similarly, since 9/11, groupings of Is-
lamist jihadists have been suppor-
ted to the hilt by the Anglo-American 
axis, and other Western agencies, 
in a concerted strategy in both over-
throwing Gaddafi in Libya, and in 
trying to overthrow the Assad re-
gime in Syria (ibid.). And welcome 
to Hell for the unfortunate regional 
inhabitants with all the socio-econo-
mic mess, ongoing political instabi-
lity, and widespread suffering 
created – just so much more collate-
ral damage, eh?! 
 
The West's militarist market de-
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mands, along with fossil fuel secu-
rity, drive the geopolitical struggle in 
the Middle East, as well as else-
where. “The Turkish invasion has 
opened another bloody chapter in 
Syria's nine-year war, which has al-
ready killed over half a million peo-
ple, (and) forced 13 million others 
from their homes...” (“Turkey Strikes 
At Kurdish Towns”, op. cit.). 
 
“Syria's Foreign Minister (has) ac-
cused Turkey... of 'a war crime and 
a crime against humanity' for cutting 
water to more than a dozen towns 
that   resisted   Turkish   occupation” 
(“Syria: Turkey 'One Of The Main 
Sponsors Of Terror'”, Press, 28/9/20). 
This “cut-off of water supplies en-
dangered civilian lives, especially du-
ring the Covid-19 pandemic” (ibid.). 
 
It is apposite to note here that Rus-
sia and NATO-aligned Turkey had, 
of late, been cosying up together, 
but that the latter's intervention in 
Syria has added a new stressful di-
mension to their relationship. The 
two countries square off on oppo-
sing sides with Russia backing As-
sad militarily, and Turkey doing the 
same for its so-called “National Ar-
my” fighting against the regime 
(“Turkish-Backed Rebels Say...”, op. 
cit.). In the latter part of 2020, ten-
sions remain highly strung across 
this region for all the various parti-
cipants. 
 
The Imperialistic “War On Terror” 
In Action 
By September 2020, the American 
armed foothold on the frontline in 
north-eastern Syria was crumbling 
under increasing pressure from As-
sad and his Russian allies. Face-
saving American propaganda aside, 
it is of fundamental importance that: 
“Syria is the only significant crude 
oil producing country in the Eastern 
Mediterranean region” (“Petroleum 
Industry In Syria”, Wikipedia23). In-
deed, the industry “forms a major 
part of the economy” and accounts 
(in relatively good times) for about a 
quarter of the state's revenue” (ibid.). 
Guess then the real American mo-
tive for hanging on in this part of 
Syria?! 
 
To be more specific about the oil re-
source: “Syria's known oil reserves 
are mainly in the eastern part of the 
country – in the Deir ez-Zor Gover-
nate near its border with Iraq and 
along the Euphrates River” (ibid.). 
ISIS had “controlled most oil fields 
in eastern Syria starting from 2013”, 
until it eventually lost its grip (ibid.). 

America's illegal intervention and 
subsequent control of eastern Syria 
signalled the arrival of a far bigger 
predator! 
 
“Following the American control of 
eastern Syria, American President 
Donald Trump (brazenly) claimed 
on 28 October 2019 that $US45 mil-
lion a month could be earned from 
the Syrian oil. In November 2019, 
Syrian President Bashar al-Assad 
indicated that ISIS terrorists have 
two partners in stealing the Syrian 
oil since 2014, (Turkish President) 
Recep Tayyip Erdogan and his cote-
rie, and the Americans who always 
try to loot the other countries” (ibid.). 
 
The Yankee imperialists have even 
blatantly set up a puppet enterprise 
to steal the oil. “On July 30, 2020, 
the Autonomous Administration of 
North and East Syria signed an agree-
ment with an American oil company, 
Delta Crescent Energy LLC, to de-
velop oil fields in the region. The 
Syrian authorities condemned the 
agreement, and mentioned that: 
“This agreement is null and  void 
and has no legal basis” (“American-
Led Intervention In The Syrian Civil 
War”24). 
 
America's military planners have 
long wanted to engineer regime 
change in Syria. While they have so 
far failed in this particular case, 
helping themselves to the country's 
oil is a bonus in the meantime! The 
US flouts international law with utter 
contempt whenever and wherever it 
suits its imperial aims. Syria's oil 
industry used to depend quite a lot 
on Western oil companies like Shell 
and Total but American-driven eco-
nomic sanctions have crippled pro-
duction and exports. This drastic 
loss of revenue has hit the popula-
tion hard in a strife-torn country with 
traditionally a very low per capita 
gross domestic product (GDP) – yet 
one more case of pain and suffering 
inflicted on millions of people by the 
American empire in a seemingly 
endless series of State terrorism 
and exploitation! 
 
Conflicts Compounding Across 
The Globe 
One only has to peruse recent news-
paper headlines to get a disturbing 
sense of how geopolitical conflicts 
are spreading. For example, head-
lines range from: “Shots Fired On 
India-China Border” (Press, 10/9/20) 
to “China Boosting Forces To Rival 
US - Pentagon” (Press, 3/9/20); and 
from “Iran And US Exchange Threats 

And Sanctions” (Press, 21/9/20), fol-
lowed by “New US Sanctions [on 
Iran] Are Illegal: Most Of The World”  
(Press, 22/9/20) to “Standoff [bet-
ween Greece and Turkey] At Sea 
Continues As EU [European Union] 
Tries To Ease Tensions” (Sunday 
Star-Times, 16/8/20). 
 
It is very significant that in the last 
case cited, the standoff between 
Greece and Turkey, “the neighbou-
ring countries' navies continue a 
game of brinkmanship over eastern 
Mediterranean   Sea  drilling   rights” 
(“Standoff...”, ibid.).  Turkey, which 
under the Erdogan regime has be-
come increasingly belligerent, has 
been “searching for oil and gas bet-
ween Cyprus and the Greek island 
of Kastellorizo” (“Erdogan Threatens 
Greece”, Press, 15/8/20). 
 
Yet another potentially dangerous 
conflict involving Turkey has broken 
out in the Caucasus. Muslim-majo-
rity Azerbaijan, backed by Turkey, is 
engaged in bloody confrontation 
against the mostly Christian Arme-
nia, which is supported by Russia 
(e.g., “Attack By Separatists Raises 
Fears Of Caucasus Conflict”, Press, 
29/9/20).  Armenian separatists cur-
rently control the hotly disputed ter-
ritory of Nagorno-Karabakh, which 
broke away from Azerbaijan in the 
early 1990s (ibid.). This has since 
escalated into war. Ed. 
 
Even proclaimed peace deals can 
really represent the opposite of what 
the Anglo-American axis would like 
to portray them.  A recent example 
is the new so-called “Abraham Ac-
cords” between Israel, the United 
Arab Emirates (UAE) and Bahrain. 
This deal is just confirmation of an 
existing geopolitical junta consolida-
ting America's imperial reach in the 
Middle East (“Israel Deal With UAE 
May Lead To 'NATO-Like Alliance' 
Against Iran”, Press, 17/8/20).  There 
are some heartening moves in 
countries such as Yemen and Libya 
towards peaceful settlements. But 
the problems are still great and de-
mand far more urgent attention, as 
in a number of other conflict flash-
points. 
 
Dampening Down The Wildfires 
Of Human Conflict 
Portentously, “Mikhail Gorbachev 
has urged the winner of the (immi-
nent) US election to hold an early 
meeting with Vladimir Putin amid 
fears that the nuclear arms race the 
then Soviet President helped to end 
three decades ago is again spiral-
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ling out of control” (“Gorby: Reach 
Out To Putin Or Risk New Arms 
Race”, Press, 28/9/20). As Gorba-
chev says, “The situation is very 
worrying” (ibid.). He appealed for 
urgent and positive dialogue bet-
ween the two nations (ibid.). The 
world is indeed trembling on the 
brink with multiple conflicts threa-
tening to spin out of control. We are 
facing an unprecedented global cri-
sis, having to deal with the rampant 
Covid-19 disease, global warming, 
etc. We must unite internationally in 
addressing these problems, or we 
face certain extinction…  
 
Weblinks: 
 
1 

https://news.un.org/en/
story/2020/07/1068611,18/7/20 

2 http://canterbury.cyberplace.co.nz/
community/CAFCA/press-statements/
brenton-tarrant.html 

3 http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-
backissues/PR59.pdf 

4 www.theintercept.com  

5 https://pulitzercenter.org/projects/
extent-us-special-forces-involvement-
africa 

6 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/MIM-
104_Patriot 

7 https://time.com/5869987/spaceforce 

8 www.delmarvanow.com 

9 https://thedailyblog.co.nz 
10 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/

Valery_Tsepkalo  
11 https://www.nytimes.com/2004/05/27/

us/kissinger-tapes-describe-crises-
war-and-stark-photos-of-abuse.html?
searchResultPosition=1 

12 http://johnpilger.com/articles/from-pol-
pot-to-isis-anything-that-flies-on-
everything-that-moves  

13 https://theintercept.com/2014/11/06/
many-countries-islamic-world-u-s-
bombed-occupied-since-1980 

14 www.indonesia-
digest.net/3200genocide.htm; & http://
www.theguardian.com/film/the-act-of-
killing 

15 https://www.halotrust.org/latest/halo-
updates/news/20-years-after-dianas-

visit-landmines-are-still-killing-angolas
-children-landmine-free-2025/ 

16 https://www.dw.com/en/magawa-the-
rat-wins-bravery-medal-for-sniffing-out
-mines/a-55051001 

17 http://www.converge.org.nz/
watchdog/46/06.html 

18 https://isreview.org/issue/74/rise-anti-
muslim-hate 

19 https://www.prospectmagazine.co.uk/
politics/anti-muslim-hate-is-now-
widespread-in-the-uk-and-the-media-
is-helping-normalise-it 

20 http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-
backissues/pr55.pdf 

21 https://
libya360.wordpress.com/2016/05/31/
protecting-assets-there-is-no-us-war-
against-isis/ 

22 https://www.reuters.com/article/us-
syria-security-idUSKCN20J0SO 

23 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Petroleum_industry_in_Syria 

24 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/American-
led_intervention_in_the_Syrian_Civil_

War   ■ 

"Islands Of The Empire", by 
Vanguard Films (Alister Barry, Rod 
Prosser and Russell Campbell), was 
the definitive 1980s' documentary 
about all aspects of New Zealand's 
military and intelligence relationship 
with the United States. It was made 
during one of the pivotal periods of 
that relationship, the one which 
ended with New Zealand becoming 
nuclear free and, consequently, 
being booted out of ANZUS (the 
Australia, New Zealand, US military 
treaty that was the foundation of all 
New Zealand's defence and foreign 
policy from its inception in 1951 until 
the US, under President Ronald 
Reagan, kicked us out in 1986. It 
remains in force today, but only 
between the US and Australia). 
 
I was one of those interviewed for  
the film. When those interviews 
were shot, in 1983, Piggy Muldoon 
was Prime Minister. When the film 
premiered, in 1985, David Lange 

was. So, it spanned that really cri-
tical period, not only in the NZ/US 
relationship, but in New Zealand's 
history per se (my obituaries of Mul-
doon and Lange are in Foreign Con-
trol Watchdog 71 (November 1992, 
https://www.scribd.com/doc/242099 
88/Watchdog-November-1992) and 
Peace Researcher 32 (March 2006, 
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/p 
r-backissues/pr32.pdf) respectively. 
 
Mountain Top Interviews 
Filming involved some great loca-
tions. I was interviewed on top of 
two mountains, both of which con-
tained now long gone US military 
facilities - Mount John, near Tekapo 
in the Mackenzie Country, and 
Black Birch, in Marlborough. At 
Mount John, our filming actually co-
incided with the US military obser-
vatory being dismantled. We fol-
lowed a truckload of its parts being 
driven to the (still present) US mili-
tary transport base at Christchurch 

Airport and watched it being loaded 
onto a US Air Force cargo plane 
and flown to its new home in Ha-
waii. At Black Birch, I was filmed, in 
fog and rain, in front of the then US 
Naval Observatory. 
 
This was all before the existence of 
the Anti-Bases Campaign (ABC) or 
the Waihopai spy base (both of 
them date from the late 80s). It pre-
dates CAFCA (Campaign Against 
Foreign Control of Aotearoa) - in 
those days we were CAFCINZ 
(Campaign Against Foreign Control 
In New Zealand; we changed the 
name in the mid 80s) and CAFCINZ 
was heavily involved in the anti-
bases campaigns that arose out of 
the 1960s and 70s' anti-war move-
ment. That involvement not only 
consisted of me being interviewed 
for the film - CAFCINZ provided 
transport and accommodation for 
the three-man film crew (they 
stayed with me and my then partner 
in what is still my home, and work 
place). 
 
The late Bob Leonard drove us all 
up to Mount John in his van, one of 
the first of many, many trips and 
adventures I had with Bob over the 
next 30 years (my obituary of him is 
in Peace Researcher 46, December 
2013, http://www.converge.org.nz/a 
bc/pr/pr-backissues/pr46.pdf). And, 
in 1985, CAFCINZ organised and 

"ISLANDS OF THE EMPIRE"  

UPDATE & PREMIERE AGAIN 
A Generation Later 
 

By Murray Horton 

http://www.theguardian.com/film/the-act-of-killing
http://www.theguardian.com/film/the-act-of-killing
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hosted the film's premiere in Christ-
church, filling a cinema and getting 
mainstream media coverage in the 
process. Once again, the Vanguard 
Film boys stayed at our place. 
 
CAFCINZ/CAFCA duly helped to 
promote and publicise the film and 
to distribute it, once it became avail-
able on video. Then we all moved 
on to other things, as you do. Alister 
Barry, Rod Prosser and Russell 
Campbell kept making films, collec-
tively and individually. For instance, 
in the 90s, Alister made "Someone 
Else's Country", the seminal film on 
Rogernomics (you can watch that, 
plus his later film “In A Land Of 
Plenty”, on CAFCA’s Website at 
http://canterbury.cyberplace.co.nz/c 
ommunity/CAFCA/backgrounders/v 
anguard-films.html). 
 
And, in 1989 Russell came to my 
home (I was living there by myself 
at that stage) and filmed the series 
of interviews with me and others 
that make up the central core of his 
film "Rebels In Retrospect", about 
the first group to which I belonged, 
the Christchurch Progressive Youth 
Movement (PYM, which I joined in 
1969, more than 50 years ago, God 
help me. You can view “Rebels” 
here https://vimeo.com/350717298). 
In my Anti-Bases Campaign capaci-
ty, I worked again with Vanguard 
when they filmed at Waihopai spy 
base protests in years gone by. 
 
But I hadn't watched "Islands" for 
decades. Even if I wanted to, we no 
longer have the means of viewing 
videos. So, I was rather surprised to 
be told by Russell Campbell, in 
2018, that they planned to re-issue 
the film, digitised and on DVD and 
with a series of interviews to update 
it. He asked me to come to Welling-
ton to be one of those interviewed (I 
always stay with Russell when I'm in 
that city, his place is my Wellington 
home away from home). 
 
Owen Wilkes The Star 
I duly went there in May 2019. That 
enabled me to view the original and 
what a blast from the past that was. 
When originally filmed, I was a long 
haired and bearded Railways wor-
ker in my 30s. Funnily enough, none 
of that any longer applied 36 years 
later.  It was a shock to see my 
1983 and 2019 selves on screen. All 
I’ll say is that I reckon I look younger 
now. 
 
I've never been back up Mount John 
since that 1983 interview and I last 

went up Black Birch in 1990 during 
ABC’s Touching The Bases Tour 
(once again, the weather was lousy 
- it bloody snowed in November). It 
was a shock to the system to watch 
Sir Tim Shadbolt, the Mayor of In-
vercargill in perpetuity, being inter-
viewed in his previous life as the 
country's most high-profile protest 
movement leader. Maire Leadbeater 
appears throughout the film - this 
was years before we'd met. 
 
But the undoubted star was the late 
Owen Wilkes. I found it poignant 
watching him (including bobbing 
around in a protest boat on Welling-
ton Harbour, with a US Navy 
warship in the near background). It 
reminded me what an irreparable 
loss he is, not only to the NZ and 
international peace movements, but 
to his friends. Peace Researcher 31 
(October 2005, http://www.converg 
e.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr31. 
pdf) is entirely devoted to Owen. 
 

It was wonderful to be filmed by the 
same three friends and colleagues - 
Alister, Rod and Russell - as in 
1983. This time it wasn't done on 
top of fogbound mountains but in 
the Wellington Trades Hall (itself the 
target of a still unsolved 1984 fatal 
terrorist bombing, which gives you 
some idea of the broader political 
tensions and class battles that were 
taking place during the period that 
"Islands" was being made. That 
terrorist murder once again became 
a major media story in 2019 – but 
nobody has ever been charged with 
it). 
 
What Has Changed & What Hasn't 
I was asked a whole series of 
questions, a lot of them along the 
lines of "what has changed since 
1986?" (the year when NZ was 
kicked out of ANZUS). I won't detail 
my answers - you can hear them for 
yourselves in my appearances on 
the DVD’s Bonus Features). But – 
spoiler alert for what has changed in 

Top: Vanguard Films, Wellington, 2019. From left: Russell Campbell, Rod 
Prosser, Alister Barry.  Bottom: Still from film: Mt John, 1983 
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the NZ/US military and intelligence 
relationship – precious little. 
 
I realised that I'd forgotten about 
quite a number of things in the inter-
vening generation. Most embarras-
singly, I answered "no" to one 
particular question and was then 
presented with incontrovertible evi-
dence that the answer should have 
been "yes". To make it worse, the 
evidence was an article that I'd writ-
ten about that very subject, which 
was NZ's military involvement in the 
Philippines. I'm still actively involved 
in Philippines solidarity work, as is 
Rod Prosser. We've worked toge-
ther and Rod has filmed in that 
country. 
 
One basic thing has changed - my 
by-line on the “Islands” DVD is not 
CAFCA, but Anti-Bases Campaign. 
Since ABC was founded in 1987, 
CAFCA has left the bases issue, 
and the whole broader US/NZ mili-
tary/intelligence relationship issue, 
to ABC. That's not to say that 
CAFCA does not take any interest 
or have any involvement in that 
whole subject - far from it - but it is 
no longer a major subject for us, 
unlike in our early years. 
 
Being asked to take part in the 
"Islands" update provided a rare 
opportunity to revisit a key aspect of 
my CAFCINZ anti-bases past, and 
to reflect on what has changed and 
what has stayed the same in the 
film's subject matter, in the interve-
ning generation. It was also an 
unexpected opportunity to work with 
old friends again. 

World Premiere & Only Cinema 
Screening 
Vanguard Films decided that they 
wanted its premiere (and only cine-
ma screening anywhere in the 
country) to take place in Christ-
church - as the original premiere 
had been in Christchurch, in 1985. 
That plan got mucked up by 2020’s 
pandemic lockdown but, ironically, it 
was during lockdown that I was able 
to get the venue sorted out. 
 
In the course of one of my State-
sanctioned solitary walks, on a de-
serted central city bridge, I passed a 
stranger using an expensive video 
camera with attached microphone. 
As I walked past, he called after me: 
"Excuse me, aren't you a campaign-
er"? (I've never been hailed by that 
particular phrase before). I pleaded 
guilty and he introduced himself as 
a prominent local filmmaker. 
 
I've never had any previous contact 
with him, nor seen any of his films. 
So, we had a good old long chat 
(keeping a suitable distance) about 
a whole range of topics of mutual 
interest. He told me he knew Alister 
Barry decades ago in Wellington. I 
told him that ABC had, unsuccess-
fully, tried to find an affordable 
cinema venue. He said to contact 
Nick Paris, the co-owner of Christ-
church’s newest cinema, the 
Lumiere, in the Arts Centre (I’ve 
known Nick for decades but I hadn’t 
thought to ask him about hosting 
this). That was entirely appropriate 
as the 1985 premiere had also been 
in the Arts Centre, at the former 
Academy. 

That chat with a stranger on a street 
during lockdown (and on Easter 
Sunday, to boot) led to me imme-
diately getting a confirmed Christ-
church cinema venue for the pre-
miere. Nick Paris said “yes” straight 
away, at mates’ rates, and publi-
cised the solitary screening on the 
cinema’s Website. ABC’s role was 
to find the venue, publicise and host 
the screening (I was sceptical as to 
how many people, particularly the 
“vulnerable elderly”, would come out 
on a Christchurch midwinter week-
night, during a pandemic, to watch a 
1980s’ film. I was delighted to be 
proved wrong). 
 
That screening went ahead in July 
2020, with a nearly full house and a 
great night was had by all. I was 
both a speaker and MC at the 
event. Alister Barry, Rod Prosser 
and Russell Campbell all attended 
and spoke (several other Vanguard 
Films people also attended, having 
come from various parts of the 
country). The whole thing didn’t cost 
ABC a cent – Vanguard paid for the 
lot. Admission was by koha, there 
were no ticket sales. 
 
I’ll leave the last word to Russell 
Campbell: “Yes, a great success! 
Gorgeous venue, full house, 
interesting characters, high-spirited 
MC, the film looked good on the 
screen, gratifying reception, gene-
rous koha, lots of DVD sales (with 
more coming via Internet), choice 
beer, camaraderie. What more 
could one want?”.  ■   

 

 

 

ISLANDS OF  

THE EMPIRE  
A Documentary By 

Vanguard Films 
 
 
 

The islands of New Zealand are not 
the only ones that the empire en-
folds. There’s the south west Paci-
fic, Polynesia, Melanesia and Micro-
nesia, and the Philippines archipela-
go too. They are all contained within 
the emperor’s domain. They are all 
(in the opinion of American leaders) 
vassals of the United States. This 
important record charts the history 
of NZ foreign and “defence” policy in 
the context of the last 75 years, the 
era of what some (but probably not 
the people on display here) dub the 
“American Century”.    
 
The film starts with the month the 
Second World War ended, August 
1945. That’s when the US dropped 
atomic bombs on two Japanese 
cities, with massive loss of lives. 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki remain the 

only two targets to have received 
such treatment, though we now 
know that the world has subse-
quently teetered on the edge seve-
ral times, and there might well be 
other occasions that we will never 
hear about. 
 
It seems that the American Presi-
dent back then, Harry Truman, gave 
little thought to the devastating hu-
man and environmental implications 
of the bombs. The rationale, that too 
many American casualties, already 
heavy, would result from prolonged 
“conventional” war, was undoubted-
ly the main motive, but debate still 
continues over other possible consi-
derations. The former Soviet Union 
had announced that it would soon 
join the attack on Japan. Did the 
Americans want to pre-empt a So-

 By Jeremy Agar 
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viet advance? Or were the bombs a 
warning to the Russians - and the 
world - that the Yanks were top dog 
and not about to mess around? 
 
Cold War 
In any case that was the result. Hi-
roshima marked the start of the 
Cold War on this side of the planet, 
and for the next 40 years New Zea-
land - and all the other islands - 
were locked into a rigid obedience 
to the needs of the empire. The first 
hysterical years culminated in 1951 
- the year of the McCarthy “witch 
trials” in the USA and the waterfront 
lockout here - with the ANZUS 
Treaty. ANZUS was said to be a 
guarantee to hapless Australia and 
NZ that big brother would rescue us 
from the supposedly inevitable inva-
sion that would otherwise be our 
fate. The source of the barbarity had 
become China, which had in the 
meantime itself succumbed to a 
Communist revolution.  
 
China was a useful stand in for the 
Russians, being closer, and also po-
pulous and poor and racially not too 
different from the Japanese, the 
prospect of whose imminent and un-
welcome arrival a few years earlier 

had terrified the country.  In reality 
the US had committed only to “con-
sult” if Australasia was threatened, 
and there is good reason to doubt 
whether it would have intervened if 
Indonesia, say, had attacked Aus-
tralia - an event as unlikely as a Chi-
nese invasion. 
 
So, the Cold War played to various 
fears and prejudices. It was also a 
useful tool for the State to keep the 
lid on domestic opposition. The 
short-back-and-sides years were 
the era of conformity.  These consi-
derations need to be borne in mind 
now that the country has evolved in-
to a more relaxed tolerance of social 
and ethnic variations and there is no 
foreign bugbear to rival earlier 
monsters.  
 
When “Islands” was filmed, in the 
early 1980s, the Prime Minister was 
National’s Rob Piggy Muldoon, an 
angry and bitter little man of a 
strongly reactionary bent, whether 
the issue was economic or social. 
His world view was similarly sim-
plistic. There were the good guys 
and the bad guys, just as there had 
been when the Cold War first froze 
foreign relations. 

Two years later, when the original 
doco came out, David Lange was 
leading a Labour government. Al-
though temperamentally a very dif-
ferent type from Piggy, Lange was 
not really into peace, his reputation 
as the brave leader who defied the 
bully in Washington having been 
forced upon him by the pressure 
from the likes of Campaign Against 
Foreign Control In New Zealand 
(CAFCINZ, now CAFCA) and its 
mates, but he came to enjoy the 
role.  
 
Behind the rhetoric, though, not 
much had changed and a vital ser-
vice provided by the peaceniks over 
the years has been to expose the 
inconsistencies and evasions. Or it 
might be more accurate to speak of 
hypocrisy and lies. In the 1970s and 
80’s forays were mounted into US 
sites like Mt John, near Tekapo, and 
Black Birch in Marlborough. Both of 
these US military observatories are 
now gone, with Mt John now hosting 
the much more sensible activity of 
looking at the night sky. 
 
Invaluable Film Makers; 
Dedicated Activists 
Three invaluable film makers cap-

Still from film: US warship, Wellington Harbour, early 1980s  
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tured the 1980s and are back now. 
Russell Campbell, Rod Prosser and 
Alister Barry all have a distinguished 
record of highlighting progressive 
themes. A quartet of dedicated ac-
tivists feature in the 2019 update: 
Keith Locke, Maire Leadbeater, Nic-
ky Hager and Murray Horton. Two 
of them appeared in the original film 
as well (Maire and Murray), having 
long been talking truth to power. 
The four work independently, but by 
a happy coincidence their cam-
paigning styles complement each 
other’s. 
 
Locke was a Green MP from 1999-
2011 inclusive, alerting the country 
to what would otherwise have been 
swept under rugs, at a time when 
the bulk of Parliament was either in-
different or hostile to peace issues. 
He had to put up with the often-
puerile insults from politicians like 
Winston Peters. Leadbeater, Locke’s 
sister - the issue of Jack and Elsie 
Locke, also indefatigable progres-
sives - has published insightful ana-
lyses on Timor-Leste and West 
Papua (Murray Horton’s obituaries 
of Jack and Elsie Locke are in Fo-
reign Control Watchdog 84, May 
1997, https://www.scribd.com/doc/2 
4211537/Watchdog-May-1997, and 
Peace Researcher 23, June 2001, 
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/p 
r-backissues/pr23.pdf, respectively. 
Elsie appeared in the original 
“Islands”.  Ed.).   
 
Hager has recently exposed the NZ 
Army’s sometimes less than perfect 
role in Afghanistan (see his article 
on the Operation Burnham Inquiry 
Report, elsewhere in this issue. 
Ed.), and previously published other 
powerful accounts of successive 
Governments’ policies. And Horton 
of course is the Organiser of both 
ABC, the Anti Bases Campaign, and 
Campaign Against Foreign Control 
of Aotearoa (CAFCA). It has been 
the focus on foreign policy as it in-
tersects with economic and defence 
policy that created both campaigns, 
as Murray explains in the article ac-
companying this review.   
 
The common factor of the quartet is 
that they have informed the country 
about what would otherwise have 
been mostly unremarked. Whether 
the focus has been on education 
and analysis, or demonstrations and 
protests, the work has been essen-
tial. Knowledge about the world or 
action to change it? You need both 
in equal measure to have any hope 
of success. In the original film, we 

see a lot of the late Owen Wilkes. Is 
it fair to suggest that he was pure 
activism? It was through Owen’s 
forays around the country and in-
deed the world that much of our 
knowledge of what the warmongers 
were up to first emerged.  
 
The new part looks at Waihopai, 
another happy choice, and not only 
because the international disorder 
as it affects NZ is essentially un-
changed from what it was in 1985. 
Waihopai is a clear and present - 
and future - concern. NZ’s involve-
ment in Five Eyes makes us com-
plicit in anything that the real po-
wers, the US and the UK, are up to, 
and we won’t know what that is. 
Neither will present or future PMs. 
Lange once complained that he had 
no idea what went on at Waihopai 
or who or what the Eye was spying 
on. 
 
This secrecy is even worse when it 
is remembered that it’s not just 
about snooping on supposed ene-
mies and their weapons. The Five 
Eyes are an imperial club with a ge-
neral political and economic inte-
rest. It was said - a lie as it turned 
out - that the members of the club 
did not snoop on their own people, 
but others could do it for them. And 
they spy on countries that are sup-
posedly their mates for reasons that 
have nothing to do with national 
security. Another lie. To say that the 
governments of America or Britain 
or Australia act in the sovereign 
interests of New Zealand rather 
than their own interests is to stretch 
credibility beyond breaking point.  
   
Have we emerged from the “Ame-
rican Century”? Numerous com-
mentators point to the rise of China 
as a counter to Yankee dominance, 
but the US remains the one global 
superpower, its military being bigger 
than those of all of the next biggest 
countries combined. And even if 
China’s economy keeps surging, US 
reach won’t be seriously challenged 
in the foreseeable future. What has 
changed is what they call soft 
power. 
 
America had emerged from World 
War 2 as the world’s superpower 
not just in matters military but also 
culturally. In the post-Hiroshima 
years its influence peaked. The 
world wanted American movies, mu-
sic, nylons, bubble gum. The war 
foes were ruined. Only the Soviet 
Union rivalled the US, and that ri-
valry did not extend beyond the 

nuclear standoff. Economically the 
Soviets were comparatively insigni-
ficant. 
 
This cultural influence has been 
weakening as other cultures and 
products emerge, an inevitable shift 
that the buffoon in the White House 
has accelerated. Trump’s America 
is an embarrassment to Americans 
and a joke internationally. Then 
there’s the direct attack on the 
alliances themselves, as Trump in-
sults his North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganisation (NATO) partners and 
heaps praise on dictators and thugs 
who his generals have always seen 
as the problem.  
 
After The Present Chaos, Where 
Will We Find Ourselves?  
Some might welcome a shrinking 
NATO; others might fear an unpre-
dictable one. The thug that the 
moron likes most is Vladimir Putin, 
but despicable as he is, Putin had a 
point when he complained that there 
is no justifiable need for NATO, as 
the former enemy, the Soviet Union, 
the reason NATO even existed, has 
gone. Why still encircle Russia? 
Maybe we have an opportunity to 
think afresh. But the doco shows 
Jacinda Ardern in glowing praise of 
NATO, a reminder that her Govern-
ment has done nothing to move NZ 
to a more independent position. Is 
Ardern scared of economic reprisal 
if she strays outside the tent? 
 
Helen Clark had previously sugges-
ted that NZ is in a “benign” strategic 
position, a remark which could have 
implied that our military budget, a 
whopping and unnoticed $4.6 bil-
lion, could be cut or at least spent 
on internationalist peacekeeping ra-
ther than the hugely expensive - 
and surely unnecessary in a purely 
military sense - ships and planes 
that Defence Minister Ron Mark so 
adores. But neither of the main par-
ties has shown any hint they might 
find better uses for our taxes. The 
trend is actually veering the other 
way, towards closer integration with 
the warriors. 
 
Foreign policy as an election issue 
did not exist and it’s not easy to see 
how it might be resumed. A good 
starting point could be stepping up 
attempts to close one of the Five 
Eyes, the one at Waihopai, but as 
things stand there is no chance of 
that. The Green Party alone, and 
probably only one part of Greenery, 
has shown that it has thought about 
our entanglements with the US. 

https://www.scribd.com/doc/24211537/Watchdog-May-1997
https://www.scribd.com/doc/24211537/Watchdog-May-1997
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr23.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr23.pdf
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Labour has long been silent. 
 
More’s the pity. The nuclear ban 
and other progressive, internationa-
list gestures had raised NZ’s profile. 
When the talk is of how we are 
“punching above our weight”, it 
often means that NZ is exercising 
soft power.  We saw it after the 
nuclear ban and the withdrawal from 
ANZUS, and again when the Ardern 
government responded to crises 
with skill and empathy. These mo-
ments have undoubtedly been help-
ful in projecting the country favour-
ably and - to point out something 
that Rightwing types might not have 
considered - even helped economi-
cally. 
 
We could build on this legacy. I’m 
writing this before we know the re-
sult of the 2020 election, but what-
ever it was, the PM won’t be talking 
about foreign relations. The last 
time an NZ PM did so was when the 
Lange government spoke up only 
because peace activists were pu-
shing it. They are the true patriots. 
As a record of the peace movement 
in NZ the doco is not going to be 
bettered. It can’t be, as much of its 
material would not otherwise exist. 
As part of telling future generations 
our history, it will be a treasure.  ■ 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

FASCISTS  

AMONG US 
Online Hate And The 

Christchurch Massacre  
by Jeff Sparrow 
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Since this book was published, 
Person X – Brenton Tarrant – has 
pleaded guilty to all charges against 
him (51 murders, 40 attempted mur-
ders and one charge of terrorism) 
and become the first person in New 
Zealand history to be sentenced to 
life imprisonment without parole. Ed. 
 
Mention of fascism can deter, the 
word having been overused for so 
long, but here it is appropriate. Per-

son X, as Jeff Sparrow calls the 
Christchurch mosques murderer, 
uses it to describe his views, so to 
understand him, a starting point is to 
understand what he means by such 
a self-description. Sparrow offers an 
outline of fascism, comparing the 
anti-Semitism of the 1930s with the 
Islamophobia that has been with us 
since 9/11. 
 
They’re very much alike, the very 
big difference between Jewish lives 
over the last century and Muslim 
lives these days being of no rele-
vance to the haters. We’re not 
talking about anything real. Sparrow 
traces the strains of fascism that led 
from Mussolini and Hitler to Person 
X, discussing the ideology’s essen-
tial traits. It’s as good an account as 
any.   
 
Lives Spent Online 
Besides the familiar emphases on 
identity, violence, and authority, 
Person X and his ilk are “outsider 
anti-elitists”, resenting expertise, li-
beralism and tolerance. Typically, 
young and lonely males, much of 
their lives are spent online, where 
they message each other in a coded 
language that the rest of us might 
not be able to access. 
 
The Internet appeals as its dis-
engaged anonymity allows postings 
which can avoid the embarrassment 
that real world contact might pro-
duce. Sparrow thinks that “the Inter-
net allows activists of the far Right 
to dissolve the distinction between 
Rightwing populism and genuine 
fascism”. The emergence of social 
media intensified the process. 
 
We’re introduced to some of the 
Australian fascists that Person X 
trolls with. In “troll culture”, one 
writes, the idea is to “make hate fun” 
so that an outsider, a normal per-
son, can’t tell if it’s a joke or not. 
They call this irony. It’s done be-
cause they know what they’re sa-
ying is dreadful and if things go 
wrong, they might need to disown 
their real intent, which is to stir 
hatred and kill people. 
 
They have to go online because 
since Charlottesville in 2017, the 
time in America when Nazis 
marched, Australian fascists have 
mostly given up on street rallies as 
they know they’ll be outnumbered 
by counter demonstrators. The time 
when they will be able to overthrow 
civil society is in an as yet unattain-
able future. So, as one of them puts 

it, they can’t yet “show their full 
hand”.  
 
First, they agree, they should target 
Muslims and “cultural Marxism” and 
leave the destruction of Jews till la-
ter. They sense that since the Holo-
caust anti-Semitic violence has 
been unacceptable in places like 
Melbourne. While they wait, they 
can rehearse their lines, picking up 
“blood and soil” from Hitler in 1933 
and the cry of “Jews will not replace 
us” from Charlottesville in 2017. 
 
The history of recent mass shoot-
ings in America is curious. It some-
times seems that a school or a 
church is being targeted every 
month or so, but Sparrow indicates 
that these atrocities are mostly re-
cent events. In 1966 a gunman 
killed his mother and his wife and 
then climbed into a tower in a Texas 
university and opened fire on the 
students below. In the fifty years 
previously there had been a mass 
shooting, defined as an episode in 
which four or more people were 
killed, “only” 25 times. Yet since 
1982 there have been 110 such 
events. 
 
One observer has noted that what 
he calls “rage murder” has been 
around since Reagan’s presidency, 
a time when shooters were “going 
postal”, so tagged because several 
workplace killings that occurred in 
the 1980s were in post offices. 
Interviewed survivors, acknowled-
ging the stress of the perpetrators, 
often had a “surprising sympathy” 
for them. Sparrow notes that 
schools have been shot up mostly 
since 1997 - though he does not 
offer any possible explanation for 
this timing.  
 
Young Fascists Knotted In 
Frustration 
Sparrow quotes Hannah Arendt, 
who thought that rage was ignited 
by a belief that things “could be 
changed and are not”. The young 
fascists are knotted in frustration. 
It’s not just Muslims and Jews who 
need to be killed; so too are 
“liberals” and “Marxist elitists” - and 
people with skins that are not pink. 
There’s also a lot of time spent 
trolling resentment against happily 
coupled up men and women who 
seem to enjoy life. The fascists feel 
inferior sexually and socially. 
 
Sparrow notes how much of the 
online language is about status. 
Men and boys have long learned to 
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associate masculinity with autono-
my, control and dominance, the 
qualities claimed by Hitlerian super-
men in fantasy but the lack of which 
is mourned in reality. This can be 
resolved by getting yourself some 
heavy guns. They dispense power 
and authority in no time. 
 
Apparently, Vietnam veterans often 
expressed a love of war and satis-
faction gained by shooting, and this 
released them from feelings of 
complexity and doubt. And they 
weren’t screwed up fascists. The 
kick of instant destructive power 
allowed “escape from the everyday 
into a special world where the 
bonds that hold us to our duties… 
disappear”. 
 
Nazi mythology used to drivel on 
about pure landscapes - the “soil” 
part of “blood and soil” - and rural 
idylls, where damsels and their 
swains wandered free, untainted by 
un-Germanic pollution, “purity” 
being a favourite conceit. Metaphors 
about invasion and infection abound 
in fascist rhetoric, most obviously 
when referring to matters racial, so 
the latter-day disciples like to say 
that they are keen environmenta-
lists. In reality, they are not at all. 
They lock themselves in basements, 
fantasising about how climate 
change will kill off the swarthy mas-
ses, the “invaders”, allowing the 
supermen to reclaim a cleansed 
world. 
 
Sparrow is keen to make the point 
that we talk about Person X and his 
manifesto because we need to un-
derstand where he was coming from 
and where his successors - who 
almost certainly exist - might want to 

go. His massacre, and especially 
his live streaming of it, excited his 
fellow ideologues. One is quoted 
here as finding it “very funny”. The 
Police need to be on top of these 
bastards. They were not prepared 
on March 15, 2019. 
 
The problem is not that conventional 
discussion might give too much in-
formation about (in this case, Aus-
tralian) fascists but that it gives too 
little. Sparrow rejects euphemisms 
that depict them as “far Right” or 
“nationalist” (some people use “far 
Left” to denote people seeking so-
cial justice or a clean environment). 
The more accurate term is the one 
Person X accurately deploys: they 
are “fascists”.  
 
Self-Described “Weird Assholes” 
The well-intentioned NZ media, 
Sparrow continues, agreed not to 
quote Person X’s manifesto, but he 
disagrees. The killer did not want 
mainstream attention, his audience 
being his fellow weirdos staring at 
their computer screens. A ban gave 
them cachet. The fascists know 
they’re dismal. Sparrow quotes a ty-
pical response to the idea that they 
should take to the streets. Since 
Charlottesville that has become very 
much a minority view: “We would 
look ‘weird ... marching around like 
assholes’”. 
 
Perhaps the most urgent argument 
for not avoiding a direct analysis of 
the weird assholes is that it thereby 
fails to point out that Person X’s 
ideas are flaunted in the main-
stream. Sparrow looks at a certain 
Andrew Bolt, who also complains of 
an “invasion” by foreigners which is 
destroying “our national identity… 

We should resist this colonising of 
Australia by Muslims, Chinese, Viet-
namese, Cambodians and Indians”, 
says Bolt, who needs to remind his 
country that a large number of the 
residents of a certain Melbourne su-
burb are Jews. 
 
Bolt and Person X don’t sound dif-
ferent, but they are in one respect. 
Person X knows he is a weird ass-
hole, but in Australia Bolt is a pro-
minent figure. He can be seen re-
gularly in this country on a Rupert 
Murdoch TV “news” channel. Spar-
row is surely right about this. Only a 
tiny number of Australians or New 
Zealanders hold views akin to those 
of Person X or Bolt, and those that 
do will not be reading the New 
Zealand Herald or listening to Radio 
NZ. It’s not easy to imagine that 
someone not already poisoned by 
fascist ideology would hear of a call 
to gun down a mosque or drive a 
car into a gathering of local citizens 
and feel impelled to do so. 
 
We have heard recently that NZ 
Muslims want to have access to a 
prison interview with Person X so 
they can try to understand. Of all 
people they cannot be denied, 
though some of the Nazi and troll 
talk might baffle. Inevitably we get 
Sparrow’s take on Trump, who is of-
ten labelled fascist. Sparrow says 
he’s more accurately deemed a 
populist. This is being more than 
fair. If Trump lacks some of the 
scale of the barbarity that impelled 
Hitlerian hate it’s partly because the 
US is (still) a place where totali-
tarian impulses are (somewhat) 
curbed. But it’s not for lack of trying, 
and if some of the outlook of the 
young Aussies reminds you of the 
old man with the orange hair, it 
might be because they’re much the 
same.  
 
Hopeful Programme Needed To 
Counter Fascism 
Sparrow offers an alternative to the 
current ambiguities and hesitancies. 
Progressive opinion needs to offer a 
hopeful programme which has the 
potential to unite people in counte-
ring the “squalid and miserable” 
fascists by cleaning the polluted en-
vironments in which they thrive. He 
recommends a look at the ideas of 
Naomi Klein. Yes, indeed. I made 
the same call (see my review of her 
“This Changes Everything”, in Fo-
reign Control Watchdog 138, April 
2015, http://www.converge.org.nz/

watchdog/38/07.html).  ■ 
 

NZ Herald, 27/3/20  

http://www.converge.org.nz/watchdog/38/07.html
http://www.converge.org.nz/watchdog/38/07.html
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By Murray Horton 
 
Anti-Bases Campaign has had an 
activist relationship with the Greens 
ever since they first entered Parlia-
ment in 1996 and every Co-Leader 
(bar James Shaw) has spoken at 
one or more of ABC’s Waihopai spy 
base protests during that nearly 
quarter of a century. That close rela-
tionship continues until today. The 
biggest crowd to attend a Waihopai 
protest in many years was in Janua-
ry 2006, when the Greens combined 
with ABC to honour the memory of 
Jeanette’s fellow Co-Leader, Rod 
Donald, who died in November 
2005. That was the one she spoke 
at. My obituary of Rod is in Peace 
Researcher 32, March 2006, http://
www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-bac 
kissues/pr32.pdf.  
 
Wearing my other hat – Campaign 
Against Foreign Control of Aotearoa 
- Jeanette Fitzsimons was a CAFCA 
member, in two bursts a decade 
apart, spanning the period 1997 un-
til 2017. She was also a generous 
regular donor to the CAFCA/ABC 
Organiser Account, which provides 
my income. The last time I saw her 
was at the Thames public meeting 
during my 2014 CAFCA national 
speaking tour. And of course, 
throughout her time as Greens Co-
Leader, CAFCA had an active and 
productive working relationship with 
that Party, primarily with Rod. That 
relationship continues until now – 
although it is not as close as during 
Rod’s time. ■ 
 
 
By Catherine Delahunty 
 
Jeanette Fitzsimons lived a big and 
generous life, full of a tenacious 
commitment to green ideals. She 

was my neighbour in the Kauaera-
nga Valley in Hauraki, my flat mate 
in Aorangi Terrace, Thorndon (Wel-
lington), and my Co-Leader when I 
first entered Parliament. Writing 
about her life and legacy is chal-
lenging because she was a friend 
and I cannot really feel she can be 
gone. Her voice is still speaking to 
us about climate change, about li-
mits to growth and walking our talk.  
 
I have written a number of obitua-
ries of her and none of them feel 
like the whole story. The whole story 
would be a book about her as one 
of the most critical people in the 
creation of the Green Party in Ao-
tearoa. However, I could never write 
that book, I was not a founding 
member of the Green Party, I can 
only share what I know. Some 
people are remembered not only for 
what they do but also for the grace 
with which they do it. She is one of 
those people. 
 
Jeanette Gaston was born in Dun-
edin (as her family lived in Mosgiel) 
in 1945 and was proud to be from 
Te Wai Pounamu, the South Island. 
Although she spent most of her life 
in the North Island she did not forget 
where she came from. The family 
moved from Mosgiel to Awhitu area 
near Pukekohe when she was an 
early teenager and she then gained 
her later education in Auckland. She 
was an academically able and truly 
intellectual person as well as a 
talented musician who played the 
violin.  
 
She was called by both music and 
academia but her true calling as a 
politician emerged later after other 
adventures. Jeanette married Bevin 
Fitzsimons and they lived for some 
years in Geneva where he was wor-
king. She was also working raising 
their two sons Mark and Jeremy and 
starting her involvement in environ-
mental politics. It must have been a 
stimulating time to be there in a poli-
tical European city as some of the 
Western world woke up to the fight 
for the planet and groups like 
Friends of the Earth were taking 
strong international stands.  
 
Values Party 
Back in Auckland the Fitzsimons 
household was a hub of the emer-
ging green debates and Jeanette 
was developing her passions and 
knowledge about clean energy, 
energy conservation and limits to 
growth. She was also part of the 
back to the land ethos being a 

shareholder at Waterfall Farm, com-
munal land near Warkworth where 
she plunged into organic farming 
activities. These were heady days 
as the organics and environment 
movement began to find a political 
voice in the Values Party.  
 
The Values Party started in 1972 
and invested years of work into de-
veloping structures and policies that 
would express a new vision of ge-
nuine sustainability for this country. 
They were pioneers of political party
-based environmentalism and they 
did gain electoral support but with-
out winning any seats due to the 
First Past The Post system. 
Jeanette and Rod Donald were both 
active members of Values. 
 
Jeanette started lecturing in Envi-
ronmental Science at Auckland Uni-
versity and participating in some of 
the big energy battles of the 1980s. 
This included the Methanex synthe-
tic fuel plan hearings. By 1988 she 
had separated from Bevin and was 
starting a relationship with Harry 
Parke, her second husband, who 
was also a Values Party member 
and part of Waterfall Farm. 
 
In May 1990 the Values Party and 
other groups set up the Green 
Party. The following year they joined 
the Alliance. In 1995 the leadership 
for the male Co-Leader role was 
strongly contested and Rod Donald, 
a young articulate upstart won it, but 
the female leadership was reported 
as no contest, there was just a re-
markable woman, Jeanette Fitz-
simons. She never faced a contest 
to her leadership and after the first 
contest neither did Rod. They were 
much loved leaders and Jeanette 
was also revered for her calmness, 
wisdom and coherence. Rod was 
admired for his energy, media savvy 
and strategic leadership.  
                       
Into Parliament 
In 1991 Jeanette and Harry Parke 
had moved to a steep piece of farm-
land in the Kauaeranga Valley near 
Thames where they married and 
started building a house and wor-
king in the land. Rod, Jeanette and 
Phillida Bunkle were the first Green 
MPs as part of the Alliance in the 
first MMP election (1996). The Al-
liance era was difficult for Jeanette 
who was a Co-Deputy Leader of the 
Alliance but struggled with Jim An-
derton (Murray Horton’s obituary of 
Jim Anderton is in Foreign Control 
Watchdog 147, April 2018, http://
www.converge.org.nz/watchdog/47/ 

 

http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr32.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr32.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr32.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/watchdog/47/10.html
http://www.converge.org.nz/watchdog/47/10.html
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10.html. Ed.). 
 
Their styles of politics were utterly 
different and Jeanette described to 
me a number of conflicts with the 
old school autocratic leadership mo-
del which Anderton imposed. A con-
sensus-based Party could not ac-
cept this for long and in 1997 
Jeanette was pleased that the Party 
hui at Tapu Te Ranga marae voted 
to leave the Alliance and become 
truly independent.  
 
Jeanette and Rod stood alone but 
together as Greens in Parliament for 
the next two years, working harder 
and longer into every night, to try 
and establish their Party as a poli-
tical presence. They flatted together 
throughout their time in Parliament 
often with Bronwen Summers who 
ran Rod’s office.  They built a suc-
cessful Co-Leadership model which 
was based on trust, respect and 
true warmth in private as well as 
public. They showed what shared 
leadership can achieve.  
 
I started working for the Auckland 
Green Party in 1999 when Jeanette 
was contesting the Coromandel 
seat. Many Auckland Greens 
headed down to help the locals in 
the mammoth door knocking effort 
which electorate seats require. The 

hope was that with National in a 
deep political slump the seat could 
be won despite National having held 
it for as long as anyone could re-
member. Coromandel is basically a 
safe National seat but in 1999 there 
was a gap and Jeanette stepped in-
to it. She was well known locally 
and she won by a whisker. This is 
thought to be a world first for a 
Green.  
 
The Greens gained 5.16% of the 
Party Vote and seven MPs, plus the 
Coromandel seat after the final 
count. It was an exciting time as the 
Co-Leaders could at last hand over 
some portfolios and get on leading a 
Parliamentary Party with added 
muscle. I know that Jeanette found 
the negotiations with Labour pretty 
tricky. At one stage Helen Clark 
offered her the Environment Minis-
ter position but as that was really in 
exchange for key policy gains and 
was not Party mandated, so she re-
fused it. That is quite a remarkable 
approach for a political leader but it 
shows her commitment to the Par-
ty’s agreed goals.  
 
She was always aware that Minis-
terial roles without real strength 
could lead to division between that 
person and the rest of caucus, and 
she held to a longer view. The rela-

tionship with the Clark government 
was productive in some ways, espe-
cially when Jeanette and Sue Brad-
ford gained Government Spokes-
person roles and resources on 
Energy Efficiency and Conservation 
issues and Buy Kiwi Made. There 
were also struggles over the genetic 
engineering (GE) issue which culmi-
nated in a Green walkout of the 
House in 2002. Jeanette saying the 
Greens would not enter a Coalition 
next term without a strong GE mora-
torium was very badly received by 
Labour. 
 
The amount of work Jeanette put 
into understanding the science and 
articulating the issues was huge. 
The public concern over GE was a 
defining issue and it’s interesting to 
see how this has dissipated and lost 
momentum as it becomes a more 
nuanced scientific issue, or is at 
least perceived that way. I know 
Jeanette looked back and ques-
tioned the walk out decision but, 
when you read the Clark comments 
on how pathetic the Greens were to 
be worried about this technology, I 
can see why a line was drawn. 
However, I think she was most 
proud of her energy work and the 
establishment of EECA (Energy Effi-
ciency and Conservation Authority).  
 

Jeff Bell, 9/3/20  

http://www.converge.org.nz/watchdog/47/10.html
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Rod’s Death A Terrible Blow 
The 2005 election was even tougher 
than the previous years. The 
Greens had gained nine MPs in 
2002 and some real policy wins, but 
the Labour Party chose to form a 
Government with NZ First and Uni-
ted Future. It’s my personal view 
that being blocked from Coalition 
was a devastating blow to an 
exhausted Rod Donald who had 
fought so hard for MMP. He had 
pinned his hopes on having a real 
opportunity to make Green change 
happen as part of the Government. 
Jeanette was far more philosophical 
and able to roll with the punches 
until November 6, 2005, when Rod 
died very suddenly.  
 
Rod’s death was a terrible blow for 
the Party but worse for Jeanette. He 
was her political younger brother 
and comrade with whom she built 
the political wing of the Party and 
who shared the burden of leader-
ship. I went and stayed with her for 
the days after his death in the house 
at Aorangi Terrace and shared her 
grief. She was carrying on alone 
and she felt it very deeply.  
 
We all felt it when she stood by his 
coffin in the former Christchurch 
Cathedral and quoted from his fa-
vourite Pink Floyd song about 
“shining on, you crazy diamond”. 
His loss was so personal for her but 
also so huge for the Party and so 
unexpected.  
 
Jeanette was the one planning her 
retirement but now she had to hold 
the kaupapa without him. Rod’s fa-
mily suffered the worst loss because 
he had sacrificed so much time with 
them for the sake of the Party and 
all the public accolades mean no-
thing when Dad is never coming 
home.   
 
The Greens struggled on to the 
2008 election and Jeanette and 
Russel Norman forged a new part-
nership which was effective and 
respectful. They also began leading 
a change in the Green language 
around working with National, flirting 
with “maybe one day if they 
change”, which was an effort to 
force Labour not to take them for 
granted. A number of us fought this 
issue tooth and nail for the next five 
or so years because we believed it 
to be disingenuous and far less pre-
ferable than opting for indepen-
dence rather than a move towards 
the Right. I have always wanted to 
know what Rod would have thought 

about this as he was pretty staunch 
about being to the Left of Labour.  
 
At the 2008 election John Key won 
and the Greens became the third 
largest Party with nine MPs. 
Jeanette continued to lead with 
Russel but she was preparing to 
leave. I lived with her for the last few 
months at Aorangi Terrace and 
watched her tired but resolute as 
she did her best to mentor the new 
team and prepare to hand over 
leadership.  
 
I also did my best to sabotage her 
work habits by making her walk 
home with me at 10 p.m. instead of 
staying on to 1 a.m. She was so 
used to overworking but it was ta-
king a toll. During those years she 
was very focused on the climate is-
sues and became more disillu-
sioned with the emissions trading 
scheme (ETS) as a solution to cli-
mate issues. She told me she had 
felt she had to support Labour’s 
ETS as the only game in town, not 
because it was a better idea than a 
carbon tax with equity provisions.  
 
This had been a big debate in the 
Greens because some of us had nil 
faith in market solutions to climate 
change, a position Jeanette came to 
agree with after Parliament. She 
was a pragmatic operator when she 
saw small gains but this was some-
times in conflict with her very strong 
values around limits to growth on a 
finite planet.  
 
In my opinion one of her greatest 
contributions as a leader was her 
position on the Takutai Moana /Fore
-shore and Seabed issue when La-
bour took away tangata whenua 
customary rights to the coastal and 
marine area and breached Te Tiriti 
o Waitangi. Jeanette and Metiria 
Turei as a junior MP worked toge-
ther to articulate the “double hulled 
waka” metaphor as a way forward 
under Te Tiriti o Waitangi during this 
challenging era. 
 
This position reflected the Green 
constitutional commitment to Te 
Tiriti Articles and tangata whenua 
sovereignty which a group of us had 
been working on since 1999 and 
which was adopted in 2001. 
Jeanette showed her leadership in 
the Takutai Moana debate and pro-
vided support for Metiria to make 
her mark on this fundamental issue.  
 
Voted “Most Trusted Politician” 
Jeanette handed over the Co-

Leadership to the winning contes-
tant Metiria Turei in June 2009 and 
actually left Parliament in February 
2010. Her final speech included 
lines such as “I have spent 13 years 
of my life weeping at the tragedy of 
so many people wasting the pre-
cious gift of life chasing the mirage 
of a bigger GDP” (gross domestic 
product). 
 
She said her greatest concrete 
achievement was persuading Parlia-
ment to invest in large scale home 
insulation to better family health and 
reduce carbon emissions. Jeanette 
had been voted “most trusted 
politician” in a public poll which was 
an extraordinary achievement and it 
shows that her personal integrity 
was stronger than the stereotyping 
the Greens suffered during all the 
years she was in the House. She 
left the Parliament with no personal 
enemies and many admirers but a 
sense of frustration at what she had 
been able to achieve in terms of 
lasting change. 
 
The Green Party will hopefully never 
forget the debt owed to Jeanette for 
the work she did during 14 years in 
Parliament. Also no one should for-
get the sacrifice made by Harry 
Parke, her husband who stayed at 
home and ran the farm. He is a 
former Co-Convenor of the Party 
and as politically passionate as any-
one I have ever met. He backed 
Jeanette so that she could play her 
role and he waited patiently for her 
to come home in weekends where 
at least half the time she was on the 
phone or the Internet. 
 
Jeanette loved coming home to the 
farm. She loved milking the cow and 
using the chain saw and gathering 
the chestnuts and pecans. She was 
a dedicated farmer and she gained 
sanity and strength from the outdoor 
days at home. In later years in Par-
liament she also gained so much 
happiness from her two grand-
children and Harry’s grandchildren 
who came to the farm in the 
holidays.  
 
The children and the Woofers (Wil-
ling Workers on Organic Farms) had 
the benefit of her practical skills and 
her wisdom. While she was an MP 
Harry and Jeanette had some won-
derful adventurous holidays in Ao-
tearoa and the Pacific and the occa-
sional trip to see her son Mark in 
England. They enjoyed these times 
all the more for the long months 
when they were apart. 
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Radical Activist “Retirement” 
However, leaving Parliament was 
not retirement. Jeanette was ex-
tremely concerned about climate 
politics and became very active in 
groups such as Coal Action Net-
work. She worked tirelessly on 
clean energy issues and projects 
and continued to travel to make 
speeches and inspire others to 
action. She did make the huge ad-
justment from Parliamentary leader 
to community leader with her usual 
serenity but it wasn’t all easy. In 
conversations we had she made me 
aware of her sense of despair. She 
believed it was too late to stop the 
climate chaos which was beginning 
and that all our actions could only 
achieve so much.  
 
This did not stop her from trying her 
best every day but it coloured the 
last decade of her life with that 
sense of sadness. She read the 
science, she did the numbers and 
she observed the refusal to change 
the systems that were killing her 
hopes. However, she also felt libe-
rated from the burden of Parliamen-
tary leadership and was determined 
to get arrested at the first oppor-
tunity. I vividly remember her 
dressed as “the elephant in the 
room” (climate change) at an anti-
mining protest in Rotorua when we 
broke into a miners’ cocktail party. 
An angry miner knocked the ele-
phant over, only to discover it was 
Jeanette Fitzsimons. He slunk away 
embarrassed. 
 
She was also more than happy to 
chain herself to a milk factory gate 
in South Canterbury to challenge 
Fonterra to stop burning coal. We 
also worked together with locals and 
Coal Action Network to stop a new 
coalmine for Fonterra at Manga-
tangi. Jeanette led the Climate De-
claration work, a manifesto for im-
mediate climate action supported by 
many notable people and she never 
stopped participating in climate work 
locally and nationally.  
 
Her leadership to try and make the 
Resource Management Act recog-
nise climate change took her to the 
courts as well as the streets. We 
had an enjoyable protest against 
gold mining in our home valley, 
whereby Jeanette, I and others 
were apparently so intimidating the 
mining company packed up and left. 
She was a regular visitor to the dirty 
energy frontline in Taranaki, joining 
the barricades against Big Oil. 
 

I think one of her greatest experien-
ces was joining the trip in November 
2013 on the Greenpeace yacht 
Vega which challenged the oil dril-
ling ship Noble Bob Douglas off the 
coast of Taranaki. Jeanette was on 
board with Bunny MacDiarmid and 
the crew for several weeks and I 
was present when she stepped 
ashore into Harry’s arms looking 
refreshed and invigorated by this 
expedition.  
 
Political legacy is a funny business. 
Often the concrete gains in politics 
are eroded by the next Government. 
I see this in Jeanette’s work and in 
the remarkable list of gains that Sue 
Bradford championed. Legacy how-
ever is more than gains; it is mani-
fest in the type of a leader a person 
has proven to be and where in his-
tory they have nailed their colours.  
 
Jeanette was not primarily Left or 
socialist, her passion was ecological 
limits to growth, but she stood up for 
progressive measures for people 
every day of her political life. She 
was not an ardent feminist, as she 
felt personally free from patriarchal 
constraint, but she was committed 
to gender balance and supported all 
young women to take leadership for 
change. Her passions for clean 
energy and energy conservation 
were both philosophical and prac-
tical and her work on climate 
change connected her to thinkers 
and activists all over the world. 
 
Not Happy With Green Capitalism 
Jeanette always kept close to the 
Young Greens who met every 
summer at Pakaraka Farm. She and 
Harry loved having the young 
people camp there and participated 
in the activities and storytelling with 
them. Her eye was on the future 
while sharing the lessons of the 
past, and her time was generously 
shared. One of my last conver-
sations with my friend was about the 
state of the world and the state of 
the current Green Party. She was 
not at all happy with either. Much 
like the Australian Greens the more 
radical founders have looked with 
anxiety at the risk-averse moves to 
the Centre which other Green Par-
ties have made all over the world.  
 
The slow electoral progress has 
caused some Greens to work for a 
move to green capitalism and a 
commitment to incremental not fun-
damental change. Jeanette did not 
settle in that camp as she saw the 
situation was too urgent for status 

quo thinking and for the Green Party 
to aim so low. It was understand-
able that other Parties were not 
transformative or radical but it was 
not her vision for the Greens.  
 
It was quite painful for her to see the 
tinkering around the edges of an 
economic system which she said 
could never stop climate chaos and 
inequality. Of course, when you are 
no longer in power it looks quite dif-
ferent from surviving day to day, but 
Jeanette was more radical as she 
aged, less interested in wasting time 
on compromises that deliver so little 
change given the profound crises 
we face. 
 
With her health struggles and her 
sadness at the absence of change 
she was sometimes depressed but 
never stopped working on the 
issues and being an active member 
of her local community. She never 
stopped mentoring many people 
across the country. I used to see 
her on Monday nights at yoga in our 
local hall and she would tell me how 
hard it was getting to carry on chain 
sawing and cutting gorse, let alone 
balance at yoga class as her body 
became less able to obey her will.  
 
Nevertheless, it was a great shock 
the morning in March 2020 when I 
got a call that she had died in 
Thames Hospital after a fall and a 
stroke. I came home from the play I 
was part of in Wellington to MC her 
funeral, struggling all the way with 
the fact that she was gone. I sat by 
her coffin which my partner Gordon 
Jackman built and tried to say thank 
you for all she had been and done. 
We took her to the natural burial 
cemetery at Omahu which she had 
worked hard to help create.  
 
She was not meant to be the first 
person buried there. Hauraki tanga-
ta whenua honoured her and called 
us into that place, welcoming 
Jeanette to rest in their whenua. 
They told me this was their honour. 
To rest in peace after such a life is 
her reality and our reality is missing 
her every day. Our reality and our 
responsibility are also to continue 
our best efforts for climate justice 
and an end to all systems that 
damage people and the Earth. ■  
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“The 5th Eye” is the 2016 documentary by Errol Wright 
and Abi King-Jones (it was reviewed by Jeremy Agar in 
Peace Researcher 52, November 2016, https://drive.go 
ogle.com/file/d/0BwcB6Aysm_HHOW5iQWdHdHhaczQ/
view). The film is about the Waihopai Domebusters – 
Adi Leason, Peter Murnane and Sam Land – who, in 
2008, got into the Government Communications Secu-
rity Bureau spy base in Marlborough and deflated one of 
its gigantic domes (concealing its satellite spy dish).  
 
They stood trial, in Wellington in 2010, and were acquit-
ted. The Government then sued them personally for the 
purported $1.2 million cost of replacing the dome. That 
backfired in a public relations fiasco for the covert State 
(see “Three Cheers For The Domebusters Who Kicked 
Waihopai In The Ball!”, by Murray Horton, Peace Re-
searcher 47, August 2014, http://www.converge.org.nz/
abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr47.pdf). The Domebusters suf-
fered  no criminal or civil  consequences for their brilliant  
 
 

act of non-violent direct action. 
 
To coincide with the 2020 release of the two Inquiry 
Reports into Operation Burnham (see Nicky Hager’s 
article, elsewhere in this issue), Errol Wright and Abi 
King-Jones decided to upload “The 5th Eye” and make it 
permanently available online. “You will remember that 
the film is about the Waihopai 3 who broke into the spy 
base and deflated one of the radomes”.  
 
“But the film is also about NZ's role in Afghanistan, 
focusing on reporting by journalist Jon Stephenson, and 
the surveillance and harassment he received unearthing 
details about secret NZ Special Air Service (SAS) raids 
that killed civilians” (the Operation Burnham Inquiries 
resulted from the book “Hit & Run”, written by Nicky 
Hager and Jon Stephenson. This was reviewed by Jere-
my Agar in Peace Researcher 53, June 2017, http://
www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr53.pdf).   
 
 

 

“THE 5TH EYE” NOW ONLINE 

 

 

“The 5th Eye” is available on: 
  

Facebook: 
https://www.facebook.com/The5thEye;  

https://www.facebook.com/VanguardFilmsNZ;  
 

YouTube: 
 https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCCKa7ohVMT-q856Gxecg3FQ  ■ 

 

Nicky Hager (left) & Jon Stephenson, 2017 launch of “Hit & Run”  

https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BwcB6Aysm_HHOW5iQWdHdHhaczQ/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BwcB6Aysm_HHOW5iQWdHdHhaczQ/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BwcB6Aysm_HHOW5iQWdHdHhaczQ/view
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr47.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr47.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr53.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr53.pdf
https://www.facebook.com/The5thEye
https://www.facebook.com/VanguardFilmsNZ
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCCKa7ohVMT-q856Gxecg3FQ
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PEACE RESEARCHER WELCOMES YOUR FEEDBACK 
 
Peace Researcher is published by the Anti-Bases Campaign. The Editor is Murray Horton; the Layout Editor 
is Becky Horton. It covers a range of peace issues with emphasis on foreign military bases and intelligence 
topics. Contributed articles will be considered for publication based on subject matter and space require-
ments. We are particularly interested in reports of original research on peace topics in Aotearoa and the wid-
er region of Australasia and the Pacific. We welcome your feedback and constructive suggestions on how we 
can improve. 
 
Our address is: 
 
Peace Researcher 
PO Box 2258, Christchurch 8140, Aotearoa/New Zealand 
e-mail: abc@chch.planet.org.nz 
 
You can read Peace Researcher online at http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/peace-researcher-home.html 

 
 
 

 

 

CAFCA/ABC Organiser Account 
Financial Report For Year Ended 31 March 2020 
James Ayers, Organiser Account Treasurer 
 

 

Presented to Campaign Against Foreign Control of Aotearoa Annual General Meeting 21/9/20 
 
      2020    2019   
Income               
   Pledges   $ 20,755.20     $ 20,928.20   

   Donations   $   8,362.25     $ 19,487.94   

   Interest   $   1,776.31     $   1,790.62   

   Other   $          0.00   $          0.00   
 

Total Income       $ 30,893.76     $ 42,206.76 
  
 

Expenditure 
   Contractor  $ 43,464.00     $ 42,436.00   

   Internet/phone $      797.55     $   1,481.48   

   Printer   $        36.55     $        61.70   

   Other    $      170.00     $      160.00   

 
 

       $ 44,468.10     $ 44,139.18 
 
 

Cash surplus (Deficit)             -$ 13,574.34              -$   1,932.42 
 
Summary 
Opening Funds      $ 17,252.13     $ 19,184.55 
                
Add surplus (deficit)              -$ 13,574.34           -$   1,932.42 
 
Closing total funds     $   3,677.79     $ 17,252.13 
  
Represented by             
Term deposit Kiwibank     $          0.00     $ 13,409.15 

00 Account Westpac     $   3,677.79     $   3,842.98 

Total Organiser Account funds  $   3,677.79     $ 17,252.13          ■ 

http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/peace-researcher-home.html
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JOIN ABC AND GET PEACE RESEARCHER 
 

Peace Researcher is the newsletter and journal of the Anti-Bases Campaign, Box 2258, Christchurch 8140, 
New Zealand. If you would like to join ABC, the details are below. All ABC members receive Peace Researcher.  
 

Membership is $20 per year (ABC is not registered for GST) 
 

Overseas subs: Australia $NZ25; Rest of world $NZ30.   Donations welcome.  
 

You can pay online by internet banking, or personally deposit cash at any Kiwibank branch.  
 

Please include your name and "Sub" as references so that we can identify your payment, and please e-mail 
abc@chch.planet.org.nz when the deposit has been made so that we know to look out for it.   
 

Our bank account details are:  
ABC  
Kiwibank 
389000 0619007 00  
 

If you’re a new member, please e-mail us your name, postal address, e-mail address and phone number/s.  ■ 

You Can No Longer Pay Your ABC Sub By Cheque  
 

 
Anti-Bases Campaign (ABC) banks with Kiwibank, which has completely quit cheques. Meaning, 
that it will no longer accept deposits of cheques from any bank (including its own).  
 
Therefore, to pay your ABC sub, make a donation, etc: 
 

 make the payment online by Internet banking, OR; 

 personally deposit cash into ABC’s account at any Kiwibank branch, OR; 

 instruct your bank to set up an annual automatic payment into the ABC account. 

 
Our bank account details are: 
 
ABC 
Kiwibank 
389000 0619007 00 
 
Please include your name and "Sub" or “Sub and Donation” as references so that we can identify 
your payment, and please email abc@chch.planet.org.nz when the deposit has been made so that we 
know to look out for it.  Otherwise, it is impossible to identify you. 
 
 
If you wish to make an online donation to the separate CAFCA/ABC Organiser Account (which 
exists solely to provide Murray Horton’s income), the details are:  
 
CAFCA/ABC Organiser Account 
Westpac 
030866-0300063-00. 
 
You can also personally deposit cash into the CAFCA/ABC Organiser Account at any Westpac 
branch. If you do that, make sure that you include your name as the reference. Otherwise, it is impossible 
to identify you. 
 
Or you can instruct your bank to set up a regular automatic payment into the CAFCA/ABC 
Organiser Account. ■ 

 


