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AFGHANISTAN, THE LONGEST WAR 

And Nothing To Show For It 
By Murray Horton 

 
 
 
Saigon 1975; Kabul 2021 
Many commentators have made the comparison between the American de-
feat in the former South Vietnam in 1975 and that in Afghanistan in 2021. 
There are certainly similarities, with the same scenes of mad panic around 
the US Embassy and the airport in the respective capitals (the former Sai-
gon, now Ho Chi Minh City in the now unified Vietnam).  
 
The same stunning collapse of the military and Government of the respec-
tive puppet regimes – in Vietnam it took a few weeks before the iconic sce-
ne of a tank smashing down the gate of the Presidential Palace and a new 
flag being raised there. There was some fighting along the way but mostly 
the South Vietnamese military just ran away.  
 
Exactly the same thing happened in Afghanistan, where the whole thing 
took just over a week. Both puppet militaries were, on paper, more than a 
match for their enemies – huge numbers of men and all the latest weapons. 
But both were riddled by corruption and incompetence and a fatal absence 
of any will to fight. Why should they fight for such staggeringly corrupt gov-
ernments, ones which governed only because the US and its allies militarily 
propped them up? Both governments ruled by a mixture of terror, bribes, in-
competence and lies. When it came to the crunch, the leaders of both ab-
jectly ran away.  
 
The only reason there weren’t any scenes to match the iconic 1975 Vi-
etnam ones of the US pushing its own helicopters off an aircraft carrier into 
the sea (to make room for more arriving choppers) is because Afghanistan 
is a landlocked country. But the fleeing US did try to disarm and sabotage 
at least some of the aircraft it left behind in Kabul, part of a huge trove of 
US military materiel that fell into the grateful hands of the Taliban. 
 
And the Western propaganda machine swung into high gear in both cases. 
There was going to be a bloodbath – well, there wasn’t in Vietnam. It re-
mains to be seen whether there will be in Afghanistan but, at the time of 
writing, there certainly hasn’t been anything more than the settling of scores 
that happens at the end of every war, even the ones won by our side.  
 
Where there was a bloodbath was in Cambodia in the 70s. And who sorted 
that out? Not the US or any Western country. No – Vietnam went in and did 
the world a favour by getting rid of the Khmer Rouge. Incidentally, this 
“bloodbath” theme is a common scare tactic whenever things aren’t going 
the West’s way. There were warnings of one “when the blacks take over” in 
South Africa. The last time I checked, South African whites were doing 
more than all right. 
 
How To Make People Hate You 
In the case of both Vietnam and Afghanistan, the West’s enemy was rou-
tinely branded “terrorist”, while the years of high-tech terror by “our” side – 
from napalm, herbicides, “tiger cages”, land mines and carpet bombing to 
“precision” drone strikes – killed huge numbers of innocent civilians in both 
countries, which guaranteed a steady stream of recruits for the intended 
target and visceral hatred from the surviving victims of the “collateral dam-
age”.  
 
In both wars the US Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) and its local hench-
men murdered, tortured, “disappeared”, and imprisoned people with impu-
nity. In Vietnam CIA atrocities included the Phoenix Program of mass mur-
der, which gave the English language phrases such as “to neutralise” or 
“terminate with extreme prejudice”. In Afghanistan, things went up a notch 
with “black hole” CIA prisons, and bounty hunters collecting rewards for 
completely innocent people who were kidnapped and sent to be tortured 
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and indefinite imprisonment without 
charge in Guantanamo. 
 
The language of propaganda is fas-
cinating, particularly the way that it 
is unconsciously used and accept-
ed. The Western media say that 
Saigon and Kabul “fell” – actually, 
according to the other side in the 
fight, they were both liberated. Im-
agine the uproar if historians and 
the media routinely talked about the 
“fall” of Berlin in 1945.  
 
Vietnam and Afghanistan featured 
two very different victors over the 
Americans and their local collabora-
tors (I’m sorry, “allies” and “part-
ners”). In Vietnam it was com-
munists and nationalists, with reli-
gion not a factor. In Afghanistan it is 
Islamic fundamentalists and nation-
alists, with religion front and centre 
(and communism is definitely not a 
factor). But both the “Viet Cong” and 
the Taliban have one thing in com-
mon – a burning desire for their re-
spective countries to be independ-
ent and free of foreign domination.  
 
Both had been trampled over by a 
bewildering variety of empires and 
would-be conquerors, going back 
thousands of years in Afghanistan’s 
case. In both cases, the US military 
and political Establishment could not 
comprehend how they could be so 
comprehensively defeated by “little 
Asian peasants” and “medieval the-

ocrats” respectively. 
 
Afghanistan has been labelled “the 
graveyard of empires” and it has 
seen off plenty of them over those 
thousands of years. In the space of 
40 years, it has defeated both sides 
in the 20th Century’s Cold War – 
firstly the (former) Soviet Union and 
now the US and all its hangers-on, 
including New Zealand. When the 
Taliban first ruled Afghanistan (1996
-2001), the US had no interest in it, 
despite it being a totally repressive, 
backwards, misogynist and murder-
ous regime. The only US interest 
was in whether it could work with 
the Taliban to exploit the country’s 
natural resources.  
 
Indeed, Taliban representatives tra-
velled to the US and were enter-
tained in the private homes of ener-
gy company top executives who 
wanted to discuss the possibility of 
building oil and gas pipelines across 
the country. The US certainly had 
no more interest in the plight of Af-
ghan women than it did, and still 
does not have, in the plight of wom-
en in Saudi Arabia, a key US ally 
run by a murderous absolute monar-
chy and a particularly vicious, mi-
sogynist sect of Islam (Wahhabism). 
The “we invaded Afghanistan to lib-
erate its’ women” line was a propa-
ganda fairy tale dreamed up after 
the event to soothe a gullible West-
ern public. 

It Could All Have Been  
So Different 
Actually, on that subject, there was 
a modern Afghan government that 
was secular, progressive and em-
powered women. “What I find as-
tounding is that the Western media 
never mention that for a brief period 
of time Afghanistan once had a pro-
gressive secular Government, with 
broad popular support. It had enact-
ed progressive reforms and gave 
equal rights to women. It was in the 
process of dragging the country into 
the 20th Century, and as British polit-
ical scientist Fred Halliday stated in 
May 1979, ‘probably more has 
changed in the countryside over the 
last year than in the two centuries 
since the state was established’”.  
 
“It would now be the type of govern-
ment that most people in Afghani-
stan and the West would probably 
welcome. What happened to this 
Government?  Long before the Sovi-
et Union entered the scene, this 
Government was undermined by the 
CIA and the mujahedeen, which trig-
gered a series of tragic events that 
destroyed the country—and ironical-
ly led to the disaster of September 
11 in the USA, and to the present 
chaos and tragedy in Afghanistan”. 
 
“On April 27, 1978, in the wake of a 
huge demonstration in front of the 
Presidential Palace, the Army came 
to the support of the people and, af-
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ter a brief battle with the Presidential 
Guard, the Government was de-
posed. The military officers then re-
leased jailed Marxist leaders and in-
vited their party to form the Govern-
ment, under the leadership of Noor 
Mohammad Taraki, a university pro-
fessor, writer, and poet. The military 
supported the Marxists because 
they were the only ones who had a 
programme for land reform and pro-
gressive social and economic re-
forms”. 
 
“This is how a Marxist government 
came into office - it was a totally in-
digenous happening - not even the 
CIA blamed the USSR for this. In 
fact, the Soviets were much sur-
prised at what happened. The Gov-
ernment began to bring in much 
needed reforms; some were contro-
versial but most had popular sup-
port. It affirmed the separation of 
church and State, labour unions 
were legalised, health care and edu-
cation became priorities, women 
were given equal rights, and girls 
were to go to school”.  
 
“Child marriages and feudal dowry 
payments were banned. On Sep-
tember 1, 1978, there was an aboli-
tion of all debts owed by farmers - 
landlords and moneylenders had 
charged up to 24% interest. A pro-
gramme was being developed for 
major land reform, and it was ex-
pected that all farm families (inclu-
ding landlords) would be given the 
equivalent of equal amounts of 
land”.  
 
“Unlike the opium poppy fields that I 
witnessed in north-western Paki-
stan, none were to be seen in Af-
ghanistan - in fact, raisins were an 
important export crop. Opium poppy 
production was introduced to Af-
ghanistan by the CIA-led mujahe-
deen for the purpose of helping to 
finance their offensive on the Gov-
ernment, and poppies have contin-
ued to be grown” (“Afghan Tragedy: 
Still Relevant Today As It Was Ana-
lysed 15 Years Ago”, 10/8/21, John 
Ryan, Covert Action, https://covert 
actionmagazine.com/2021/08/10/afg 
han-tragedy-still-relevant-today-as-it
-was-analyzed-15-years-ago/. The 
article was originally published, in 
another publication, in 2006, hence 
the reference to “15 years ago”). 
 
This Marxist government was under-
mined by the CIA, using local “free-
dom fighters” as their collaborators. 
It was overthrown in a coup and its 
leader killed. The coup leader didn’t 

last long in power – he too was 
overthrown and killed in a military 
coup and the Soviet Union sent in 
the troops. The US jumped at the 
opportunity to subject their Cold War 
rival to having to wage a losing dec-
ade-long war against Islamic guerril-
las (including Osama bin Laden), 
armed by the US and with the CIA’s 
active involvement.  
 
It was the Soviet Union’s Vietnam 
War and was its last hurrah before it 
disintegrated a couple of years after 
it got out of Afghanistan. The Rus-
sians got out but their puppet gov-
ernment headed by local commu-
nists actually lasted for several 
years after they left (unlike the most 
recent Americans’ puppet govern-
ment) before the Taliban defeated 
them, summarily and publicly hang-
ing their leader (once again, in 
marked contrast to the Taliban’s 
2021 kid glove treatment of former 
leaders of the US puppet govern-
ment). 
 
Before I leave the subject of women 
– there is a noteworthy current ex-
ample of Muslim women who have 
fought and defeated murderous, mi-
sogynist Islamic fundamentalists. 
Namely, the Kurdish women’s bri-
gades in Syria who bravely fought 
and defeated the Islamic State of 
Iraq and Syria (ISIS) fascists, along-
side Kurdish men. It was the Kurds 
who did the heavy fighting and dying 
on the ground, with US air support, 
that recently liberated Syria and Iraq 
from ISIS. And it was the Kurds who 
were betrayed by Trump when he 
stood back and let their enemy and 
America’s ally, Turkey, cross the 
Syrian border and attack them in 
2018. 
 
They Invaded Because They 
Could 
So, no, the US did not invade Af-
ghanistan for any noble “nation 
building” goals (in earlier centuries 
that would have been called, uni-
ronically, “civilising the savages”). 
Afghanistan only became of interest 
to the US when it became the base 
for Osama bin Laden’s al Qaeda, 
which carried out the huge Septem-
ber 11, 2001 terrorist attacks in the 
US. Those attacks did not come out 
of nowhere but I’m not going to go 
back over all the history of US in the 
Middle East.  
 
The US went into Afghanistan in 
2001 for good old-fashioned re-
venge, for which I don’t blame them. 
And, more importantly, because 

they could. The satellites of empire 
all fell into line, including New Zea-
land. Australian Prime Minister John 
Howard, who revelled in being 
called the Deputy Sheriff, happened 
to be in Washington at the time and 
invoked the ANZUS Treaty (that an 
attack on one member was an at-
tack on all members, of whom there 
are precisely two – the US and Aus-
tralia).  
 
Interestingly, when New Zealand 
was the victim of a foreign and fatal 
terrorist attack – the 1985 Rainbow 
Warrior bombing by the “friendly” 
French State – neither the US nor 
Australia invoked the ANZUS Treaty 
against France, despite NZ still be-
ing an ANZUS member at that 
stage. Indeed, none of our Western 
“allies” did anything. 
 
Unsurprisingly, revenge was 
achieved within weeks – al Qaeda 
was routed and the Taliban dumped 
out of power. But the victory was de-
ceptive. Bin Laden wasn’t found and 
summarily killed until a decade later. 
He was long gone from Afghanistan, 
and had spent years being looked 
after by his Pakistani protectors. 
The Taliban regrouped and spent 
the next 20 years waging an in-
creasingly effective guerrilla war, 
which resulted in them making a 
breathtakingly swift return to power 
in 2021.  
 
Their local support was greatly 
boosted by the vicious US tactic of 
“surgically precise” drone strikes 
that killed thousands and thousands 
of innocent civilians, right up until 
the very last hours of the US military 
presence. And by the policy of ter-
rorising the civilian population by 
disappearances, kidnappings (“ren-
ditions”), torture in secret prisons, 
and flying some of their unlucky vic-
tims to indefinite imprisonment with-
out charge or trial at Guantanamo.  
 
Remember – not one Afghan was 
among the hijackers and mass mur-
derers on those planes on 9/11. But 
an awful lot of them were Saudis, as 
was bin Laden. Sum total of US re-
venge against Saudi Arabia – zero. 
That continues to this day, with 
American silence about a royal dic-
tatorship headed by a psychopath 
who brazenly orders his critics to be 
tortured, murdered and dismem-
bered. 
 
Just A Warm Up For Iraq 
Afghanistan was never the end goal 
of the cabal of war criminals – Bush, 

https://covertactionmagazine.com/2021/08/10/afghan-tragedy-still-relevant-today-as-it-was-analyzed-15-years-ago/
https://covertactionmagazine.com/2021/08/10/afghan-tragedy-still-relevant-today-as-it-was-analyzed-15-years-ago/
https://covertactionmagazine.com/2021/08/10/afghan-tragedy-still-relevant-today-as-it-was-analyzed-15-years-ago/
https://covertactionmagazine.com/2021/08/10/afghan-tragedy-still-relevant-today-as-it-was-analyzed-15-years-ago/
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Cheney, Rumsfeld, Wolfowitz et al – 
plus their willing accomplices like 
Blair and Howard. It was just a step-
ping stone to what Bush saw as the 
real prize, namely Iraq. A complete 
farrago of lies about Saddam Hus-
sein’s “weapons of mass destruc-
tion” and alleged links to al Qaeda 
(Saddam was actually their mortal 
enemy) was concocted and peddled 
to a sceptical world by the likes of 
Colin Powell, the “acceptable” face 
of the war criminals.  
 
But there was no stopping Bush 
(who remains a strong contender for 
the title of Worst Ever US President. 
Trump didn’t have the attention 
span or patience to wage wars, be-
yond a few desultory spasms). So, 
the US and its satellites turned their 
attention to Iraq, with its much more 
tempting oil riches. I’m not going to 
go over the Iraq War and occupation 
again here, as it’s all been said be-
fore. But a couple of points are 
worth making once again.  
 
The first one is that the US and Iran 
have been enemies ever since 
Iran’s 1979 Islamic revolution. The 
US was happy to let Iraq’s murder-
ous despot, Saddam Hussein, do 
the dirty work for it during the 1980-
88 Iran-Iraq War, which left at least 
a million dead. But the sum total of 
the US invasion and occupation of 
Iraq (including the judicial murder of 
Saddam) is that Iran is now a key 
player in Iraq’s politics, having 
greatly benefitted from the American 
misadventure in that country. Iran 
and Iraq are now much closer than 
they have been for many decades 
and both are pretty much united in 
their opposition to US warmongering 
and adventurism in that region.  
 
The second point is that the US-led 
destabilisation and destruction of 
Iraq led directly to the creation of 
ISIS, a much more formidable mili-
tary force and much more fanatically 
vicious than either al Qaeda or the 
Taliban. ISIS went on to seize great 
chunks of territory in both Iraq and 
Syria, which required an extremely 
costly military campaign to regain.  
 
It has taken its murderous jihad 
throughout the world (currently it is 
strongest in Africa), conducted mur-
derous attacks in various Western 
countries and inspired lone wolf at-
tacks all over the world – including 
in Auckland in 2021. ISIS is now es-
tablished in Afghanistan, where it is 
a sworn enemy of the Taliban. It 
was ISIS – not the Taliban – who 

killed 13 American troops and hun-
dreds of Afghan civilians at Kabul 
Airport in August 2021. It was that 
one terrorist act which led the US 
and its satellites, including NZ, to 
unceremoniously get out.  
 
“Nation Building” 
Having gone galloping off on their 
big (and disastrous) Iraqi adventure, 
what was the US and its satellites 
going to do with Afghanistan? Their 
mission was very quickly accom-
plished vis a vis al Qaeda and the 
Taliban. But they were stuck with a 
country which every other empire 
had ended up sticking into the too 
hard basket. That was the time they 
should have got out but, no, they 
decided to stay for what became 
America’s longest ever war, what 
both Presidents Trump and Biden 
called a “forever war”.  
 
They decided to try their hand at na-
tion building. To put it mildly, that 
didn’t go well. The US has done na-
tion building before and done it well, 
namely the Marshall Plan which re-
built its defeated World War Two en-
emies, Germany and Japan. But Af-
ghanistan was starting from a much 
lower base when it came to nation 
building and the Yanks’ heart was 
never in it.  
 
They effectively ended up pouring a 
vast amount of money, human lives 
and military materiel into a hole in 
the ground. And ended up having to 
rely on the cooperation of their victo-
rious enemy, the Taliban, to be able 
to get out of their last toehold, Kabul 
Airport. Donald Trump is completely 
delusional but even he could see 
the futility of the US misadventure in 
Afghanistan. In 2020 he concluded 
a peace deal with the Taliban and 
that was the deal which his succes-
sor, Joe Biden, implemented – how-
ever messily – in 2021. 
 
Charlotte Grimshaw (NZ Listener, 
18/9/21) put it most succinctly: “You 
can say the Americans have aban-
doned the people and women’s 
rights in Afghanistan, but it would be 
more accurate to say the US should 
never have been there in the first 
place; that they went from arming 
Afghan mujahideen fighters against 
the Russians in the 80s to invading 
for no good reason; that the Taliban 
are not from outer space, they are 
their fellow Afghans’ horrible prob-
lem to deal with, using non-military 
outside aid; that you can’t enforce 
women’s rights or democracy via 
military occupation. It was wrong to 

go in and time to get out, even as 
they leave a colossal mess and mis-
ery behind. We should take in lots of 
the resulting refugees”. 
 
It is worth pointing out that the US 
continues to reserve the right to 
conduct “over the horizon” drone or 
bomber strikes on Afghanistan, and 
has done so since it pulled all 
ground troops out. Nor has it aban-
doned the “War On Terror” launched 
by George Bush in 2001. US special 
forces and CIA operatives continue 
to wage that around the world, ei-
ther by themselves or in collabora-
tion with local forces. The US pres-
ence is most noticeable in Africa, 
where it has a key military base in 
the tiny nation of Djibouti in east Af-
rica. But it is fair to say that Biden 
considers that he has bigger fish to 
fry, namely China. 
 
NZ Has To Share The Blame 
New Zealand doesn’t come out of 
Afghanistan with clean hands, we 
were in that war from the outset. 
Nicky Hager has written the best 
summation of this, in the Spinoff 
(2/9/21, “The Taliban Won The War. 
Can We Learn The Lesson?”, http 
s://thespinoff.co.nz/politics/02-09-20 
21/the-taliban-won-the-war-can-we-
learn-the-lesson/). That’s not sur-
prising, because Nicky has written 
books about New Zealand’s role in 
Afghanistan, one of which led to the 
Operation Burnham Inquiry (see 
Nicky’s article on that in Peace Re-
searcher 60, November 2020, http://
www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-bac 
kissues/PR60.pdf). 
 
This is Nicky’s conclusion, from his 
Spinoff article: “The lesson of the Af-
ghanistan war, like the Vietnam 
War, and indeed the First World 
War – for the public and the soldiers 
– is that we should not have gone in 
the first place. Was it worth it? No. 
Should New Zealand have been 
part of the war? No. Should we have 
stayed for 20 years? No. Will we 
learn? That’s up to us”. 
 
His article is full of fascinating mate-
rial: “NZSAS (Special Air Service) 
troops first arrived in Afghanistan in 
mid-December 2001 – the day after 
Osama bin Laden had crossed into 
Pakistan, never to return to Afghani-
stan. A secret briefing for New Zea-
land Ministers that day said 
‘Afghanistan is no longer a safe ha-
ven for the al Qaeda’ and that ‘the 
Taliban has now ceased to exist as 
a governing entity in Afghanistan’. 
This means the rationale for sending 

https://thespinoff.co.nz/politics/02-09-2021/the-taliban-won-the-war-can-we-learn-the-lesson/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/politics/02-09-2021/the-taliban-won-the-war-can-we-learn-the-lesson/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/politics/02-09-2021/the-taliban-won-the-war-can-we-learn-the-lesson/
https://thespinoff.co.nz/politics/02-09-2021/the-taliban-won-the-war-can-we-learn-the-lesson/
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/PR60.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/PR60.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/PR60.pdf
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the NZSAS to Afghanistan had 
ceased to exist before they even 
touched the ground at their new 
Kandahar base. But the New Zea-
land Defence Force (NZDF) stayed 
for another 20 years” (ibid.). 
 
The New Zealand people were fed a 
constant stream of reassuring prop-
aganda that “our boys” (and girls 
this time) were engaged in nation 
building. What the Americans in Vi-
etnam called “winning hearts and 
minds”. A sort of international ver-
sion of community policing (which 
I’ve seen described as “pulling funny 
faces at kids”). But, no, they were 
helping the CIA in a dirty war. 
 
“The deployment with the most New 
Zealand troops and the most troop 
rotations was the Provincial Recon-
struction Team base in Bamiyan. 
NZDF took over the base in 2003 to 
free up its previous US staff for de-
ployment to Iraq. Viewed through 
the filter of the military press releas-
es and supplied photos, this deploy-
ment was about aid and reconstruc-
tion. But Kiwi Base was a standard 
part of the US command and its 
function was counter-insurgency 
warfare; fighting the Taliban. It had 
units for road patrols, psychological 
operations, human intelligence 
(finding local informers), telephone 
eavesdropping and so on. The aid 
component was a small add-on to 
assist military goals”. 
 
“For a while the New Zealand pres-
ence in Bamiyan did bring some se-
curity for the local people, who are 
traditional targets of Taliban repres-
sion. It was in this respect a positive 
contribution. The problem was, 
there was no coherent goal. The US
-installed Government in Kabul was 
chronically corrupt, the Taliban had 
got better and better at fighting in 
the stony mountains, and Western 
nations were getting tired of the 
endless war and talking about leav-
ing. The strategy was to build up lo-
cal forces to take over holding back 
the Taliban once the Western forces 
had gone. We saw how long they 
lasted after the US-led forces left”. 
 
“By 2010 a senior military officer 
said to me: ‘Who were we? As far 
as the Afghans are concerned you 
are an invader; you are an invader 
no different from the Soviets. It 
doesn’t matter what you do. Eventu-
ally I realised whatever we were do-
ing, even in safe little Bamiyan, we 
were just wasting our time’. And 
then came the worst part, which is 

that New Zealand did not stick with 
the people it had gone to Bamiyan 
to help”.  
 
“A former mid-level Army officer de-
scribed what happened next. The 
New Zealand troops had brought 
security while the threat was rela-
tively low but then, when the Taliban 
grew stronger, they up and left. 
There were two fatal attacks on New 
Zealand patrols in 2012 and, the for-
mer officer said, the New Zealand 
force ‘cleared out when things got 
tough’” (ibid.). 
 
“Another secret military document 
from 2002 revealed confusion 
among military officers about what 
the US-led forces were supposed to 
be doing. New Zealand’s Joint Forc-
es Commander Martyn Dunne had 
visited the NZSAS in Afghanistan 
and talked to a wide range of mili-
tary officers from different nations. 
His report on the trip stated the fun-
damental problem he had discov-
ered”.  
 
“There was, he wrote, ‘no overarch-
ing operational campaign plan’ and 
a ‘lack of coherent strategy or even 
clear commanders’ intent’. New 
Zealand could have realised that 
things were going wrong and come 
home then, 19 years ago. But as a 
former senior defence official said to 
me in 2011: ‘The chances are these 
concerns were withheld from the 
Ministers so as not to compromise 
the opportunity to serve alongside 
the US forces’” (ibid.). 
 
No More Imperialist Wars;  
Get Out Of Five Eyes 
So, there we have it. Despite the nu-

clear free policy, the “ANZUS Row” 
and the constant invocation of “an 
independent foreign policy”, it was 
all about “the opportunity to serve 
alongside the US forces”. To win 
brownie points, to suck up to the 
Yanks, to be a loyal satellite of the 
US empire. That’s apparently what 
ten New Zealanders died for in Af-
ghanistan and that’s why we waged 
NZ’s longest ever war. And after all 
of that long, long time, when the end 
came, it all turned to shit in a re-
markably short time. Next time New 
Zealand’s decision makers feel the 
need to prove our loyalty to our im-
perial masters, let them jump over 
the cliff by themselves. Look before 
you leap. 
 
There is a bigger picture here. Hel-
en Clark was the Labour Prime Min-
ister who ordered the NZ military in-
to Afghanistan – a decision which 
led to the death of Labour’s coalition 
with the Alliance (indeed, the Alli-
ance itself became collateral dam-
age of that decision). Her reaction to 
the Taliban victory in 2021 was to 
call it "a catastrophic failure of intelli-
gence in Western foreign policy".  
 
Yet, NZ is in the Western world’s 
self-proclaimed elite intelligence 
club, namely Five Eyes. Which 
proved to be absolutely useless in 
seeing what was going on in Af-
ghanistan, a country which had 
been an adventure playground for 
Western spies for 20 years. So, why 
is New Zealand in Five Eyes, what 
use is it to us (or anyone else, for 
that matter)? Time for NZ to get out, 
time for Five Eyes to become four 
eyes.  ■ 
 

Sharon Murdoch, 2/9/17  
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New Spook Powers Not Wanted 
The Government has passed new 
“counter-terror” legislation that 
makes planning a terrorist attack an 
offence. The Counter-Terrorism Le-
gislation Bill was introduced earlier 
in 2021 as part of the ongoing re-
sponse to the 2019 Christchurch 
mosques’ attacks. As ever, in re-
cent history, new legislation again 
extends the powers of the Kiwi se-
cret agencies. It includes a new def-
inition for what constitutes a “terror-
ist act” and gives wider powers for 
warrantless searches. Parties as di-
verse as ACT and the Greens op-
posed the new law being passed 
without more scrutiny. 
 
Otago University Law Professor An-
drew Geddis said when the law was 
before Parliament, that if the pro-
posed Bill were to pass, it would be 
"quite an expansion of New Zea-
land criminal law…  It would be say-
ing you are guilty for thinking about 
doing something not actually going 
out and starting to do it, but even 
just thinking about doing it will be 
an offence for which you could go 
to jail for up to seven years" (RNZ, 
4/9/21). Geddis pointed out that jus-
tifying the passage of the Bill by re-
lating the new law to recent Auck-
land stabbings was not justifiable. 
He said the idea that previous law 
was not able to deal with such inci-
dents is untrue.  
 
The Establishment view supporting 
extension of spook powers was pro-
moted by John Battersby, a special-
ist on terrorism and counter-terror-
ism at Massey University, who 
claimed New Zealand's terror laws 
were outdated and NZ was too 
averse to making new laws about 
terrorism, which seems to rather fly 
in the face of recent history when 
there have been several new laws 
relating to terrorism, each giving 
more power to the security agen-
cies, over the past seven years. 
Battersby claims that “develop-
ments in terrorism are going to af-
fect us” and NZ needs to “wake 

up” (RNZ, ibid.). Peace Researcher 
(PR) notes that Massey University 
seems to support Battersby’s belief; 
the University has appointed sever-
al ex-spooks to its staff over the last 
few years.   
 
Another conservative (reactionary?) 
view was expressed by Chris Wil-
son, Programme Director of the Uni-
versity of Auckland's Master of Con-
flict and Terrorism Studies (he also 
heads the University's Conflict, Ter-
rorism and Peace group – presuma-
bly with a different interpretation of 
“Peace” than PR). He said the law is 
necessary because there’s “… a 
clear gap, not being able to keep 
people in custody or charge people 
under the Terrorism Suppression 
Act".  
 
Another academic opposed the new 
law. Richard Jackson, Director of 
the University of Otago's National 
Centre for Peace and Conflict Stud-
ies, speaking before the Bill went 
through Parliament, stated that 
there is no evidence the changes 
will actually protect New Zealanders 
- and they could actually make an-
other attack more likely. "We know 
from other countries that this kind of 
legislation is hardly ever applied to, 
to put it bluntly, white people. It's 
mostly applied to Muslims and peo-
ple from other ethnic groups," he 
told Newshub (7/9/21). 
 
"The danger is that it adds to the 
grievances that are already felt in 
some of those communities. Treat-
ing Muslims harshly under this kind 
of legislation could create further 
grievances than already exist and 
make people even more angry and 
potentially radicalise them… There's 
just no evidence that I'm aware of, 
having studied this for 20 years 
now, that a legislative approach is 
going to make us any safer". 
 
Dr Jackson said "innocent people 
doing innocent things" have found 
themselves targeted by security 
agencies overseas under similar 
legislation. Government officials and 
security officials who are worried 
about risks could be over-eager and 
interpret what ordinary people do 
through the mindset of trying to pre-
vent someone from committing an 
act. We know there's been a lot of 
cases overseas where Muslims 
have, for example, gone on holiday 
to Disneyland and taken a video of 
their trip, then the authorities have 
taken that video as evidence of 
them planning a terrorist attack, 

even when there's no other support-
ing evidence". 
 
Like Dr Jackson, PR is very much 
afraid that the new legislation will do 
more harm than good. We certainly 
do not believe that giving the 
spooks more powers will make peo-
ple in this country more secure (the 
Anti-Bases Campaign’s submission 
on the Counter-Terrorism Bill can be 
read at http://www.converge.org.nz/
abc/SubmissionCTBill2021.pdf Ed.). 
◘ 
 
Secret Trials 
A basic tenet of NZ law is that peo-
ple are tried in open court. Over the 
last five years there have been sev-
eral cases involving the security ser-
vices where judges have decided to 
invoke secrecy because the spies 
want to conceal officers, or meth-
ods, or both. In the latest such case, 
an NZ soldier, arrested in 2019 on 
charges of espionage, appeared in 
a pretrial hearing in September 
2021. He was a member of a white 
supremacist group, Action Zea-
landia, and due to go to a military 
trial which has been postponed be-
cause the judge wants a report on 
the soldier’s mental health.   
 
The trial had already been delayed 
because of “…complex legal and 
procedural issues….” related to “… 
the implications of presenting evi-
dence before the court which may 
give rise to concerns relating to the 
defence and security of New Zea-
land”. These include orders sought 
by one or other of the parties for ac-
cess to certain material, suppres-
sion of the identities of certain wit-
nesses, the suppression of the na-
ture of certain evidence and submis-
sions; and the scope of open court 
rights in accordance with the Crimi-
nal Procedure Act 2011 and the 
Court Martial Act 2007" (Newsroom, 
14/7/21). In other words, arguments 
over the spies being able to keep 
personnel or actions free from pub-
lic scrutiny. 
 
The soldier is charged with 17 of-
fences involving spying for a foreign 
country (a first for an NZ court), ob-
taining defence base access codes 
and a document revealing security 
vulnerabilities with intent to disclose 
such information to a person acting 
on behalf of a (suppressed) foreign 
country (Press, 2/10/21). 
 
The issue of suppression of witness 
details of evidence, etc is a serious 
concern; over the last few years the 

 By Warren Thomson 

http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/SubmissionCTBill2021.pdf
http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/SubmissionCTBill2021.pdf
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shenanigans of Aussie spooks try-
ing to conceal nefarious activities 
has delayed justice for years and re-
sulted in nasty persecution of both a 
whistle-blower and his lawyer (see 
item re Bernard Collaery in the Aus-
tralia section of Spooky Bits). Courts 
must ensure that such security 
agency malevolence, or incompe-
tence, does not happen in this coun-
try.◘ 
 
Police Computer Systems At Risk 
In August 2021 it was revealed that 
a review of Police information tech-
nology (IT) systems showed many 
problems, including vulnerability to 
hacking, (of private and judicial in-
formation), and this is at a time that 
the Police have been trying to get 
more powers to hold citizens’ infor-
mation (RNZ, 2/8/21).  The “audit” 
was carried out in 2019, but little 
seems to have changed in spite of 
“very high risk” associated with the 
deficiencies reported. The Police 
say they are addressing the issues. 
The review found they had not done 
an assessment of the major threats 
to their cyber “resilience”. There 
had been "insufficient investment" 
in cyber resilience for years, and 
confusion between two teams over 
who was in charge of IT disaster re-
covery.◘ 
 
China Behind Cyber-Attacks? 
The Government says the Govern-
ment Communications Security Bu-
reau (GCSB) has uncovered evi-
dence of Chinese State-sponsored 
cyber-attacks in New Zealand, after 
a ‘robust technical attribution pro-
cess’ (RNZ, 20/7/21). The GCSB 
has stated that Chinese State-spon-
sored actors were responsible for 
the exploitation of Microsoft Ex-
change vulnerabilities in New Zea-
land in early 2021 and says it has 
established links between Chinese 
State-sponsored actors known as 
Advanced Persistent Threat 40 
(APT40) and malicious cyber activi-
ty in New Zealand (RNZ, ibid.). 
GCSB promotion manager Andrew 
Little told the media the GCSB has 
helped the affected local organisa-
tions. 
 
The Press (21/7/21) reported that 
the GCSB recorded 353 cyber se-
curity incidents between the middle 
of 2019 and 2020. The newspaper 
states condemnation of Chinese 
hacking “…echoes the most recent 
threat assessment from the US in-
telligence community (oxymoron?): 
cyber threats from nation states and 
their surrogates will remain acute 

for the foreseeable future”.  Waikato 
Professor of Law Alexander Gilles-
pie notes that the comments on 
China have “…considerably upped 
the ante” in an international environ-
ment “…drifting … towards the 
darkness of increasing lawless-
ness”. 
 
The GCSB estimates about 30% of 
serious malicious cyber activity in 
this country can be linked to various 
State-sponsored actors (RNZ, ibid.). 
On 19 July 2021, NZ joined a num-
ber of other countries in condemn-
ing the “malicious cyber activity” of 
State-sponsored actors (Press, 
ibid.). Earlier in 2021, the NZ gov-
ernment joined the Council of Eu-
rope’s Convention on Cybercrime, 
an agreement of more than 60 
countries aimed at sharing legal 
standards, mutual assistance and 
extradition rules. The Government 
statements notably omit mention of 
Russian activities or the massive 
cyber-attack operations mounted by 
Five Eyes allies themselves.◘ 
 
GCSB Is Not Saving Us From 
Cyber-Attacks  
In the middle of September (2021) 
NZ suffered another spate of cyber-
attacks. Customers of both ANZ and 
Kiwibank had a number of hours 
when they could not access online 
banking; in the case of Kiwibank the 
problem repeated over several 
days. MetService, NZ Post and the 
Ministry for Primary Industries had 
online breakdowns and the Waikato 
DHB was also hit with a “distributed 
denial of service” (DDoS) attack 
(RNZ, 14/9/21). 
 
(In a denial-of-service attack, the 

aim is to make computer services 
unavailable to its intended users by 
flooding the target with requests 
from a variety of sources to over-
whelm the system’s ability to pro-
cess the requests. Because of the 
enormous number of hits needed to 
make the attack work on a major 
target, a number of different sys-
tems providing the hits have often 
been pre-hacked to use to multiply 
the hits). 
 
The biggest impacts come from 
State actors with vast resources but 
recent attacks in NZ have more 
criminal ransom characteristics. On 
the other hand, some attacks have 
been carried out by activists, like 
the attack on major credit cards last 
year by "hacktivist" group Anony-
mous (RNZ, 8/9/21). Presumably 
some GCSB staff are getting loads 
of overtime as they are the central 
part of Wellington’s cyber security 
organisation. But clearly, what is not 
happening is that NZ’s cyber securi-
ty organisation, based on GCSB re-
sources, is protecting this country 
from cyber-attacks.◘ 
 
Cyber Security Policies  
Are Failing 
In recent years PR has consistently 
criticised Government cyber securi-
ty policies, and in particular, the ina-
bility of the GCSB to protect us; re-
current themes, besides the need 
for new policy, are that Government 
agencies are not the only, or even 
the best, organisations to counter 
cyber-crime (indeed, the word “or-
ganisation” may not even be rele-
vant), that Five Eyes is not the an-
swer (but in fact is a practitioner of 
cyber warfare itself on a massive 

Trace Hodgson  
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scale) and that major revision of the 
Government’s cyber security policy 
is necessary. 
 
Gordon Campbell wrote an excel-
lent piece on NZ cybersecurity fail-
ures in Scoop (6/7/21). He points 
out that the Russians, not the Chi-
nese, seem to pose more of a cyber 
security threat and that a team wor-
king within the Russian Intelligence 
Main Directorate (the GRU) has 
been charged with interfering in the 
2016 US election by American au-
thorities. 
 
As an example, he points to the 
2020 hack where Russian military 
hackers sabotaged a tiny piece of 
computer code spreading a virus 
throughout US government agen-
cies and allowing the hackers to ac-
cess files in the departments of Jus-
tice, State, Treasury, Energy, and 
Commerce and others. According to 
his information, for nine months, 
Russians had open access to top-
level communications, court docu-
ments, even nuclear secrets. 
 
For this SolarWinds hack, the entry 
was via a software update that con-
tains millions of lines of computer 
code. The hackers clandestinely re-
wrote 4,032 lines of that code, 
thereby creating “back doors” into 
the computer networks of the firms, 
Government agencies and think-
tanks using the SolarWinds Orion 
software package. 
 
Campbell reinforces several points 
that PR has been making for years; 
in particular, that the GCSB is not 
able to defend this country against 
cyber-attack: “Probably though, the 
expertise required to do that job 
properly is lacking here, even within 
the GCSB. On cyber security mat-
ters, the public is largely being left in 
the dark” (Scoop, ibid.). 
 
He suggests that putting all our Kiwi 
eggs into the FireEye basket may 
not be the way to go; PR suggests 
that it is often “privateers” (picture a 
pimply geek or two) who uncover 
the hacks. In the cases of both So-
larWinds and Kaseya (major hacks 
against the US government, it was 
non-state actors – the FireEye pri-
vate security firm and a Dutch NGO 
– that alerted the world to the exist-
ence of a problem. Note also that 
the enormous task of identifying the 
Trumpies who invaded the Wash-
ington Capitol building in January 
2021 has come more successfully 
from Internet junkies than the FBI). 

Additionally, the Scoop story makes 
the key point that: “At enormous ex-
pense, we have kitted ourselves out 
with conventional warfighting tools 
to meet defence challenges in the 
Pacific region that even the NZ De-
fence Force (NZDF) says (in its own 
reviews and reports) will be non-
existent over the lifespan of the gear 
in question. To counter these phan-
tom threats, we have allocated circa 
$20 billion over the next decade”.  
 
“That outlay has left New Zealand 
with almost nothing left over to bol-
ster our defences against the actual 
threats to our security posed by 
cyber criminals, domestic and global 
terrorism and climate change. 
Against those real and imminent 
threats, our pricey updated frigates, 
Poseidon anti-submarine aircraft 
and heavy lift super Hercules planes 
will be next to useless”. Campbell 
suggests a possible way forward 
would be the cyber equivalent of a 
defence review. (PR is not sure – 
given the long history of Establish-
ment conclusions from such re-
views, if this is the best option).◘ 
 
The Way Of The 21st Century 
An item in the Christchurch Press 
(25/9/21) reported the victimisation 
of a woman after her phone had 
been illegally accessed by a man 
who knew her. He had installed spy-
ware on her phone which gave him 
full control over the device, with re-
mote access to the cameras and mi-
crophone on the device. The wom-
an was traumatised when it became 
clear that her most personal infor-
mation could be intercepted and 
posted on the Internet.  
 
The Press was reporting the court 
case where the man was charged 
with illegally accessing a computer 
system. The article does not explain 
exactly how the spyware was in-
stalled, but the implications are chil-
ling when we live in a society where 
not only the security agencies, but 
Joe Citizen, is able to access and 
manipulate people’s phones and 
other devices.◘ 
 
Review Of “Terrorist” Incident 
The Government is setting up an-
other security review, this time into 
what happened before 3 Septem-
ber, 2021, when a Sri Lankan refu-
gee was responsible for the 2021 
Auckland Countdown supermarket 
stabbing, which resulted in the 
wounding of eight people. Ahamed 
Samsudeen was shot dead by Po-
lice tactical officers who had been 

assigned to tail him due to his para-
noia and radical views. In July 2021 
a judge decided that it was im-
portant to try to rehabilitate Sam-
sudeen and gave a sentence of su-
pervision. The Police then inde-
pendently assessed him as very 
high risk and they put him under 
close surveillance.  
 
The Independent Police Conduct 
Authority, Office of the Inspectorate 
at the Department of Corrections, 
and Inspector-General of Intelli-
gence and Security will carry out 
the review together. They will inves-
tigate if their organisations did 
enough to assess - and respond - 
to the risk Samsudeen posed. Yet 
another in a long series of reviews 
into failures by the security agen-
cies, although in this case the Po-
lice were clearly on the job and 
problems seem to have revolved 
around what limitations should be 
placed on citizens and this is evi-
dence of a necessary debate.◘ 
 
Even More Powers For  
The Spooks? 
In July 2021 the report of the Select 
Committee Review of 2019 Local 
Body Elections – set up to also look 
at licensing for booze and local en-
ergy supply – bizarrely recommend-
ed “more resources for spies to 
counter ‘Foreign Interference’”. Rec-
ommendations 4 and 5 state: “We 
recommend that the Government 
align local authority elections with 
the legislation and regulations that 
apply to general elections regarding 
foreign donations and disclosures”.  
 
And: “We recommend that the Gov-
ernment consider increasing the in-
telligence agencies’ resources so 
that they are able to provide greater 
support to the local government 
sector” (https://www.parliament.nz/
en/pb/sc/reports/document/SCR_11 
2173/inquiry-into-the-2019-local-ele 
ctions-and-liquor-licensing). The “fo-
reign Government interference” in 
local body elections allegedly in-
volved China.◘ 
 
GCSB And Rocket Lab 
The newest US base in New Zea-
land – the Rocket Lab site at Mahia 
Peninsula near Gisborne, used for 
launching US military and spy satel-
lites – has presented the GCSB with 
another string to their surveillance 
bow. In December 2017 the Gov-
ernment Communications Security 
Bureau (GCSB) and the New Zea-
land Security Intelligence Service 
(SIS) jointly assumed a new regula-

https://www.parliament.nz/en/pb/sc/reports/document/SCR_112173/inquiry-into-the-2019-local-elections-and-liquor-licensing
https://www.parliament.nz/en/pb/sc/reports/document/SCR_112173/inquiry-into-the-2019-local-elections-and-liquor-licensing
https://www.parliament.nz/en/pb/sc/reports/document/SCR_112173/inquiry-into-the-2019-local-elections-and-liquor-licensing
https://www.parliament.nz/en/pb/sc/reports/document/SCR_112173/inquiry-into-the-2019-local-elections-and-liquor-licensing
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tory role under the Outer Space and 
High-altitude Activities Act 2017 
(OSHAA). Namely, to support their 
Minister’s role under OSHAA (as a 
consultee regarding risks to national 
security), the two agencies conduct 
national security risk assessments 
of all licence and permit applications 
(GCSB Website). 
 
What this actually means is that the 
spies duly report to the Government 
that rocket launches pose no “secu-
rity threat” and the Government de-
ceptively uses this indeterminate 
phrasing to give the go ahead to 
rockets that put support equipment 
for the Pentagon into space. PR 
notes that Politico recently reported 
(21/9/21) that the Pentagon’s new 
Assistant Secretary for Space, a po-
sition Congress recently created, 
will absorb the responsibility for nu-
clear and missile defence (PR em-
phasis). The deputy position former-
ly responsible was eliminated as 
part of the reorganisation. Which 
means that the affairs of organisa-
tions such as Rocket Lab now come 
more directly into the sphere of the 
Pentagon’s nuclear missile strategy. 
◘ 
 
IG Gives Greeen Light To CCTV 
Surveillance 
At the end of June 2021, the Inspec-
tor-General of Intelligence and Se-
curity (IG), Brendan Horsley, re-
leased a report on New Zealand Se-
curity Intelligence Service (SIS) use 
of access to closed circuit television 
(CCTV). He concluded: “My review 
found the service uses CCTV in a 
targeted and specific way, not for 
general surveillance… It does not 
retain or record footage” (28/6/21, 
IG official Website). In previous 
Peace Researchers we have com-
mented on how widespread is the 
usage of CCTV coverage by Police 
and others; another growing factor 
in the surveillance state that has 
positive and negative aspects but 
would be alarming in the hands of a 
repressive Government. 
 
Relative to the SIS it is alarming that 
the IG is so confident about what 
the SIS reveals to him. “I’m satisfied 
the Service’s current use of access 
to CCTV is lawful and carried out in 
a responsible and proper way,” he 
reports. Horsley said his office had 
worked closely with the Privacy 
Commissioner on the review, which 
is a little more reassuring, but given 
the long and repetitive history of in-
telligence agency deceit and cover-
up, Horsley’s report should not be 

taken at face value.◘ 
 
GCSB And SIS Criticised By IG 
At the end of July 2020, the intelli-
gence agencies’ Inspector-General, 
Brendon Horsley, released his re-
port into Afghan matters during the 
“War on Terror”; more focus on 
these activities should have better 
prepared policy makers for the cha-
os of the 2021 retreat. The Inspec-
tor-General’s inquiry was com-
menced prior to the Government In-
quiry into Operation Burnham and 
Related Matters, which also re-
leased its report at the same time. 

 
“We found that agencies accurately 
reported allegations of casualties 
from the 21 August 2010 operation 
but could have done more to ensure 
that the possibility of civilian casual-
ties was considered at an interagen-
cy level and reported to Ministers. 
There were also known risks that 
persons detained by partner agen-
cies were subjected to human rights 
violations including torture and that 
those risks were not adequately 
identified or responded to by the 
GCSB or NZSIS”. 

 
The inquiry was led by current Dep-
uty IG, and former Acting IG, Made-
leine Laracy, who says the GCSB 
and SIS support to NZ Defence 
Force (NZDF) was properly author-
ised and the agencies’ efforts pro-
vided essential support for the safe-
ty of NZDF personnel in Afghanistan 
at the time. “While they were not the 
lead Crown agency, the GCSB and 
NZSIS should have been more alive 
to the human rights responsibilities 
that came with their operational ac-
tivities,” Ms Laracy says.  
 
“Both agencies contributed to the 
NZDF operation to detain Qari Miraj. 
In light of that they needed to do 
more after becoming aware of the 
allegation of Miraj’s torture. Our re-
port describes for the first time the 
risks involved in dealing with the Af-
ghan intelligence agency, National 
Directorate of Security (NDS), over 
the five-year period”. 

 
Horsley says. “There is a need for 
all agencies to be proactive in iden-
tifying and managing foreseeable 
risks of human rights violations and 
for all agencies to ensure New Zea-
land does not contribute directly or 
indirectly to such abuses” (the full 
report is available on the IG Web-
site: https://igis.govt.nz/assets/Inquir 
ies/Inquiry-into-events-in-Afghanista 
n.pdf). Nice. I wonder what the poor 

buggers (and their families) who 
were butchered or tortured would 
make of these good intentions.◘  

 
Unwanted: Peter Thiel 
In 2011, an “entrepreneur” was giv-
en NZ citizenship by Key’s govern-
ment although the man had only vis-
ited this country a few times and 
had only spent 12 days here when 
he applied (normally a permanent 
resident has to spend more than 
70% of their time in New Zealand 
over five years before they can ap-
ply for citizenship). 
  
Peter Thiel is a US multi-billionaire 
who co-founded Paypal, is a key in-
fluence in Facebook and spouts a 
mongrel political agenda which den-
igrates women and scorns democ-
racy. He is associated with the ex-
treme Right of the Republican Par-
ty. A writer named Max Chafkin has 
published a new book “The Contrar-
ian: Peter Thiel And Silicon Valley’s 
Pursuit Of Power”. He says Thiel is 
currently pushing a Trumpian agen-
da through support for US Senate 
candidates and the Facebook 
boardroom (see Politico, 21/9/21). 
 
But (it hardly seems possible) Thiel 
has an even more sinister attribute: 
he runs an enormous data-mining 
corporation called Palantir which is 
“…using War on Terror tools” (“Pa-
lantir Knows Everything About 
You”, Bloomberg.com) to track 
American citizens, monitor workers, 
and help nasty governments around 
the world to spy on their citizens. 
 
Palantir was founded in 2004 by 
Thiel and some mates and began 
working for the Pentagon and the 
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) in 
Afghanistan and Iraq. Their software 
collects data from a wide range of 
sources: emails and browser histo-
ries, global positioning system 
(GPS) locations from company-
issued smartphones, printer and 
download activity, and transcripts of 
digitally recorded phone conversa-
tions, financial documents, airline 
reservations, cellphone records, so-
cial media postings - and searches 
for connections that human analysts 
might miss.  
 
In a programme begun in 2009, ac-
cording to the Bloomberg website, 
Palantir’s software was used by ma-
jor corporations to spy on their em-
ployees. This was halted when sen-
ior bank executives realised they 
were included in the mass data col-
lection. Also, according to Bloom-

https://igis.govt.nz/assets/Inquiries/Inquiry-into-events-in-Afghanistan.pdf
https://igis.govt.nz/assets/Inquiries/Inquiry-into-events-in-Afghanistan.pdf
https://igis.govt.nz/assets/Inquiries/Inquiry-into-events-in-Afghanistan.pdf
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berg: “US spies and special forces 
loved it immediately; they deployed 
Palantir to synthesise and sort the 
blizzard of battlefield intelligence. It 
helped planners avoid roadside 
bombs, track insurgents for assassi-
nation, even hunt down Osama bin 
Laden”. 
 
But use by unscrupulous govern-
ments to control their citizens is less 
well known. And the BBC has re-
ported (“Palantir”, 1/10/20) that pro-
jects have included work with the 
UK Government Communications 
Headquarters’ (GCHQ) cyber-spies 
as well as publicly declared work for 
the Ministry of Defence.  
 
Bloomberg reports another Palantir 
scandal from 2010 when the compa-
ny proposed the US Chamber of 
Commerce run a secret sabotage 
campaign against the group’s liberal 
opponents. Hacked emails released 
by the group Anonymous indicated 
that Palantir and two other defence 
contractors pitched outside lawyers 
for the organisation on a plan to 
snoop on the families of progressive 
activists, create fake identities to in-
filtrate Left-leaning groups, scrape 
social media with bots, and plant 
false information with liberal groups 
to subsequently discredit them. 
 
But while Palantir clients might like 
to highlight involvement helping fight 
drug cartels, catching child preda-
tors and preventing terrorist attacks, 
it is accused of having "blood on its 
hands" by civil rights protesters. For 
example, its tech is used in the UK 
to identify places where illegal immi-
grants are working so the properties 
can be raided and those arrested 
deported (BBC Website). In the 
USA, Palantir works closely with the 
Department of Defense and the CIA. 
We need to know a lot more about 
the activities of Thiel’s companies, 
and there should be open debate 
about whether this is the kind of per-
son who should have had speedily 
expedited process in becoming an 
NZ citizen.◘ 

 
AUSTRALIA 
 
 
SAS Killings 
ABC News has updated its account 
of the murders of Afghan civilians by 
Aussie special forces (ABC News, 
updated 4/9/21): “ABC Investiga-
tions first reported on the ‘tractor 

job’ (as it became known by the sol-
diers involved) in July 2020. But 
since then, more details and more 
people with knowledge of the deadly 
raid have emerged. This includes a 
Special Operations officer on the 
deployment who was told what hap-
pened on the operation by someone 
who was involved in it, just hours af-
ter the Special Air Service (SAS) 
soldier and his Zulu 1 comrades re-
turned”. 
 
During the operation, on 15th of De-
cember 2012, “… the patrol com-
mander had accidentally shot one of 
this group of farmers,” the officer 
said. “And then they made the deci-
sion that they couldn’t leave anyone 
behind to tell (what happened). So, 
they decided to kill all of them”. “The 
imagery that I saw, it’s all pretty 
close up. Head shots,” says the of-
ficer. “There was imagery of some-
one that looked very young (who 
was) dead. He looked about 13 or 
14. So a young adolescent”. 
 
The other patrol - Zulu 2 - killed 
about six people near the village of 
Sara Aw. Sources have told ABC In-
vestigations that at least four were 
likely to be Taliban, but the rest 
were probably civilians. The Afghan 
villagers of Sara Aw showed the 
ABC a gravesite and provided a list 
of 12 names of people they say 
were civilians killed on the SAS op-
eration. 
 
From Wikipedia: “The Inspector-Ge-
neral of the Australian Defence 
Force (ADF) Afghanistan Inquiry 
Report, commonly known as the  
Brereton Report (after the investiga-
tion head), is a report into war 
crimes allegedly committed by the 
ADF in Afghanistan between 2005 
and 2016. The investigation was led 
by Paul Brereton, who is both a New 
South Wales Supreme Court judge 
and a major general in the Army Re-
serve. The independent commission 
was initiated in 2016, and delivered 
its final report on 6 November 2020. 
A redacted version was released 
publicly on 19 November 2020”.  
 
“The report found evidence of 39 
murders of civilians and prisoners 
by (or at the instruction of) members 
of Australian Special Forces and 
subsequently covered up by ADF 
personnel. The report stated 25 
ADF personnel were involved in the 
killings, including those who were 
‘accessories’ to the incident. Some 
of those believed to be involved 
were still serving with the ADF. The 

unlawful killings discussed by the re-
port began in 2009, with most occur-
ring in 2012 and 2013” (PR has re-
ported on these events previously, 
but given their appalling nature, 
deems it important to include updat-
ed details. There are also comments 
on the “warrior hero” culture among 
the troops on the RT Website, 
19/11/20).◘ 
 
Delay In Investigation Of War 
Crimes 
The agency set up to investigate 
‘alleged’ war crimes by Australian 
Special Forces in Afghanistan, given 
the recent change of regime, is un-
likely to be able to send investiga-
tors to the Taliban-led country for 
some time. Experts have described 
the fall of Afghanistan’s government 
as a setback to potential evidence-
gathering activities stemming from 
the Brereton Report, even though it 
is possible the Taliban would be re-
ceptive to such investigations. 
Asked about the impact of the Tali-
ban takeover on forthcoming evi-
dence-gathering, the Office of the 
Special Investigator (OSI) said it 
was “considering the implications of 
the situation in Afghanistan in the 
context of our investigations” (Guar-
dian, 21/8/21).◘ 
 
Judges Rule Against “National 
Security” 
In a victory for democratic rights 
over the powers of the spooks to 
conduct secret trials, Australian law-
yer Bernard Collaery has succeed-
ed in his bid to overturn secrecy 
shrouding parts of his trial for alleg-
edly unlawfully sharing classified in-
formation about unacceptable Aus-
sie spy activities. In a 2004 bugging 
operation of negotiations, Canberra 
despicably turned its spies on hap-
less East Timor in order to grab lu-
crative oil and gas reserves in the 
Timor Sea. Collaery was defence 
lawyer for the whistle- blower in the 
affair, and ended up the victim of 
vindictive spook attention himself. 
 
In an exceptionally important ruling, 
(which PR hopes, without much op-
timism, NZ officials will duly note) 
Chief Justice Helen Murrell, and 
Justices John Burns and Michael 
Wigney, stressed the importance of 
the open hearing of criminal tri-
als. They accepted the public dis-
closure of the information the Gov-
ernment wanted secret would in-
volve a risk of prejudice to national 
security. They concluded: "On the 
other hand, there was a very real 
risk of damage to public confidence 
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in the administration of justice if the 
evidence could not be publicly dis-
closed" (Microsoft News, Australian 
Associated Press, 6/10/21) 
 
Collaery was accused of conspiring 
with his former client, an ex-spy 
known as “Witness K” to communi-
cate information to the Timor-Leste 
government that was prepared by 
or on behalf of the Australian Secret 
Intelligence Service (ASIS).  Whis-
tle-blower Witness K was given a 
three-month suspended sentence in 
the Australian Capital Territory Ma-
gistrates’ Court in April 2021 and 
ordered to be of good behaviour for 
12 months. While the sentence is a 
light one which recognises the mo-
rality of the case, both Witness K 
and Collaery have had their lives 
turned upside down by relentless 
hostility from the spooks over the 
last ten years. ◘    
 
Oz Spooks: $A2.4b Budget But 
No Whistleblowers  
Australia has a law to allow whistle-
blowers under the Public Interest 
Disclosure Act, first introduced in 
2013. This legislation was intended 
to promote accountability in Govern-
ment and public sectors but the na-
tion's spooks have a blanket exemp-
tion from it. Now the Australian Hu-
man Rights Law Centre is calling for 
the agencies to lose this exemption.  
Kieran Pender, a senior lawyer at 
the HRLC says whistle-blower pro-
tections were designed to improve 
public scrutiny of Government spen-
ding and such big budget agencies 
should be subject to appropriate 
checks and balances like any other. 
 
The country has seven major spy 
organisations. These employ more 
than 2,200 personnel, and have a 
budget of about $A2.4 billion. In the 
2020-21 budget, the Australian Se-
curity Intelligence Organisation 
(ASIO) will receive an estimated 
$A591 million with the Australian 
Secret Intelligence Service (ASIS) 
being given $A630 million.  
 
The Australian Signals Directorate 
will get a little more than a billion 
while the Office of National Intelli-
gence will receive $A147 million. 
The two defence (military) intelli-
gence groups do not publicly reveal 
how much they get (Canberra 
Times, 6/2/21) The same ASIS 
budget is given by the Australian 
Strategic Policy Institute, 8/11/20, 
where Lockheed Martin appears as 
a sponsor on the Website – hardly 
conducive to belief in the integrity of 

the organisation. 
 
Staffers with a complaint are al-
lowed to make disclosures within 
their own agencies only. Two major 
revelations about appalling actions 
of Government officers – the East 
Timor affair (see above) and the 
finding that Australian defence forc-
es had unlawfully murdered 39 Af-
ghan citizens – came from whistle-
blowers. Given the size of the spook 
organisations, and recent history of 
bad treatment of legitimate whistle-
blowers, Pender is making a very 
good point.◘ 
  
Oversight Of Oz Spies Weak 
New research by The Australia Insti-
tute (a public policy thinktank based 
in Canberra) shows that Parliamen-
tary oversight of Australia’s intelli-
gence agencies is weak compared to 
others in the Five Eyes intelligence 
sharing alliance between Australia, 
New Zealand, Canada, the United 
Kingdom & the United States, and 
that increased accountability and 
oversight measures should be con-
sidered. (Australia Institute, 2/9/20, 
“AUST-INTEL Powers: Parliamen-
tary Oversight Of Intelligence Agen-
cies”, by Bill  Browne). 
 
“With the Government considering 
further expanding the powers and 
scope of the Australian Signals Di-
rectorate (ASD), the report reveals 
important limitations that significant-
ly weaken Australia’s ability to over-
see intelligence agencies - including 
the inability to review any intelli-
gence operations, past, current or 
planned – in order better to protect 
the human rights and privacy of 
Australian citizens” (ibid.). 
 
The thinktank says Australia’s Par-
liamentary Joint Committee on Intel-
ligence and Security (PJCIS) has 
key limitations because it has lim-
ited powers to conduct its own in-
quiries, does not have jurisdiction 
over all bodies with intelligence 
functions, and unlike in Canada, the 
USA and the UK, Australia’s Parlia-
mentary Committee cannot review 
any intelligence operations (past, 
current or planned).  
 
It says there are widespread con-
cerns over how the Aussie spooks 
are operating, and: “As the surveil-
lance powers of Australian intelli-
gence agencies increase, it is ever 
more important that the rights of 
Australian citizens are fully protect-
ed and this requires a stronger Par-
liamentary Committee to exert 

greater control over the agencies 
and ensure greater accountability to 
Parliament” (Australia Institute, 
ibid.). We can, and should, make 
the same point about NZ as the 
Government, in October 2021, yet 
again passed legislation expanding 
the powers of Kiwi spooks.◘ 
 
Covid Tracing And The  
Privacy Dilemma 
It was revealed at the end of 2020 
that the Aussie spooks had been 
caught ‘incidentally’ collecting infor-
mation from Australian contact trac-
ing apps. Canberra’s Inspector-
General for the spies confirmed the 
collection of the personal data but 
maintained it was scooped up "in 
the course of the lawful collection of 
other data ….”. But the watchdog 
said that there was "no evidence" 
that any agency "decrypted, ac-
cessed or used any Covid app da-
ta" (msmash posting, 24/11/20).  
 
Five Eyes agencies routinely grab 
vast amounts of data that they 
promise they do not use or store 
when it falls outside their immediate 
target. How any oversight organisa-
tion can guarantee there is no mis-
use of information is a mystery. The 
spooks have a long tradition of hid-
ing material from nosy outsiders; the 
issue has come up often in relation 
to the SIS and the GCSB. 
 
On the other hand, the deadly pres-
ence of Covid-19 means that we are 
all faced with issues beyond what 
existed before 2020. Vaccination 
certificates and contact tracing, 
which reveal much private infor-
mation, seem inevitable. The trick 
will be to make sure that the Police 
and the spooks are not gathering 
this data to use it in ways for which 
it was never intended. ◘ 
 
The Submarine Deal 
Australia’s bellicose defence poli-
cies have become mind-boggling 
with the announcement that the 
USA, UK and Australia (AUKUS) 
are drawing up a joint plan over the 
coming 18 months for assembling a 
new Australian nuclear-powered 
submarine fleet, which will be built 
in Adelaide. The project will make 
Australia only the seventh country in 
the world to have nuclear powered 
submarines. 
 
The agreement terminates a $A90b 
contract Australia signed with the 
French company Naval Group in 
2016. France has said Australian 
military officials sent them a letter 
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confirming they were “extremely sat-
isfied” with French submarines just 
hours before they announced the 
2016 contract would be cancelled 
(Guardian, 23/9/21). 
 
One commentator (David Crowe, 
Age, 18/9/21) states: “In one deci-
sion, (Prime Minister) Morrison has 
antagonised China, opened a rift 
with France, scrapped years of ef-
fort on conventional submarines, in-
creased costs and exposed Austral-
ia to a longer capability gap by 
pushing back the arrival of the (sub-
marine) fleet”. The Sydney Morning 
Herald said it is “the most perplexing 
and bamboozling decision in De-
fence’s acquisition history”, (SMH, 
14/9/21). 
 
Others say this vastly expensive mil-
itary thunderbolt places Australia 
squarely in Beijing’s gunsights and 
weakens, not enhances, its security. 
It makes Canberra dependent on 
Washington’s good graces. It has 
outraged France and other Europe-
an friends. And it destroys any pos-
sibility of a serious nuclear free Pa-
cific policy (e.g., Simon Tisdall, 
Guardian,19/9/21). The New Zea-
land government seems to have ac-
cepted that this will further remove 
us from our belligerent Tasman ally, 
and has announced continuation of 
its anti-nuclear policy, which will ban 
these future Australian nuclear sub-
marines from entering New Zealand 
waters or ports. 
 
The Age (21/9/21) is equally critical: 
“This was not only boof-headed di-
plomacy. It leaves Australia with no 
supply contract for any new subma-
rines from anywhere whatsoever, 
and actually endangers critical ca-
pabilities of Australia’s existing six 
submarines. Australia may have 

trashed a relationship it honours 
every Anzac Day on the Somme… 
Call it ambitious, but our attitude to 
regional security ought to be to coa-
lesce democracies that share our vi-
sion of a newly coercive China - Ja-
pan, Singapore, South Korea, the 
countries of the European Union - 
rather than further pursuing a club-
by, outmoded three-player strategy 
with the US and Britain”.  
 
Eric Sayers, an expert in Asia-
Pacific security policy at the con-
servative American Enterprise Insti-
tute, said: “This is solely and 100% 
about China, and we should stop 
pretending it is anything else. There 
are no ifs, ands or buts about 
it” (Guardian, ibid.). Canberra main-
tains that this brave new world 
means the United States will share 
its closely guarded nuclear subma-
rine secrets (see new spy story be-
low) with Australia. “AUKUS will 
bring together our sailors, our scien-
tists and our industries to maintain 
and expand our edge in military ca-
pabilities as well as cooperation on 
missile capabilities, cyber, artificial 
intelligence, quantum computing, re-
search and development, and indus-
trial supply chains (Guardian, 
21/9/21).◘ 
 
Morrison Ignores Vulnerability Of 
Subs 
Australia’s proposed nuclear-po-
wered submarines could be obso-
lete by the time they hit the water in 
the 2040s due to new technologies 
making underwater vessels “visible”, 
some experts argue. An Australian 
National University National Security 
College report found that transpar-
ency is “likely or “very likely” by the 
2050s, a decade after Australia’s 
new fleet of nuclear-powered subs 
is due to enter service.  “Future 

technologies will make the oceans 
broadly transparent and counter-
detection technologies will not have 
the same salience in the decades 
ahead as they have had previous-
ly” (Guardian, 4/10/21). China has 
already developed lasers which can 
locate submarines under water. 
 
Furthermore, perhaps Scott Morri-
son should consider the possibilities 
of submarine accidents. Recently a 
nuclear-powered US Navy attack 
submarine struck an object while 
submerged in international waters in 
the South China Sea, US officials 
have said. Eleven sailors were hurt 
– two suffered moderate injuries and 
the rest had minor scrapes and 
bruises, officials said (Guardian, 
8/10/21).  
 
The newspaper reported that the 
Pentagon provided few details of 
the event, only that USS Connecti-
cut remained in a “safe and stable 
condition”, that there were no life-
threatening injuries, the sub was still 
fully operational and the Seawolf-
class submarine’s nuclear propul-
sion plant was not affected. But this 
brings into play not only the spectre 
of serious submarine accident, but 
also that of dangerous international 
incidents. It should also be noted 
that the incident took place during 
aggressive operations to demon-
strate law of the sea protocols which 
involved Australian and NZ vessels. 
How serious was this incident in 
terms of the potential involvement of 
the Chinese military? ◘ 
 
And What About The Spies? 
Stuff reports (11/10/21) that a US 
Navy nuclear engineer and his wife 
have been charged with trying to 
share submarine secrets with a for-
eign country. The alleged espionage 
plot was uncovered by the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation (FBI), ac-
cording to court documents. Authori-
ties say Jonathan Toebbe, who has 
a top-secret clearance, "has passed, 
and continues to pass, Restricted 
Data as defined by the Atomic Ener-
gy Act ... to a foreign government ... 
with the witting assistance of his 
spouse, Diana Toebbe," according 
to a criminal complaint filed in West 
Virginia. PR 61 reported that South 
Australia, where the new subs are 
due to be built, has consistently 
been the target of Chinese spies. 
So, Canberra’s ultra-expensive new 
toys will undoubtedly also provide 
ASIO with lots of reasons for ex-
panding their domestic surveillance 
operations.◘ N
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Current Subs 
“China is estimated to have about 
74 submarines, while the United 
States has 69. North Korea is widely 
listed as having the most subma-
rines in the world with 75, but the 
majority are believed to be outdated 
and regionally inferior. Australia only 
has the six Collins-class subma-
rines” (SMH, 14/9/21).◘ 
 
Where Is Australia's Money 
Going? 
Canberra spends about $A43 billion 
on defence per year. In current 
plans, $A9b will be spent on the pur-
chase of submarines. Note that this 
does not cover incredibly high main-
tenance costs and current subma-
rines have cost far more to keep in 
service than was ever envisaged. 
(“The cost of maintaining the Collins 
submarines has always been signifi-
cantly beyond any sort of budget 
that Defence had contemplated”, 
SMH, 13/9/21). Oz will buy new frig-
ates at $A45 billion, jet fighters at 
about $A18 billion and new ar-
moured vehicles, from $A17 to $A18 
billion, depending on decisions to be 
made.◘ 

 
UK 
 
 
UK Moves To Shut Down Whistle-
Blowers 
“The collaboration between whistle-
blowers and journalists has for 
years led to major revelations about 
corruption and the abuse of power 
in the United Kingdom” (Al Jazeera, 
18/8/21). Now the UK government is 
intent on shutting down critical infor-
mation leaks. In the mid-2000s, re-
porters exposed MI6’s* collusion 
with the CIA’s rendition and torture 
programme. In 2013, journalists ex-
posed the scale of mass surveil-
lance carried out by Western gov-
ernments through documents 
leaked by the National Security 
Agency (NSA) dissident, Edward 
Snowden.  
 
We should never forget Katherine 
Gun’s revelations that the Iraq War 
was justified by lies propagated at 
the highest levels of UK and US 
governments. Gun, a former linguist 
at the Government Communications 
Headquarters (GCHQ), passed 
mind-blowing leaked documents to 
the Observer in 2003, (but unfortu-
nately still did not prevent Blair/Bush 
embarking on a predetermined war). 

* MI6 is Britain’s overseas spy agen-
cy. Ed. 
 
“More recently, in 2018, two investi-
gative journalists were accused of 
breaching the Official Secrets Act 
among other offences after obtain-
ing a confidential report, which con-
tained information about a 1994 loy-
alist massacre in Loughinisland, 
Northern Ireland, and a failed Police 
investigation into the murders. After 
a judicial review, Belfast’s High 
Court found that the journalists act-
ed in “nothing other than a perfectly 
appropriate way in doing what the 
National Union of Journalists re-
quired of them, which was to protect 
their sources” (Al Jazeera, ibid.). 
 
The UK already has an Official Se-
crets Act (OSA) whereby it is a crim-
inal offence for Government officials 
to reveal certain kinds of classified 
information and for journalists to 
publish it. Boris Johnson’s govern-
ment wants to strengthen the capa-
bility to shut down inconvenient 
truths on the basis that new technol-
ogy presents greater threats to good 
order.  
 
Proposals to “update” the law in-
clude expanding the scope of what 
information should be covered by 
the act and extending the punish-
ments for breaking it. It also recom-
mends extending prison sentences 
for those who make unauthorised 
disclosures from two years to up to 
14 years. The independent UK Law 
Commission recommended any new 
law include a new legal defence for 
those  deemed  to  be  acting  in the  
public interest. The Government has 
ignored it.◘ 

Who Is Responsible For Drone 
Assassinations? 
A report has been published that 
concludes that it was probable that 
data collected at the UK’s Menwith 
Hill base provided the detail for the 
assassination of Iranian General 
Qassem Suleimani in January 2020. 
This has brought the secret activi-
ties at the Five Eyes base to public 
attention once more. Suleimani and 
four others were killed by a drone 
near Baghdad International Airport 
on 3 January, 2020. 
 
The Guardian (2/10/21) reports that 
Menwith Hill campaigners (ABC’s 
UK colleagues) are calling on minis-
ters in the British government to re-
veal the part played by personnel at 
the base in this and other drone at-
tacks.  
 
Leaked Edward Snowden docu-
ments revealed in 2013 that Men-
with Hill is (like Waihopai, near Blen-
heim) part of the massive Five Eyes 
spy network, able to collect data 
from hundreds of millions of emails 
and phone calls daily and of pin-
pointing the location of phones on 
the ground. Over the last eight years 
the capabilities of the base will have 
increased exponentially. 
 
The report, which has again put the 
issue of Five Eyes accountability in 
the public eye, was presented at a 
special meeting of the Menwith Hill 
Accountability Campaign and de-
mands “any US military activity or 
US security agency activity carried 
out at  Menwith Hill  be carried out in  
such a way as to make those re-
sponsible fully accountable to the 
UK” (Guardian, ibid.).   It  also raises  

Katharine Gun, GCHQ’s Iraq War whistle-blower  
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questions about whether British per-
sonnel on the site are involved in as-
sisting deadly US drone strikes – in 
particular in Yemen, Pakistan and 
Somalia, all conflict zones where the 
UK is not formally at war. 
 
According to the Guardian, Barnaby 
Pace, an investigative journalist, 
complains in the report that the US 
and UK forces at Menwith Hill 
“operate beyond public scrutiny and 
accountability” – and that, unless 
there is change, “Orwellian surveil-
lance systems and extrajudicial exe-
cutions exposed in recent years will 
likely continue”. 
 
Suleimani was in charge of clandes-
tine Iranian activities, and not a par-
ticularly nice chap; he has been held 
responsible for abuses in Iranian pri-
sons amongst other things, but he 
was a leader in Iran, and locally 
popular. His killing was authorised 
by Trump, but not by the US Con-
gress and not by the Iraqi govern-
ment in whose territory the drone 
strike took place.  
 
Given that tit-for-tat military strikes 
followed the assassination and Iran 
and the US faced off in a tense con-
frontation, there have been strong 
calls for clarification about such 
clandestine decision-making which 
could bring London or Washington 
to the brink of war. Hours after Su-
leiman’s burial on 7 January 2020, 
the Iranian military launched mis-
siles against US military bases in 
Iraq; while no lives were lost in this 
counter-attack, the Pentagon report-
ed that 110 American troops were 
wounded in the strikes (Wikipedia). 
 
Although nominally an Royal Air 
Force (RAF) base, Menwith Hill in 
Yorkshire is, in fact, the largest 
known overseas site of the US Na-
tional Security Agency (NSA, the 
GCSB’s big brother), with 600 US 
personnel and 500 British civilians 
on site. “Intelligence programmes at 
Menwith Hill have reportedly played 
a key role in operations to ‘eliminate’ 
people in Yemen, as part of a dead-
ly drone bombing campaign that has 
resulted in dozens of civilian deaths 
in a country that neither the UK nor 
US has declared war with,” Pace 
stated (Guardian, ibid.).◘ 
 
UK Happy To Strike With Drones 
If there was any doubt about the 
current UK government’s enthusi-
asm for drone strikes it was dissipat-
ed recently by the British Defence 
Secretary announcing that UK was 

prepared to undertake lethal strikes 
against elements in Afghanistan if 
“international terrorism’ was taking 
hold in the country (Guardian, 
9/9/21). The newspaper comments 
that: “For Britain to re-engage in 
combat operations in Afghanistan 
would normally require a fresh vote 
in Parliament”.  
 
“But Wallace, (the Defence Secre-
tary), also hinted at using drones in 
situations that could permit military 
action in ‘self-defence’”, (PR empha-
sis) so any such deployment would 
be controversial. And as the previ-
ous article has shown, decisions 
about use of drones are certainly not 
subject to Parliamentary approval. 
Critics say the Government wants to 
develop their drone strike capability 
so they can intervene militarily any-
where around the globe without en-
dangering British service personnel.  
 
Wallace’s comments above were 
made while he was demonstrating a 
£16 million ($NZ32m) prototype of 
the remotely piloted Protector air-
craft. This is a very large drone ca-
pable of bearing 16 missiles. Britain 
has ordered 16 of these monsters at 
a cost of over $NZ500 million and 
aims to have them in service by 
2023 or 2024. They have a much 
greater range than the current 
Reaper drones.  
 
They will be piloted miles away from 
any battlefield at RAF Waddington in 
Lincolnshire (Guardian, ibid.). The 
BBC reports that nearly £200 million 
will be spent on upgrading the Lin-
colnshire base which is to become 
home to a new training centre for 
RAF and international crews to be 
trained to use the remotely piloted 
aircraft (9/9/21).◘ 
 
More Spook Misbehaviour 
A BBC report from 2020 revealed 
that MI6 officers were accused of at-
tempting to interfere in a major legal 
battle over crimes linked to intelli-
gence agencies (27/7/21). Secret 
Service (MI6) officers sought to pre-
vent documents being provided to 
one of the country's top judges, Lord 
Justice Singh. In March 2020, two 
MI6 officers contacted Susan Cobb, 
who was the Secretary of the Inves-
tigatory Powers Tribunal (IPT), the 
organisation responsible for over-
sight of spy activities.  
 
They complained about the Tribunal 
providing copies of secret docu-
ments, potentially relevant to a court 
case involving the spooks, and tried 

to stop the information being given 
to the presiding judge as evidence. 
The documents were highly sensi-
tive inspections of MI6's work. The 
IPT clearly had a legal right to not 
only see the documents but also to 
consider them as relevant. MI6 was 
forced to make an official apology. 
Another case of Five Eyes person-
nel being a law unto themselves.◘ 
 
MI5 Expects More Terrorist 
Attacks 
The head of MI5, the UK’s domestic 
security agency, has said the Tali-
ban’s recapture of Afghanistan will 
give Islamic extremists a boost and 
increase the possibility of more ter-
rorist attacks. In an interview, he al-
so claimed the spy agency had 
helped foil six “late-stage” terrorist 
attacks during the covid pandemic.  
The British Defence Secretary, Ben 
Wallace, has said the UK is pre-
pared to use drone strikes in Af-
ghanistan if the Taliban failed to pre-
vent the growth of international ter-
rorist groups in the country 
(Guardian, 10/9/21).◘ 
 
Hit And Run Okay For Spooks 
PR has previously reported the 
death of 19-year-old Harry Dunn, 
killed in a collision while riding his 
motorcycle outside RAF Croughton 
in Northamptonshire, UK, in August 
2019. The family of Harry Dunn 
have now reached a “resolution” 
with the teenager’s killer, American 
spook Anne Sacoolas, who fled the 
scene without calling for emergency 
aid. Anne Sacoolas struck the teen-
ager’s motorbike while driving from 
the airbase on the wrong side of the 
road. Sacoolas, who has been de-
scribed as a CIA officer, fled from 
the UK with official help and has 
evaded justice ever since. Another 
example of Five Eyes personnel 
evading the local law of the land. 
 
Australian 9news reported in August 
2021 that a statement that “Mr and 
Mrs Sacoolas were employed by an 
intelligence agency of the United 
States, and that's why she left" was 
affirmed in a US district court. The 
media source also says it is likely 
that Sacoolas’s phone records were 
deleted to conceal whether she was 
using her mobile at the time of the 
accident (10/8/21). President Biden 
has refused to allow UK authorities 
to extradite Sacoolas to face trial in 
England.◘ 
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USA  

 
 
US Drone Murders Aid Worker 
And Family 
The US military has admitted that a 
high-profile drone strike in Afghani-
stan in August 2021 killed as many 
as ten civilians – including seven 
children – rather than an Islamic 
State extremist as initially an-
nounced (Age, 18/9/21). After the 
Pentagon praised themselves for 
successfully killing a bunch of ter-
rorists who were intent on making 
an attack around Kabul Airport, a 
New York Times investigation re-
vealed the drone strike was a mur-
derous cock-up (NYT, 10/9/21).  
 
Later, the head of the US Central 
Command, Frank McKenzie, said 
that he now believed it was 
“unlikely” that those who died were 
terrorists or posed a threat to US 
forces at Kabul’s airport. The Penta-
gon had previously maintained that 
at least one member of an Islamic 
State-linked terrorist group and 
three civilians were killed in the 
strike (Age, ibid.). 
 
The Times’ reporting was compiled 
from extensive video analysis, inter-
views with victim Zemari Ahmadi’s 

colleagues and family, and visits to 
the scene, and “casts considerable 
and potentially devastating doubt on 
that  US  official  version  of  events”  
(Guardian, 11/9/21). In other words, 
yet another coverup for a drone at-
tack that went wrong. 
 
In what the US military labelled “a 
horrible mistake”, in a tragic and 
murderous irony, the picture of 43-
year-old Ahmadi and his family that 
has emerged is of people who had 
worked for Americans and were try-
ing to gain visas to the United 
States, fearing for their lives under 
the Taliban. The “explosives” in the 
vehicle were water cartons that Ah-
madi filled from a hose at his office 
and was taking home to his family. 
 
The family said that when Ahmadi, 
alone in his car, pulled up to the 
house, he honked his horn. His 11-
year-old son ran out and Ahmadi let 
the boy get in and drive the car into 
the driveway. The other kids ran out 
to watch, and the Hellfire missile in-
cinerated the car, killing seven chil-
dren and an adult son and nephew 
(Age, ibid.).◘ 
 
CIA Plotted To Assassinate 
Assange 
A former US national security official 
has revealed that the CIA discussed 

kidnapping or killing Julian Assange 
in revenge for the Wikileaks founder 
publishing information about secret 
American hacking tools in 2017. 
While Assange was holed up in the 
Ecuadorean Embassy in London, 
senior CIA spooks asked for “op-
tions” for getting even with the whis-
tle-blower. Yahoo claims the plans 
came to nothing because the British 
refused to allow a rendition opera-
tion to take place on English soil 
(Press, 29/9/21). 
 
The Independent (1/10/21) notes: 
“… a senior US counter-intelligence 
official said that plans for the forcible 
rendition of Assange to the US were 
discussed ‘at the highest levels’ of 
the Trump Administration. The in-
formant was one of more than 30 
US officials – eight of whom con-
firmed details of the abduction pro-
posal…”. Wikileaks had released 
documents which showed how the 
CIA could hack Apple and Android 
mobile phones in spying operations.  
 
Years earlier, in April 2010, Julian 
Assange appeared at the National 
Press Club to release a classified 
video depicting a US military heli-
copter killing 18 people, including 
two Reuters journalists. Over the fol-
lowing year, Wikileaks released 
massive tranches of classified and 
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sensitive documents related to the 
US wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, as 
well as more than 250,000 US diplo-
matic cables (Yahoo, 26/9/21).◘ 
 
US Officials Claim CIA Success In 
Kabul Fiasco 
According to Politico, (1/9/21) which 
was given access to “sensitive infor-
mation” and officials “speaking on 
condition of anonymity”, American 
forces ran a successful evacuation 
of hundreds of American citizens 
and at-risk Afghan citizens through 
a secret CIA base outside Kabul 
over several weeks in August 2021. 
At least 1,000 members of the elite 
Afghan special forces and their fam-
ily members were rescued from the 
incoming Taliban.  
 
The story may be true but has the 
patina of a desperate attempt to 
make the US forces look better in 
the face of international criticism 
that they left many Afghans at the 
mercy of the incoming reactionary 
government. We have yet to learn of 
the fate of thousands of Afghan mili-
tary personnel and civilians who 
supported the Americans, and New 
Zealanders, over many years, but 
the indications look dismal.◘ 
 
Washington’s Awful Defence  
Priorities 
The US House of Representatives 
aims to spend $US768 billion on de-
fence in the next financial year, al-
though Biden would like to cut this 
back. Politico reports that a biparti-
san vote added $US25 billion to the 
President’s proposed defence budg-
et. The Bill would require women to 
register for a military draft.  
 
It authorises $US28.4 billion for 13 
new Navy ships, the purchase of 85 
of the ultra-expensive Lockheed 
Martin F-35 fighters, and procure-
ment of 24 Boeing F-15EX jets for 
the Air Force, double the number 
actually requested by the Pentagon 
(Politico, 23/9/21).  
 
The greatest concern stems from 
the comments of the top Republican 
on the Armed Services Committee, 
Mike Rogers of Alabama, who stat-
ed that the Bill is "laser-focused on 
preparing our military to prevail in a 
conflict with China" (Politico, ibid.). 
Pentagon officials have increasingly 
become strident over China’s grow-
ing nuclear arsenal and Air Force 
Secretary Frank Kendall warned re-
cently that “whether intended or not, 
China is acquiring a first-strike capa-
bility” (Politico, 21/9/21). No problem 

with the US having such a massive 
first strike capability then. 
 
The worst aspect of this military pri-
ority madness is that what Biden is 
aiming to allocate to poorer coun-
tries to develop clean energy and 
adapt to the relentless advance of 
climate change is less per year than 
what is spent on a single aircraft 
carrier. Note that the US has 
spewed the second-most carbon in-
to the atmosphere each year since 
2006, when China became the 
worst offender. 
 
The US military is “one of the largest 
polluters in history, consuming more 
liquid fuels and emitting more cli-
mate-changing gases than most 
medium-sized countries,” it was re-
ported in June 2019. By burning fos-
sil fuels, the US military emitted 
more than 25,000 kilotons of carbon 
dioxide in 2017. If the US military 
were a country, its fuel usage would 
make it “the 47th largest emitter of 
greenhouse gases in the world” (see 
Project Censored website, 1/12/20). 
The President has proposed giving 
poorer countries $US11.4 billion per 
year by 2024, equivalent to less 
than 15% of the defence budget, but 
even this is unlikely to get Congres-
sional approval. The suggested an-
nual figure falls far short of what oth-
er major countries are contributing. 
The European Union (EU) members 
together, for example, currently con-
tribute about $US25 billion each 
year and are set to increase this 
(Huffington Post, 21/9/21).  
 
On the other hand, to see the glass 
half full, it is a remarkable turn-
around from the regime of Trump 
which withdrew the US from the 
global pact to cut carbon emissions 
and cancelled all payments to the 
world’s main climate aid fund. 
Biden’s proposed defence splurge 
includes support for development of 
the existing nuclear strike capability 
(although he has previously advo-
cated for less reliance on nuclear 
weapons) and, in particular, funds 
two controversial projects involving 
a low-yield nuclear warhead to be 
fitted onto submarine-launched bal-
listic missiles, and research into a 
new sea-launched cruise missile. 
The first project is a matter for con-
cern because less gung-ho strategic 
analysts argue that lower impact 
nukes are more likely to be used.◘ 
 
US Spooks State Dangers Of  
Climate Change 
American intelligence agencies 

have warned that the United States 
and its allies will face new problems 
from “a diverse array of threats” that 
include “degradation” at home and 
abroad due to the climate crisis. In 
an annual threat assessment spy 
chiefs said that the climate emer-
gency “will continue to fuel disease 
outbreaks, threaten food and water 
security, and exacerbate political in-
stability  and   humanitarian   crises”  
(Independent, 14/4/21). The Penta-
gon has long accepted the reality of 
human-induced climate change and 
talked of dangers from resource 
wars and forced migrations. 
 
The spies’ evaluation came in an 
unclassified assessment prepared 
by the Office of the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence (ODNI) for Con-
gressional hearings in mid-2021. In 
the assessment, the agency says 
that “scientists warn that warming 
air, land, and sea temperatures cre-
ate more frequent and variable ex-
treme weather events, including 
heatwaves, droughts, and floods”. 
They note that these events could 
“directly threaten the United States 
and US interests” but note that 
“adaptation measures could help 
manage the impact of these 
threats” (Independent, ibid.). Imag-
ine if a chunk of Pentagon and 
Langley (i.e., the CIA HQ) funds 
could be diverted into saving the 
planet!◘ 
 
The Price Of US Wars 
American Congresswoman Barbara 
Lee, who was the only one of 485 
House representatives to vote 
against war in Afghanistan, has 
asked a key question: Why have 
Americans been paying $US32m 
every hour for wars since 9/11? 
(Guardian, 9/11/21). The decision to 
plunge the US into a state of perpet-
ual war was taken rashly, without 
the debate that such a momentous 
decision demanded, Lee says. The 
Afghanistan War cost more than 
$US2.5 trillion dollars and more than 
238,000 people died in the conflict. 
 
In the Guardian article (ibid.) the 
Congresswoman, who is the highest 
ranked Black woman in the House 
of Representatives, says the 2002 
Authorisation for Use of Military 
Force (AUMF), which authorised 
war against Iraq, was based on fab-
ricated claims of weapons of mass 
destruction and has been used by 
three successive Presidents to en-
gage in war in several countries – 
from Yemen to Libya to Niger – 
against a continually growing list of 
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adversaries that Congress never 
foresaw or intended.◘ 
 
The Costs Of America’s “War On 
Terror” 
A study focusing on post-9/11 wars 
in which the US initiated combat or 
took part in military operations con-
cludes that this involvement has dis-
placed at least 37 million people 
since the beginning of the “War on 
Terror” nearly two decades ago. 
Nearly ten million people (twice the 
population of Aotearoa/NZ) have 
been displaced by the invasion of 
Iraq and the decades of instability 
that followed. 
 
Drawing on data from the United 
Nations High Commissioner for Re-
fugees and the Internal Displace-
ment Monitoring Centre, among oth-
ers, Brown University’s Cost of War 
Project makes a “most conservative” 
estimate that 7.1 million people had 
been displaced in Syria, 5.3 million 
in Afghanistan, 4.4 million in Yemen, 
4.2 million in Somalia, 3.7 million in 
Pakistan, 1.7 million in the Philip-
pines and 1.2 million in Libya. The 
report did not suggest the US was 
solely responsible for the vast dis-
placement, the authors said (Guar-
dian, 8/9/20). 
 
“The Project’s other research has 
estimated that more than 800,000 
people have died in conflicts with 
US involvement due to direct war vi-
olence, along with at least 335,000 
civilians, and that the engagements 
have cost the US Treasury an esti-
mated $US6.4tn” - $10 trillion NZ 
dollars (Guardian, ibid.).◘ 
 
More Spook Public Relations 
Whitewashing 
The CIA has set up a number of so-
cial media sites that aim “to dispel 
some of the negative press and con-
spiracy theories that have dogged 
the Agency over the years by show-
ing the public that CIA staffers are 
just like us” (Politico, 8/9/21). A doz-
en spooks are employed on the task 
of getting “likes” out of the public 
and even trying to attract potential 
recruits.  
 
The CIA joined Facebook and Twit-
ter in 2014 and has been increasing 
its public image campaign ever 
since. Some of the harder-nosed 
spooks object to the trivia served up 
on the platforms because they be-
lieve it is bad for the image, but the 
bosses apparently believe it gives 
the Agency an opportunity to tell its 
own stories. CIA officials believe the 

effort has been critical to drawing 
people to the Agency. Lichterman 
said that the CIA’s incoming 2021 
class is the third largest in a decade 
and “represents the most diverse 
talent pool, including persons with 
disabilities, since 2010”. 
 
Former CIA boss Mike Pompeo 
(yes, the one that continues to prop-
agate the myth that Trump won the 
2020 election) got angry about the 
Agency prioritising “some liberal 
woke agenda” (Politico ibid.) when 
the social media sites were used to 
promote diversity in the CIA. “When 
I was Director of the CIA, we valued 
individuals based on their talent and 
skill, not their race or sexuali-
ty,” Pompeo is cited as saying. 
 
Politico notes that the CIA’s social 
media feeds “… largely omits water-
boarding, drone strikes, bad weap-
ons of mass destruction (WMD) in-
telligence, failed coups, or even suc-
cessful coups”. Like the extensive 
soft-soap media approach being 
pushed across the Five Eyes spy 
universe, the grotesque truths are 
not allowed to interfere with the bla-
tant attempts to persuade the public 
to support the clandestine opera-
tions of hardcore operations without 
proper oversight.◘ 
 
CIA Problems 
On the anniversary of what the 
Americans call 9/11, but what nor-
mal folks refer to as the 11th of Sep-
tember, Politico (9/9/21) ran a long 
series of interviews with ex US de-
fence and foreign affairs people. 
Most of them reflect the conserva-
tive line of the Washington Estab-
lishment, but there was a lot of criti-
cism of policy, and particularly the 
activities of the CIA. 
 
For example, some said the Agency 
had strayed from its core purpose 
and that “the consequences of this 
tactical tilt are real: a diminished abi-
lity to understand, anticipate and 
counter longer-term threats - like 
China’s rise and Russia’s informa-
tion warfare - that could threaten 
American lives and interests far 
more  than  today’s   terrorist   plots” 
(Amy Zegart, who is a Senior Fellow 
at the Hoover Institution). 
 
John Brennan, who ran the Agency 
under President Obama, (and whom 
PR has often pilloried for his support 
of waterboarding and other nasty 
policies) told Congress that “the CIA 
should not be doing traditional mili-
tary activities and operations” and 

that the Agency’s drone programme 
was “an aberration” from its historic 
mission. 
 
The comments reflect ongoing Pen-
tagon/Langley turf wars since Presi-
dent Bush pushed the CIA’s clan-
destine military activities in his “War 
on Terror”. In the two decades since 
9/11, the CIA’s reported involvement 
in counterterrorism activities has 
deepened and expanded dramati-
cally. The first troops on the 
ground in Afghanistan after 9/11 
weren’t troops. “They were CIA of-
ficers carrying boxes of cash to re-
cruit Afghan warlords”. The spooks 
were there even before special op-
erations forces and the allied bomb-
ing campaign.  
 
“Today, it’s often hard to distinguish 
the work of intelligence officers and 
military troops. Drone strikes, for ex-
ample, are sometimes carried out by 
the intelligence community alone, 
sometimes by the military and 
sometimes by the two together” (Po-
litico, ibid.). And President Trump’s 
CIA Director, Gina Haspel, (noto-
rious for destroying video evidence 
of abuse of “terrorist suspects” in 
Abu Ghraib prison) is reported to 
have stated in a 2019 speech that in 
its focus on the counterterrorism 
fight, the Agency had fallen behind 
on tracking Russia, Iran and other 
adversaries, its more traditional 
functions. She was promising a 
change of priorities (Politico, 
11/9/21). 
 
According to Amy Zegart: “CIA offic-
ers used to roam foreign streets to 
learn the culture and recruit foreign 
officials by attending cocktail parties 
and official functions. Since 9/11, 
however, finding high-value terrorist 
targets has required CIA officers to 
take physical risks and work with 
visible military security in war zones. 
Old-school, country-on-country spy-
craft is becoming more important 
again, yet much of the CIA’s work-
force has less experience doing it 
because they were hired after 9/11”. 
 
So, these Establishment critics are 
worried that the CIA’s quasi-military 
activities are preventing it from do-
ing the work inspired by Pearl Har-
bor – to save the USA from surprise 
attack. We would all be much better 
off if Langley did, in fact, stick to 
this, and gave up the drones, the 
rendition tactics, the media manipu-
lation and the subversion of other 
countries’ politics that are so much 
its stock in trade.  ■ 
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IN MEMORY OF  
AZIZ CHOUDRY 
 
 
Aziz died in May 2021, aged 54, in Johannes-
burg, South Africa. He had only lived there for a 
few months, having moved there from Montreal, 
Canada, where he’d lived and worked since 
leaving Christchurch in 2002. He led a very full 
life as a political activist, author and academic in 
several countries. During the years he lived in 
Christchurch he was a very active and high-
profile political activist. 
 

Anti-Bases Campaign worked with Aziz during the campaign that arose – a quarter of a century before his death 
– as a result of what happened when he involuntarily crossed paths with the NZ Security Intelligence Service 
(SIS) in Christchurch. It led to him becoming a household name in NZ and going into both the history books and 
the law books. I wrote the below article in Peace Researcher 19/20, November/December 1999. MH. 

AZIZ CHOUDRY 

WINS CASE 

AGAINST SIS 
Out Of Court Settlement; 

Damages; Government 

Apology 
By Murray Horton  

 
 
Peace Researcher has been follow-
ing this story since it first started, 
back in 1996, and we’re pleased to 
report that we have some good 
news to report, a rare victory in fact. 
Aziz Choudry has won his case. 
The (Jenny Shipley National) Gov-
ernment has settled it out of court; 
has paid him damages (the amount 
of which, as part of the settlement, 
remains confidential in perpetuity); 
paid his legal costs; and, most sig-
nificantly, begrudgingly apologised 
to him. 
 
To refresh your memories, let’s re-
cap the events. In July 1996 Securi-
ty Intelligence Service (SIS) agents 
were caught breaking into the 
Christchurch home of GATT* 
Watchdog’s Aziz Choudry, during 
activities to counter the Asia Pacific 
Economic Cooperation (APEC) 
Trade Ministers’ Meeting. Aziz sued 
the Crown for $300,000 and the first 
preliminary legal questions came 
before the Christchurch High Court, 
in 1998. It was at that point that the 

SIS admitted that it was their 
agents, but claimed that the break-
in was legal, as they were author-
ised by an interception warrant. 
(*GATT= General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade, now called the 
World Trade Organisation). 
 
In August 1998, Justice Panckhurst 
ruled that he was not prepared to 
accept a blanket defence of “natio-
nal security” as good enough rea-
son to withhold from Aziz a large 
number of documents (including the 
interception warrant) needed to pur-
sue his civil damages claim against 
the Crown. Panckhurst had specifi-
cally rejected a certificate signed by 
Jenny Shipley, Minister in Charge of 
the SIS (and Prime Minister) assert-
ing immunity from producing the 
documents.  
 
Panckhurst ruled that he wanted to 
inspect the documents for himself, 
at the SIS’s Christchurch office, be-
fore ruling on their release. The 
Crown appealed. In December 
1998, the Court of Appeal ruled that 
Shipley be given until February 
1999 to produce an amended certifi-
cate with more details on why the 
documents should be withheld; then 
it would rule on whether or not they 
should be released.  
 
The judges were quite scathing in 
their opinion of the Crown case. 
Justice Thomas said: “The Courts 
today are not prepared to be awe-
struck by the `mantra’ of national 
security”. The amended certificate 
was duly produced, along with 20 of 
the disputed 70 SIS documents (re-

leased in full or part) and was the 
subject of a further Court of Appeal 
hearing, in April 1999. Once again, 
decision was reserved. 
 
Court Of Appeal Backs Down 
That decision was delivered in July 
1999 and it was a major climbdown 
by the Court. By a four to one ma-
jority, it ruled that judges have no 
place in matters of “national securi-
ty”, and that Shipley’s certificate 
stating the documents needed to be 
withheld for unspecified reasons of 
“national security” must be respect-
ed, and Shipley herself trusted. The 
Court accepted that there is an un-
specified “ongoing operation” that 
would be jeopardised (now, isn’t 
that intriguing?) and that allowing in-
spection of the documents would 
endanger the SIS’s operational rela-
tionship with the Police and other 
State agencies, such as the Land 
Transport Safety Authority.  
 
Scathing Minority Decision 
The minority decision, by Justice 
Thomas, was scathing: “Like any 
citizen, Mr Choudry is entitled to ac-
cess to the Courts. He has a right to 
bring a claim based on an alleged 
infringement of the law on the part 
of the defendant. In exercising that 
right he has the same expectation of 
receiving justice in a court of law as 
any other litigant”.  
 
“But to the extent that he is not able 
to achieve full and proper discovery 
he is disadvantaged and his right of 
access to the Courts is correspond-
ingly impaired. He will not be able to 
obtain the justice to which he is enti-
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tled and which other litigants rou-
tinely receive. The public interest in 
the fair and effective administration 
of justice is not, therefore, an empty 
slogan. It reflects the rights of every 
citizen, including Mr Choudry...”. 
 
“The Prime Minister is the Minister 
in charge of, and responsible for, 
the Service. She is not independent 
of the Service in the sense that Par-
liament and the Courts are inde-
pendent of it. Further, as I have pre-
viously observed, it is to be realisti-
cally appreciated that the certificate 
is initially prepared by senior officers 
of the Service who, by virtue of the 
very nature of their work and their 
own conscientious performance of 
their task, may be over-zealous in 
their perception of the secrecy 
which is required. Nor, by virtue of 
the secrecy which attaches to the 
Service’s advice, can the Minister in 
charge look elsewhere for assis-
tance or verification. The Minister is 
very much dependent on the Ser-
vice”.  
 
“It should not be overlooked that the 
Service is a covert intelligence 
agency. It is by definition not an 
open organisation accustomed to 
outside scrutiny. It will not welcome 
that scrutiny. Its officers are by vir-
tue of their occupation practised in 
the art of deception. The Service, as 
with any covert intelligence agency, 
will strive under the cloak of secrecy 
to protect this country from per-
ceived subversive interests and hos-
tile forces”.  
 
“There is no reason to suspect that 
its officers will not believe, perhaps 
passionately, in the importance of 
their task or that they will be any-
thing other than assiduous in carry-
ing it out. Once it is accepted that 
the trust necessary to accept the 
certificate on its face is in reality a 
trust reposed in or embracing the 
covert intelligence agency itself, the 
manifestation of such abiding judi-
cial trust seems strangely out of 
place...”. 
 
“There is an apparent inconsistency 
between the majority’s deprecation 
of the competence of Judges to as-
sess the sensitivity of the docu-
ments and the trust placed in the 
Minister in Charge of the Service to 
do the same. Apparently, the nuanc-
es and intuitive deductions which 
form part of the specialist capability 
required for covert intelligence oper-
ations are beyond Judges but will be 
quickly assimilated by the Minister in 

charge of the Service”.  
 
“Certainly, the Minister working with 
the senior officers of the Service 
may seek and obtain more advice 
and information relating to particular 
documents, but it is advice and in-
formation emanating from within the 
Service itself. It is not difficult to per-
ceive that in reality the Minister in 
charge will be close to and heavily 
dependent on the Service, and that 
this closeness and dependency will 
necessarily impair the objectivity 
which he or she can bring to bear in 
assessing the sensitivity of particu-
lar documents”. 
 
“To illustrate this point reference 
may be made to the prosecution 
brought under s1 of the Official Se-
crets Act 1911 in the United King-
dom in 1977 known as ‘the ABC 
case’” (in this case, ABC stood for 
the three defendants - Aubrey, Ber-
ry, Campbell. I was living in London 
at the time and attended several 
sessions of the 1978 trial at the Old 
Bailey. It was very much the cause 
celebre of its day. ABC - the Anti-
Bases Campaign - hosted Duncan 
Campbell in NZ, in 1996/97. He is a 
world expert on intelligence matters. 
MH.).  
 
“The Attorney-General at the time 
was persuaded by MI5 (British inter-
nal security and intelligence agency. 
Ed.) to authorise the prosecution 
against three defendants. Notwith-
standing that it became known that 
the security service had secretly vet-
ted the jury, the trial proceeded. It 
became a farce (emphasis added. 
Ed). Documents which security ser-
vice witnesses claimed would, if dis-
closed, be a danger to national se-
curity were shown to be public 
knowledge, at times the publication 
having been authorised by MI5 it-
self”.  
 
“The prosecution under s1 was dis-
continued. Two defendants were 
given conditional discharges and 
one a suspended sentence in re-
spect of the much less serious of-
fences under s2 of the Act. Editori-
als called for the Attorney-General 
to resign or, at least, to explain why 
he had authorised an oppressive 
prosecution. The terms of his expla-
nation are telling in their relevance 
to the present point”.  
 
“He said: ‘I personally and critically 
questioned those who made the 
damage assessment … How could 
any responsible Attorney General 

ignore the unanimous views pre-
sented to me that evidence of both 
the material collected by Campbell 
[one of the defendants] and the in-
formation imparted by Berry 
[another defendant] could do dam-
age ranging from serious to excep-
tionally grave to the national securi-
ty?’ (Emphasis added). (See Geof-
frey Robertson, The Justice Game 
(Vintage – 1999) Chap. 5, pp 104-
134; the above quotation is at p 
133) …”. 
 
"The casualty will be the administra-
tion of justice and public confidence 
in the legal system to ensure that 
public interest immunity is con-
strained by law. Judicial inspection 
may be an imperfect process but 
having regard to the nature of a cov-
ert security service, it is the only 
system available to hold the Service 
accountable. If the courts are not 
prepared to perform this supervisory 
function, the decisions of the Ser-
vice to claim immunity will go un-
checked...”. 
 
Implications Of Decision Are 
Alarming  
The APEC Monitoring Group, which 
organised the activities to counter all 
the APEC meetings held in New 
Zealand throughout 1999, said: 
"This judgement is particularly dis-
turbing coming as it does in the year 
New Zealand hosts the APEC fo-
rum. The Government has already 
shown its willingness to break the 
law when it comes to opponents of 
APEC and its free trade agenda”.  
 
“Given the extreme measures the 
Government has been willing to em-
ploy to avoid explaining the activities 
of the SIS during the 1996 APEC 
Trade Ministers’ Meeting, any assur-
ance given that opponents of APEC 
in 1999 will have their right to dis-
sent protected and respected can 
only be treated with suspicion and 
contempt... If, as this judgement 
seems to suggest, Jenny Shipley 
and the SIS are totally unaccounta-
ble to Parliament, the judiciary and 
the New Zealand public, then we 
should  be   afraid,  be   very  afraid" 
(press release, 6/7/99). 
 
Even the New Zealand Herald edito-
rially attacked the Court’s decision: 
“Times and circumstances are 
changing, and with them the de-
mand for greater accountability of 
elected representatives. We look to 
the courts to help to ensure that the 
Executive knows it is not immune 
from independent scrutiny. In decid-
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ing to accept at face value - its own 
words - the Prime Minister’s latest 
security certificate, the Court of Ap-
peal has disappointed those expec-
tations” (8/7/99; “Court In Awe 
Again”).  
 
The headline in a regular legal col-
umn in the Herald said it all: “Who 
Will Hold PM Accountable If Appeal 
Court Will Not?” (23/7/99; Passing 
Judgement; Steven Price). The In-
dependent also attacked it editorial-
ly: “Suppose this case had been 
heard in Washington, not Wellington 
and the burglars had been ex-CIA 
men, not SIS men, and the break-in 
had occurred at the Watergate com-
plex, not Choudry’s house”.  
 
“What would our judges have done 
with the Nixon tapes? Who ordered 
the illegal break-in? Might this infor-
mation be contained in the docu-
ments Shipley wants to keep se-
cret? Anyone valuing our civil liber-
ties would sleep a lot better if Jus-
tice Thomas’s dissenting view had 
prevailed” (14/7/99; “Appeal Court 
Abdicates Its Role As Democratic 
Watchdog”; Warren Berryman). 
 
Government Admits Blame;  
Settles Out Of Court 
Despite the Court of Appeal set-
back, Aziz was keen to continue the 
case. But the legal reality was that, 
without access to those withheld 
documents, he could not take it 
through to a full trial. Nor did he 
have the $100,000 or so needed to 
appeal to the Privy Council, in Lon-
don. The Government had previous-
ly offered an out of court settlement 
(a standard procedure in suits of this 
kind): Aziz was amenable, so the 
only remaining question was the 
sum of damages to be paid.  
 
After some haggling, a mutually sa-
tisfactory (and substantial) sum was 
agreed upon. Another standard fea-
ture in suits of this kind is that the 
amount paid will remain confidential 
in perpetuity, as a part of the settle-
ment. The damages were over and 
above Aziz’s legal costs - those 
were also paid by the Government. 
Plus, he got an apology - nothing 
gracious or heartfelt, simply a state-
ment that the Government apolo-
gised to him. This was all publicly 
announced in August 1999, just be-
fore the APEC Leaders’ Summit in 
Auckland. The Government was ea-
ger to get the matter out of the way 
before the VIPs and world media 
came to town. 
 

Aziz Has No Illusions 
“This is a victory but I’m unim-
pressed by the calibre of the apolo-
gy. The Government is only really 
sorry that its SIS agents got caught. 
It has gone to great lengths to cover 
up its dirty tricks. The case has put 
a lot of issues about the SIS on the 
map and shown the Government to 
be not much better than those coun-
tries it likes to point its finger 
at” (Press, 27/8/99; “Activist Gets 
Govt Payout; Victory Claimed Over 
SIS”).  
 
He also said that “despite countless 
assurances to the contrary, the SIS 
had taken unlawful action against 
people involved in lawful dissent 
and protest”. Supposed checks and 
balances on the SIS did not work 
when they were put to the test in his 
case. The 1999 legislative amend-
ments had expanded SIS powers, 
not restricted them...’Mr Choudry 
said he could have continued to 
fight the case but felt that he had to 
`recognise the parameters of the 
New Zealand legal system’. The 
money he had received was `small 
bikkies’ compared to the $10.5 mil-
lion spent on the SIS each year and 
the $18 million APEC security was 
costing, he said” ... (ibid). 
 
He told the Dominion (27/8/99): “I’m 
pleased to have scored what I think 
is a rare victory over the SIS, given 
their long history of being unac-
countable to either the public or the 
courts...The break-in occurred when 
I was involved with organising an al-
ternative conference opposing the 
APEC Trade Ministers’ meeting. 
Ironically, the settlement comes as 
I’m part of a group organising an al-
ternative conference and rally op-
posed to the (September 1999) 
APEC Leaders’ Summit…”. He had 
agreed to the out of court settlement 
because: “Unless you have 
$100,000 to take a case to the Privy 
Council, then it’s actually quite diffi-
cult for an individual who has relied 
on the support of people in the com-
munity”. 
 
From the moment the Government 
admitted (as part of its statement of 
defence) that it was indeed SIS 
agents who were caught breaking 
into Aziz’s house, an out of court 
settlement was a possibility. It be-
came inevitable as soon as the 
Court of Appeal ruled that the break-
in was illegal. Justice Thomas, in his 
July 1999 Court of Appeal dissent-
ing opinion, said: 
 

“I consider that it should not be 
overlooked that the entry and 
search of Mr Choudry’s home which 
the Service undertook on 13 July 
1996, and which is central to his 
claim, was illegal. This is the effect 
of the Court’s previous judgment. 
Consequently, the Service has eve-
ry reason to be concerned that it will 
be held liable for damages and that 
its image will be seriously dam-
aged”. 
 
New Law Retrospectively  
Legalising SIS Break-Ins 
The Government did not appeal that 
December 1998 decision, but 
rushed through new legislation ret-
rospectively legalising all such SIS 
break-ins - except for the one at Az-
iz’s house. Thus, it clearly tele-
graphed its intentions. In fact, it had 
no option but to settle. Its’ one day 
in open court (the 1998 Christchurch 
High Court hearing, which was only 
about legal questions) had been an 
unprecedented and highly unsettling 
experience for the SIS - the pro-
spect of a full trial, with witnesses to 
be cross-examined, etc, etc, had to 
be avoided.  
 
There is no suggestion of Aziz hav-
ing sold out - he was suing for mon-
ey; he won some money. It was not 
a case seeking a judicial review of 
the SIS or suchlike. It was a claim 
for damages arising from a specific 
incident, an incident that would have 
resulted in criminal charges by the 
Police if committed by anybody oth-
er than covert agents of the State. 
 
Of course, the case ends with none 
of us (including Aziz) any the wiser 
about why the SIS was breaking into 
his house. That is why the Govern-
ment settled the case and paid up - 
to keep the SIS operation shrouded 
in secrecy. There has been public 
speculation that the break-in was 
aimed not at him but at his 1996 
Mexican guest, Dr Alejandro Vil-
lamar, a speaker at the counter-
APEC conference. Other specula-
tion is that it was aimed at Maori ac-
tivists Mike Smith and Annette 
Sykes, who were also at the confer-
ence. But we’ll never know, not offi-
cially anyway. 
 
Police Raids; Hoax Bomb 
It is the end of Aziz’s legal action, 
but not the end of legal action aris-
ing from the incident. David Small 
was the person who actually caught 
the SIS agents breaking into Aziz’s 
house. It was he who took down the 
vital clue of their numberplate 
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(which led to the SIS; the agents 
have never been named) and re-
ported it to the Police - who waved 
the agents on their way.  
 
In the most sinister feature of the 
whole episode, the Police raided the 
homes of both Aziz and David 
Small, looking for “bombmaking 
equipment”, shortly after the foiled 
SIS break in. A hoax bomb had 
been left at the Christchurch City 
Council building. This mysterious 
episode has never been explained 
(a remarkably similar hoax bomb 
disrupted Auckland Airport when it 
was inadvertently left behind there 
during a security exercise prior to 
the 1999 APEC Leaders’ Summit. 
Coincidence, surely?). 
 
“Dr Small said the (Aziz) settlement 
gave him immense satisfaction but it 
was not the end of the matter as far 
as he was concerned. He was going 
to court to ask for a judicial review of 
a Police search of his house a week 
after the SIS break-in of Mr 
Choudry’s house. Police had a war-
rant to look for bomb-making equip-
ment but the whole episode 
smacked of SIS and Police complici-
ty after his catching the SIS agents, 
he said”.  
 
“Dr Small expected the Police would 
have to own up to conducting the 
search on dodgy information provid-
ed by the SIS. `This case vindicates 
our conclusion that something fishy 
was going on’, he said” (Press, 
27/8/99; “Activist Gets Govt Payout; 
Victory Claimed Over SIS”). In Octo-
ber 1999, David Small filed his claim 
with the Christchurch High Court, 
suing the Crown for $300,000 dam-
ages, alleging trespass and a 
breach of his rights under the Bill of 
Rights. 
 
So, what were these Police raids all 
about? Simple revenge on Aziz and 
David for having caught the SIS in 
the act? Or something more seri-
ous? Were the SIS agents breaking 
into Aziz’s house to plant something 
there that would be “found” in a sub-
sequent Police raid? “Bomb-making 
equipment”, drugs, things to impli-
cate him in terrorist activities. Who 
planted the highly sophisticated 
hoax bomb at the City Council build-
ing? It was good enough to con-
vince an explosives expert, who had 
it blown up before being able to pro-
nounce it a fake. This whole thing 
reeks of a dirty tricks’ operation, one 
to discredit and criminalise oppo-
nents of the State ideology (free 

trade and unrestricted foreign in-
vestment). 
 
The Sunday Star Times editorialised 
(29/8/99; “Useful Humiliation For 
Our SIS Spies”): “They botched the 
burglary of the anti-APEC protest-
er’s home, again confirming their 
legendary incompetence. They also 
confirmed the suspicion their real 
job is spying on dissidents, not 
fighting subversives...The new law 
supposedly tightens the definition of 
a security threat, saying it is `foreign 
or foreign-influenced’. This is mean-
ingless and dangerous. Every sen-
tient being in the country is foreign-
influenced and none more so than 
our leaders. These orthodox souls, 
who arguably and by turn have vari-
ously damaged our economy, won’t 
be persecuted. The people at risk 
will be dissenters like Choudry”. 
 
For Once, Congratulations Are 
Due To The Media 
We in the ABC know how hard it is 
to get any coverage of “our” intelli-
gence agency, the Government 
Communications Security Bureau 
(GCSB), which is much bigger than 
the SIS. Ever since Nicky Hager 
published his seminal 1996 book 
“Secret Power”, detailing what the 
GCSB does, specifically at the Wai-
hopai spybase, it’s had much better 
coverage overseas than in NZ. But 
no such worries when it comes to 
the SIS, and specifically the 
Choudry case. From Day One, it’s 
been a frontpage lead item in all the 
papers, plus a major item on TV, 
and the subject of magazine fea-
tures. The media dug up a lot of the 
incriminating dirt in this story.  
 
For three years, the bungling SIS 
and Aziz himself have been a major 
media event. He became a house-
hold name, with his singularly unflat-
tering passport photo scowling from 
papers up and down the country. In-
deed, it’s only a matter of time until 
it’s made into a Hollywood movie - 
David Small and Aziz can toss up 
between Arnold Schwarzenegger 
and Danny De Vito as to who plays 
them. Just remember, guys - it was 
me who put out the original press 
release that (correctly) fingered the 
SIS. I suggest a cameo role, played 
by Tom Cruise, would be in order. 
 
More seriously, heartfelt thanks are 
due to all the individuals and groups 
that donated the thousands of dol-
lars needed to mount a court case. 
Even at mates’ rates, lawyers are 
very expensive, and the legal pro-

cess is inherently weighted against 
the poor. I freely confess that I was 
one of those who doubted the wis-
dom of taking a court case, consid-
ering it far too costly, very risky, a 
serious drain on time and resources, 
with an unsatisfactory result the 
most likely outcome. I was wrong 
and I’m glad I was. It achieved much 
more than we could have ever 
dreamed possible when we set 
about tackling the secret State three 
years ago. The spies and their politi-
cal masters (or should that be the 
other way around?) have had a 
most timely boot up the arse. 
 
And David Small Won His Case 
This wasn’t the end of the matter. 
David Small was the person who ac-
tually caught the SIS agents break-
ing in at Aziz’s home. For his trou-
bles, David was then subjected to a 
Police raid on his home (they raided 
Aziz’s too). As with Aziz, David sued 
the Crown, specifically the Police, in 
a separate case. In 2000 he was 
awarded $20,000 damages. You 
can read the full story in Foreign 
Control Watchdog 94 (August 2000, 
“David Defeats Goliath. David Small 
Wins $20,000 From Police In Sec-
ond Court Case To Result From 
1996 SIS Break-In”, Murray Horton, 
http://www.converge.org.nz/watchdo 
g/94/7david.htm).  ■ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

David Small  
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ACTIVISTS AND 

THE SURVEILLANCE 

STATE  
Learning From Repression 
edited by Aziz Choudry 
Pluto Press, London, 2019 
 
 
This is a great book. Activists on 
any issues in all countries should 
read and reflect on its insights and 
challenges. As with his previous 
edited collections, Aziz has brought 
together a range of contributors who 
speak from their on-the-ground ex-
perience of surveillance as activists 
informed by critical analysis.  
 
It is a fitting swansong for Aziz, who 
passed away in May 2021, and a 
tribute to his insistence that ground-
ed voices are the best guide to a 
progressive future, rather than the 
abstract analyses of cloistered aca-
demics or liberal non-Government 
organisations’ (NGOs) campaigns 
that ignore history, politics, power 
and imperialism.  
 
The 11 essays shine a historical and 
comparative light on State and cor-
porate surveillance, its effect on 
progressive politics and, as impor-
tantly, on strategies to expose and 
challenge those practices. There is 
nothing pollyannaish here. Several 
writers share their raw experiences 
of mental health crises, fear and 
mistrust, financial threats through 
blacklists, and lessons learned by 
mistakes and failures. 
 
The book has three parts. The first 
three essays provide the analytical 
framework: one from Aziz, written 
while he was still at McGill Univer-
sity in Montreal before moving to 
South Africa early in 2021; one from 
Radha d’Souza, who lived in Aotea-
roa in the 1990s and early 2000s 
and is now a Professor of Law at the 
University of Westminster in Lon-
don; and one from South African 
journalist/academic Jane Duncan.  
 
Part two hosts the bulk of essays 

from community activist/research-
ers, investigative journalists and ac-
tivist academics on experiences of 
surveillance across many countries. 
Their stories and analyses will reso-
nate with activists in Aotearoa. Part 
three focuses on strategies for 
researching surveillance, although 
that is a theme across the whole 
book. 
 
Aziz’s introduction frames the es-
says with several critical reflections: 
the historical underpinnings of sur-
veillance under colonialism, imperia-
lism and capitalism; how secrecy 
shields State and capital from scru-
tiny; international collaboration 
among State agencies; the hybridi-
sation of public surveillance and luc-
rative forms of private security; the 
State’s cosmetic responses to expo-
sés by convening inquiries and pro-
mising greater transparency and ac-
countability; and the real life conse-
quences of surveillance for people 
and resistance (something Aziz was 
acutely aware of).  
 
History And Capitalism 
The history of security and surveil-
lance is a constant theme. Aziz 
writes on the first page how: “Many 
of today’s covert (and overt) policing 
and State security policies, practices 
and concepts have their roots in 
counter-insurgency techniques [or] 
pedagogies of oppression” “tested 
against earlier anti-colonial/indepen-
dence struggles, in policing Black 
life under slavery and Indigenous 
peoples’ resistance”.  
 
David Austin describes this conti-
nuity, in an interview with Aziz, as 
“slavery’s afterlife” that delivers 
“emancipation without freedom”. Val 

Morse captures the pitfalls of amne-
sia about this history by quoting 
from Milan Kundera, cited by: “the 
struggle of man against power is the 
struggle of memory against forget-
ting”.   
 
An inter-related theme is the State’s 
intimate relationship with capital. 
Radha traces four epochs of surveil-
lance, culminating in the current 
“warfare state”, epitomised by the 
US, which “bears the imprint of the 
epoch of Imperialism - global in 
scope and outreach and with the 
capacities to command and control 
other states”. This warfare state 
operates within the system of trans-
national monopoly finance capital-
ism.  
 
Radha documents how the omnipre-
sent Wall Street and America Inc 
organised self-regulating institutions 
within and outside the US intelli-
gence, surveillance and security ap-
paratus, and “blurred the boundaries 
between public/private, civilian/mili-
tary, national/international”. The mili-
tary and civilian governance frame-
works of the warfare state link other 
states together in a global imperial 
chain. Yet each state is different 
with its own internal structure, histo-
ry and capacities for resisting exter-
nal pressure.  
 
Bob Broughton demonstrates this 
theme in his chapter on the Austra-
lian Security Intelligence Organisa-
tion‘s (ASIO) intensive surveillance 
of the Communist Party of Australia 
as it worked clandestinely with the 
Revolutionary Front for an Indepen-
dent East Timor (Fretilin) before the 
1975 Indonesian invasion of East 
Timor. Bob’s story is familiar: spy 
agencies use their obsession with 
the “communist threat” as “ideolo-
gical cover for the defence and 
extension of capital’s control over 
[East Timor’s] strategic resources 
and trade routes essential to its 
continued growth”. 
 
Other authors show how the State-
corporate-military complex conti-
nues to grow, with support from the 
rapidly revolving door between go-
vernment and corporations, despite 
repeated exposés and scandals. 
The latest is the complicity of Big 
Tech and the State. The collection 
and/or storage of State data is now 
being outsourced to private compa-
nies, giving them enormous power 
and commercial resource. While 
abuses by Cambridge Analytica and 
social media are now well-documen-
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ted, Jane Duncan’s chapter exposes 
less well-understood forms of “data-
veillance”, such as blacklists com-
piled for governments and corpora-
tions. 
 
“National Security” 
A third theme is the power to define. 
The term “national security”, of itself, 
implies the exclusion and expulsion 
of some groups of people, often vio-
lently. It silences fundamental ques-
tions about what the national inte-
rest is, who decides that, based on 
what sources. The reality, as Cana-
dian Gary Kinsman writes, that that 
those with political and class power 
define their interests as the “national 
interest”.  
 
“It is their security that is being de-
fended, and it is our various move-
ments for justice that challenge their 
national security”. In states that are 
constituted by class, gender, colo-
nialism, race and heteronorms, 
movements of dissent, resistance 
and transformation are intrinsically 
viewed as threats to national securi-
ty.  
 
National security has been rede-
fined in the era of neoliberal globa-
lisation with the explicit goal of 
protecting capitalism. Security laws 
that protect economic and financial 
interests remove any need to justify 
surveillance of Indigenous, ecologi-
cal, climate, anti-poverty and antica-
pitalist resistance to corporations 
and economic policies, meaning: 
“Their national security is a threat to 
the security and progress of our 
movements”. 
 
Other terms like “domestic extre-
mists” enable “mission creep”. 
Nafeed Ahmed discusses how far-
Right ideologues radicalised UK po-
litical parties’ notions of “national 
security” beyond violent extremism 
to non-violent extremism. The UK’s 
Prevent strategy, for example, tar-
gets “vocal or active opposition to 
fundamental British values, inclu-
ding democracy, the rule of law, in-
dividual liberty and mutual respect 
and tolerance of different faiths and 
beliefs”. This is used to drive a 
wedge within communities. Those 
who are deemed obstructive, and 
those who align to government ob-
jectives, are slotted into the “bad 
Muslim/good Muslim” dichotomy. 
 
Counter-Surveillance Strategies 
There are lots of examples of overt 
and covert surveillance that aim at 
intelligence gathering, deterrence, 

disruption, protection of corporate 
and government interests, and dis-
information designed to foment divi-
sion and have a chilling effect. 
Those are largely familiar. The 
counter-strategies are much more 
interesting. 
 
As you would expect from an Aziz 
book there is a major focus on multi-
layered, historically informed strate-
gies to confront systemic causes of 
oppression and advance alterna-
tives for systemic change. Aziz 
himself urges activists to learn from 
peoples’ experiences, alongside 
other forms of critical knowledge 
and political analysis, to “better un-
derstand State surveillance, build a 
broader politics of resistance, and  
learn from history”. For example, 
Duncan points to the importance of 
older South African activists sharing 
historic memories of surveillance 
abuses and how to challenge them.  
 
Activists also need to understand 
the broader politics of both surveil-
lance and their campaigns. Com-
munity activists need to join the dots 
across movements, laterally and 
internationally, and engage in 
dynamic inter-generational conver-
sations that connect “the intelligence 
and experience of youth ... with the 
experience of the older generation, 
engaged in an ongoing conversa-
tion”.  
 
Passive resistance and non-coope-
ration can also be powerful, al-
though people may fear penalties 
and consequences. When those 
who are systematically targeted 
can’t mobilise, solidarity activists 
have an important role to play, from 
behind. Sometimes non-movements 
of fragmented, but collective, prac-

tices can also be effective, too. 
 
I found the critiques of “successful” 
strategies and State co-option espe-
cially thought-provoking. Kinsman’s 
critique of State apologies as a 
State management device reso-
nates with those on Te Urewera and 
the Dawn Raids. The Canadian 
state apologised for purging queers 
from the public service in which 
began as an “apology from below”, 
fought for and secured from the 
State by decades of resistance.  
 
It became an “apology from above”, 
designed by the State to incorporate 
the targets into the mainstream 
without confronting the structures of 
repression or celebrating their suc-
cessful resistances. This “social 
amnesia” effectively divorces the 
State’s contemporary responses 
from their targets’ histories of re-
pression and their victories of resis-
tance (and their limitations). 
 
A related tactic is the normalisation 
of deviants. Kinsman challenges 
Canada’s use of vacuous buzz-
words like inclusiveness and diver-
sity, which also litters New Zealand 
government-speak: “On whose 
terms are people being included 
(and who has already been inc-
luded) and who is diverse and who 
is at the centre and is not defined as 
‘diverse’?” “Pedagogies of resis-
tance”, by contrast, “remember not 
only State violence but also our 
diverse resistance to it” as an empo-
wering way forward.  
 
Assessments of hard-won public in-
quiries, and court cases against the 
State or as part of defences against 
charges, note they have rarely deli-
vered real change, and most of the 
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evidence, including testimony, re-
mains hidden. But they have served 
to shine the spotlight on abuses by 
states and corporations. Their poli-
tical effectiveness relies on targets, 
independent journalists and other 
researchers to produce counter-
narratives. Consciousness raising 
on the issues is also important, 
including with opposition politicians 
and mainstream media, while recog-
nising their imperatives may not 
align with the campaigns’ (how 
true!).  
 
Research And Investigation 
Reliable, quality research is crucial. 
Broughton refers to a “pedagogy of 
mobilisation” that harnesses techni-
cal skills, experience and knowledge 
of activists on the ground and deve-
lops communication frameworks, 
while minimising disruption by secu-
rity forces. Some activism centres 
on researching, investigating and 
exposing states’ surveillance prac-
tices, usually with the goal to raise 
awareness of security among cam-
paigners and alert others who have 
had dealings with the same person, 
hold those responsible to account 
and “rattle the tree” for more evi-
dence.  
 
Eveline Lubbers tells how activists 
turned the tables on the UK Forward 
Intelligence Teams (FIT) by establi-
shing Fitwatch. She stresses the im-
portance of careful sourcing to sup-
port exposés, including the mapping 
of undercover infiltrators to identify 
patterns and “tradecraft”, and net-
works of former Police and spies 
working in the corporate sector. 
Years of meticulous documentation, 
media coverage, and sharing of in-
formation on undercover Police offi-
cers forced the Government to hold 

a formal inquiry, but provides very 
little accountability. 
 
Her chapter highlights several really 
important strategic challenges. 
Longer-term research requires reci-
procal respect and trust. While anti-
surveillance campaigners might 
want to publish exposés, the groups 
targeted for surveillance might not 
want to go public for various valid 
reasons. Publication can compound 
distress and personal trauma. Sour-
ces and other groups may lose trust 
and become unwilling to share cru-
cial information. Funders may see 
them as high risk and pull the plug. 
Lubbers talks of learning to “go with 
the flow” and not judging people for 
the decisions they make. 
 
A second risk is that exposés and 
heightened awareness of security 
can fuel unnecessary paranoia and 
conspiracy theories. Lubbers disclo-
ses the harm she suffered to her 
own mental health. Alongside their 
documentation work, Fitwatch ad-
ded a personal dimension that pro-
vides support and counselling to 
help activists deal with trauma and 
burnout and provide solidarity, sup-
port campaigners who are targeted, 
and help work through issues of 
betrayal and distrust within infiltrated 
groups. 
 
Duncan insists that research based 
NGOs must play a supporting role: 
“Technical knowledge can be built in 
mass movements, if technically pro-
ficient NGOs have the humility to 
place those social forces that are 
most likely to change how power is 
organised in society at the centre of 
anti-surveillance work”. An empowe-
ring train-the-trainer approach is one 
way to remove dependency and 

enable community activists to de-
fend themselves.  
   
Liberal Rights Versus Structural 
Transformation 
Much of Aziz’s writing and activism 
challenged NGOs’ depoliticised is-
sue-based analyses and campaigns 
that target “expert” or liberal consti-
tuencies. Several essays explore 
these tensions with varying degrees 
of pragmatism. Broughton’s account 
of ASIO and East Timor explores 
the tensions between two traditions 
of international solidarity: internatio-
nal socialism that centres the down-
fall of global capitalism, and liberal 
solidarity among the likes of church 
groups and NGOs who believe an 
explicit anti-imperialist line would 
alienate a broader support base. 
Security agencies exploit and fo-
ment such divisions. 
 
These tensions are especially pro-
nounced in semi-clandestine resis-
tance. Security of information and 
sources dictates the sharing of infor-
mation on a “need to know” basis. 
That relies on reciprocal trust 
among campaigners. That trust can 
easily be eroded by informants and 
disinformation and by ideological 
and strategic differences, unless 
those issues are honestly worked 
through. Broughton sees the key to 
effective solidarity as supporting the 
priorities of the “front-line” move-
ment. By definition, liberals tend to 
see it differently ... . 
 
Garry Kinsman’s chapter provides 
similar insights into surveillance of 
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender 
and queer (LGBTQ) activism. The 
positions of moderate legal cam-
paigners and neoliberal queers, who 
opposed the “excesses” of Cana-
da’s anti-terrorism legislation, exclu-
ded militant and often more effective 
struggles, and legitimised the con-
tinued use of “national security” 
against those activists.   
 
Another example is the individual-
ised, legalistic and depoliticised na-
ture of rights-based campaigns. 
Duncan’s review of strategies to 
counter digital surveillance in UK, 
South Africa and Mauritius high-
lights the limitations of privacy-
centred campaigns, while Susaina 
Maira shows how rights-based acti-
vism ignores the way that “freedom 
of expression is racially distributed”. 
 
Bringing It Home To Aotearoa 
Val Morse’s chapter on Aotearoa 
New Zealand brings together many Mike Moreu, 2007  
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of these themes ... The “inherent 
and ever-present colonial settler 
project”. The State’s role in the limit-
less appetite for capitalist expan-
sion, whether for land, mining or 
armaments. The many episodes of 
State abuse against Māori, trade 
unionists, pacifists, communist par-
ties, anti-apartheid and anti-nuclear 
activists. Tracking and data gather-
ing. The unwillingness of successive 
governments to curtail privatised 
surveillance and their use of paid in-
formants such as Thompson & Clark 
to spy on Canterbury earthquake 
claimants and environmental acti-
vists. 
 
Well-documented violations of the 
State’s own laws, from the NZ Secu-
rity Intelligence Service (SIS) burg-
lary of Aziz’s Christchurch home in 
1996 related to anti-APEC (Asia Pa-
cific Economic Cooperation) acti-
vism, the “antiterrorism” raids on 
Tuhoe in Te Urewera in 2007, the 
Snowden revelations and Kim Dot-
com saga from 2011, Ahmed 
Zaoui’s imprisonment, all produced 
social discomfort about the security 
forces and surveillance.  
 
Yet those powers continue to ex-
pand. A charm offensive by the two 
main spy agencies (SIS and the 
Government Communications Secu-
rity Bureau – GCSB), and the focus 
on rising cybercrime, has blunted 
the ability to run effective cam-
paigns. Val calls for integration of 
the struggle against surveillance 
and social control into all struggles, 
and conversely for all struggles to 
take a genuinely intersectional ap-
proach to political struggle based on 
analyses of power. ■ 
 

BIG BROTHER  

IS WATCHING YOU 
By Murray Horton 

 
Of all the review books that we’ve 
ever received through the post from 
overseas publishers, this one was 
unique. The packaging had been 
completely cut open. There was an 
apologetic note from NZ Post 
saying: "Received in this condition". 
An unfortunate accident in transit? 
Possibly, but no other book sent to 
us has ever suffered that same fate. 
It was cut open, not accidentally 
torn. It seems more than 
coincidental that it was a book by 
Aziz and co. Obviously, the 
surveillance State wanted the 
activists to realise that the title is 
accurate. ■ 

IMPLODING  

GEO-IMPERIAL 

FRONTIERS! 
And The Challenges 

Ahead 
By Dennis Small 

 

 
“The Roman Empire, in spite of eco-
nomic retrogression, the political 
shortcomings of its constitution and 
lastly of the general decay manifest-
ing itself in morals, literature, sci-
ence and arts, might have been able 
to continue with a diminished life, 
like many other empires which have 
dragged out their existence through 
long centuries, if the struggle 
against the barbarians had not en-
grossed the life of the state from the 
middle of  the  second  century  AD” 
(“The End Of The Ancient World 
And The Beginnings Of The Middle 
Ages”, Ferdinand Lot, Harper Torch-
books, 1961, p187). 
 
“Some empires have ended with 
catastrophic speed. Alexander the 
Great of Macedon destroyed the 
Persian Empire in the 330s BCE. 
The Aztecs in Mexico and the Incas 
in South America were extinguished 
within two or three years of the arri-
val of the Spanish in the early 16th 
Century” (“The Little Book Of Big 
History: The Story Of Life, The Uni-
verse And Everything”, Ian Crofton 
& Jeremy Black, Michael O'Mara 
Books Ltd., 2016, p216). 
 
In the aftermath of the crumbling of 
the Spanish Empire: “The Central 
American states were subsequently 
annexed to the ephemeral Mexican 
Empire of 1822-23, and later sub-
jected to repeated US interventions, 
which continued through the Rea-
gan and Bush Administrations (the 
Nicaraguan and Salvadoran inter-
ventions, the 'Contras' affair, the in-
vasion of Panama)” (“The Wrath Of 
Nations: Civilisation And The Furies 
Of Nationalism”, William Pfaff, Si-
mon & Schuster, 1993, p163). 
 
“The Great Game between England 
and Russia began in 1830.  It in-
volved the confrontation of the two 
empires as their influence in Central 
Asia moved gradually closer to one 
another” (“The Great Game And Af-
ghanistan”)1. In our own era, the re-
newed geopolitical Great Game 

spans the globe with the rise of Chi-
na. 
 
“The suicidal assassins of Septem-
ber 11, 2001, did not 'attack Ameri-
ca', as political leaders and news 
media in the US have tried to main-
tain; they attacked American foreign 
policy”, employing the strategy of 
the weak in targeting civilians 
(“Blowback: The Costs And Conse-
quences Of American Empire”, 
TimeWarner, 2000/02, in 'Preface: 
The September 11 Blowback', pviii). 
 
On 2nd November, 2001, the British 
Defence Secretary, Geoffrey Hoon, 
claimed in Parliament: “The use of 
cluster bombs (in Afghanistan) as 
entirely appropriate. Against certain 
targets they are the best and most 
effective weapons we have”. Cluster 
bombs killed and injured thousands 
of civilians, including women and 
children, in the post-9/11 invasion 
(“The New Rulers Of The World”, 
John Pilger, Verso, 2002/3, in ch. 
'The Great Game', p102). 
 
Back in February 2002, the now US 
President Joe Biden then said: “His-
tory will judge us harshly if we allow 
the hope of a liberated Afghanistan 
to evaporate because we failed to 
stay the course”. 
 
A nationalist fighter, using the nom 
de guerre Muslim Afghan, has 
called the failure of the American 
war effort in Afghanistan “another 
golden page in Afghan history . . .  
First the USSR and now the USA 
have collapsed in Afghanistan. 
There is no doubt the Taliban 
smashed the USA in Afghanistan. 
America never had mercy on the 
killing of Afghans but despite all 
their brutality they failed” (quoted in 
a Telegraph Group article repro-
duced in the Press, 3/7/21). 
 
“Well-known counter-insurgency  
(COIN) 'expert' and death squad en-
thusiast Professor David Kilcullen 
has advocated as relevant models 
of Western intervention for the fu-
ture the following “Historical exam-
ples (Oman in the 1970s, El Salva-
dor in the 1980s, Afghanistan in 
2001, & Syria in 2015-18) [which] 
show that light-footprint missions 
with a strong civilian component can 
achieve results out of proportion to 
their size” (“The Dragon And The 
Snakes: How The Rest Learned To 
Fight The West”, Scribe, 2020, 
p247). 
 
“Over 929,000 people have died in 
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the post-9/11 wars due to direct war 
violence, and several times as many 
due to the reverberating effects of 
war” (Costs of War Project – The 
Watson Institute for International 
and Public Affairs)2. 
 
By mid-August 2021, it was reported 
that: “Half the population [of Afghan-
istan] – more than 18 million people, 
including nearly ten million children - 
need humanitarian assistance… 
Over 12 million are at emergency or 
crisis levels of food insecurity” (Af-
ghanistan Needs Your Help – Help 
Children in Afghanistan:)3. This cri-
sis has got even more direly acute 
with the turmoil of the Taliban take-
over against a background of 
drought and Covid-19. 
 
“Both the [US] executive and legisla-
tive branches were trending toward 
fascism, but a mainstream media 
that had been reluctant to call a liar 
a liar, or a racist a racist during the 
first three years that Donald [Trump] 
was in the Oval Office certainly 
couldn't be counted on to find the 
language necessary to describe the 
reality of our increasingly fraught po-
litical  moment  [election year 2020]” 
(“The Reckoning: America's Trauma 
And Finding A Way To Heal”, Mary 
L Trump, Allen & Unwin, 2021, p61). 
 
Following its subversion of the dem-
ocratically elected government of 
Ukraine in 2014, the US has conti-
nued to cultivate a network of neo-
fascist/Nazi-type militias, especially 
the Azov organisation (“Inspiring 
Rightwing Extremists Across The 
Globe”,)4. 
 
From aggressive posturing at the 
boundaries of empires, and even 
terrorist attacks in antipodean Ao-
tearoa/NZ inflicted by perpetrators 
from opposing politico-ethnic ex-
tremes, to a host of other immediate 
global threats – most pre-eminently 
the ravages of Covid-19 and global 
warming – humankind has surely 
entered an era of unprecedented 
challenges. Problems and concerns 
are fast compounding. 
 
We need all hands to the pumps in 
preemptive and ameliorative work! 
Unfortunately, history has repeated-
ly shown that when humans face 
worsening conditions of instability, 
uncertainty, and insecurity, then the 
more inclined they are to lash out 
wildly and blindly at what they blame 
for their plight. Enemies are readily 
found and seen as deserving of vio-
lent retaliation. 

In this article, I continue my ongoing 
exploration and examination of inter-
national relations in this time of 
greater volatility and peril. My basic 
aim, as usual, is to repeat and rein-
force the call for far more support for 
anti-nuclear and peacemaking orga-
nisations, groups, and movements 
in their efforts to help defuse con-
flicts; and to help raise awareness 
about the dangerous networks and 
trends on the rise in the West as 
corporate capitalism comes under 
increasing pressure. 
 
For sure, activists have to work 
even harder in coordinating and 
growing global cooperative pro-
grammes that more effectively ad-
dress the challenges of Covid-19; 
anthropogenic climate change; com-
pounding conflicts; the quest for 
genuine sustainability; social justice; 
etc. A key point of emphasis in my 
article is how we have to confront 
the extremely dangerous leadership 
of the Anglo-American axis, and the 
Joe Biden/Boris Johnson “junta”.  
More than ever today, humankind 
trembles on the brink of nuclear an-
nihilation because of the impetus 
under way! 
 
Belligerent Blowback! 
American Professor Chalmers John-
son noted in a book he originally 
published in 2000, how: “The term 
'blowback', which officials of the 
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 
first invented for their own internal 
use, [was] starting to circulate 
among students of international re-
lations (“Blowback: The Costs And 
Consequences Of American Em-
pire”, TimeWarner, 2000/02, p8).  It 
refers to the unintended conse-
quences of policies that were kept 
secret from the American people. 
What the daily press reports as the 
malign acts of 'terrorists' or 'drug 
lords' or 'rogue states' or 'illegal 
arms merchants' often turn out to be 
blowback from earlier American op-
erations” (ibid.). 
 
Of course, openly articulated and 
hugely hyped-up operations can al-
so eventually result in awful blow-
back, most dramatically the US-led 
invasions of Afghanistan in 2001 
and Iraq in 2003. Currently, the lat-
est blowback from American inter-
vention in Afghanistan is still unfold-
ing with the Taliban takeover. And, 
yet so very ironically, the 2001 inva-
sion of Afghanistan had ousted both 
the Taliban and al Qaeda from pow-
er in the wake of 9/11, the most dra-
matic blowback of all! 

Islamist movements from the Mus-
lim Brotherhood, the Salaafists and 
Wahhabism; from the Taliban to the 
Islamic State of Iraq and Syria 
(ISIS), and from al Qaeda to al-
Shabaab and Boko Haram, have all 
proved highly problematic for the 
West. At the same time, these 
movements owe a lot in their origins 
to the record of Western imperial-
ism, both directly and indirectly. Am-
bivalence, paradox, and contradic-
tion have proliferated! Much of this 
blowback stems indeed from the 
systematic, political use of the tradi-
tion of Muslim conservatism to 
counter socialist inclinations and 
tendencies. The bulwark of Muslim 
conservatism was of course en-
trenched in the American pact with 
the feudalistic Wahhabi kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia at the end of World 
War II (WWII). 
 
Mass Murder And Mayhem 
Since the 1960s this kind of collabo-
rationist strategy has even included 
the deliberate employment of mass 
militant and violent Islamist extrem-
ism (flexibly applied according to 
time and place!) in order to ruthless-
ly stifle any Leftwing stirrings. The 
most horrendous example of this 
strategy was the Indonesian Geno-
cide, which was covertly instigated 
and facilitated by the Anglo-Ame-
rican “Five Eyes” intelligence/covert 
action club, including NZ, over the 
period 1965-70. Peace Researcher 
255, March 2002, is a Special Issue 
on that subject, written by Dennis 
Small. Ed. 
 
Nowadays, in all the chaos flowing 
from the failure of US strategy in Af-
ghanistan, our priority should be the 
desperate humanitarian crisis cur-
rently being experienced by the Af-
ghan people (Afghanistan Needs 
Your Help, op. cit.). This is a crisis 
that stems so much from the legacy 
of the former US/NATO occupation 
and the horrible mess they have left 
behind. 
 
The Watson Institute for Internation-
al & Public Affairs estimated in 2021 
that about 241,000 people have 
been killed in the  Afghanistan and 
Pakistan war zone since 2001, with 
a large proportion of the civilians di-
rectly killed (over 71,000), and many 
more dying indirectly because of the 
exacerbation of other problems like 
lack of health care, malnutrition, 
poor sanitation, etc. (Afghan Civil-
ians/Costs of War, Costs of War 
Project; Watson Institute for Interna-
tional and Public Affairs)6. 
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The so-called “graveyard of em-
pires” is still today suffering its own 
horrendous human cost. This has 
been the price exacted by its former 
imperial overlords, and now their re-
venge in cutting off desperately 
needed aid, including the freezing of 
Afghani bank accounts. NZ non-
government organisations (NGOs) 
working in aid and development 
have been responding to the urgent 
United Nations (UN) call for over 
$US600 million in humanitarian as-
sistance for the rest of 2021. Oxfam7 
and Christian World Service (CWS)8 
have been prominent among these 
NGOs. 
 
Biden Blatantly Baits The  
Russian Bear In The Black Sea 
Meanwhile, the unashamedly self-
proclaimed “aggressive” Biden Ad-
ministration is openly reorienting to 
confront more directly both China 
and Russia. There are huge con-
cerns mounting now about the ex-
ploding evils of American foreign po-
licy (“No More Attacks On Afghani-
stan And No Moving The War To 
China”9, World BEYOND War; WBW 
News & Action, “Don't Get Yanked 
Into War With China” 10). 
 
In early July 2021, we got some 
stunningly disturbing news about a 
US-led naval push right up to Rus-
sia's borders on the Black Sea. 
There were TV reports relaying a 

dangerous confrontation brewing in 
the Black Sea as President Joe 
Biden, who had formerly run the 
American campaign to subvert 
Ukraine under the Obama Admin-
istration, was now poking naval war-
fare sticks at the Russian bear off 
Crimea (e.g., TV3, Newshub Live At 
6pm, 7/7/21). 
 
US-owned Newshub on TV3 pours 
out a constant flow of American for-
eign policy propaganda, mainly 
courtesy of the CIA-groomed CBS. 
In the particular news bulletin just 
referenced above, the relevant CBS 
item, titled “Confronting Russia”, de-
clared that Russia had seized Cri-
mea illegally in 2014. CBS ignored 
the fact, of course, that the US back 
then had just brazenly orchestrated 
the overthrow of a democratically 
elected government in the Ukraine, 
one more such victim on a long list; 
and all quite unashamedly cheered 
on by the eminently self-styled dem-
ocratic mainstream Western media! 
In the latest annually coordinated 
round of the so-called “Sea Breeze” 
set of exercises (June 28-July 10, 
2021), the US and Ukraine hosted 
some 30-odd North Atlantic Treaty 
Organisation (NATO) allies, suppos-
edly testing the waters off Crimea 
for freedom of navigation rights. 
Russian jet fighters were said to 
have “threatened” a British destroy-
er on an earlier occasion so the lat-

est move in the confrontation game 
was purportedly payback time, using 
combined Western military might to 
send a message to the enemy occu-
pying the Crimean peninsula! 
 
All the bellicose, provocative NATO 
war posturing was bizarrely celebra-
ted by the worst of the power-drunk 
American mainstream media, the 
kind so regularly peddled by TV3 
and Prime TV (“US Warship Leads 
Drills In Russia's Backyard, A Mes-
sage”; etc!)11. For sure, the US/
NATO alliance openly embraces mi-
litary madness in its march up to 
Russia's borders!  When in turn sha-
dowed and buzzed by Russian mili-
tary craft, TV reports showed a 
Western warship crew at one stage 
actually donning protective gear as 
if a real attack was possible. A Brit-
ish interviewee even boasted about 
baiting the Russian bear in its own 
backyard! 
 
Playing “Nuclear Chicken” War 
Games! 
As then so very dramatically and 
starkly shown in such TV reports, 
the potentially “nuclear chicken”-
style posturing by the US/NATO 
fleet provided a chillingly graphic 
demonstration of the sheer stupidity 
and mindless bellicosity of the West-
ern warmongering alliance. Ironical-
ly in context, the specific TV3 report 
cited earlier aptly presented the 

Malcolm Evans, 14/3/18  
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CBS item as showing how Russia 
and the West could go to war!  
(TV3, op. cit.). 
 
Revealingly enough, another war-
mongering major American media 
outlet also had some links with more 
sobering information (“The US-
Ukraine Sea Breeze Naval Exercise 
Explained”)12. It noted straight up 
that the Black Sea and nearby areas 
constitute an increasing geopolitical 
friction point between NATO and 
Russia (ibid.). 
 
At this juncture, I pick up again on 
the incident concerning the British 
warship. In June 2021, British des-
troyer HMS Defender (“Aggres-
sor”?!) was apparently harassed by 
Russian planes in “Black Sea wa-
ters that are considered internation-
ally as Ukrainian but are claimed by 
Russia after its 2014 annexation of 
Crimea.  Russia says it also un-
leashed warning shots and bombs 
but Britain denies any such actions 
took place” (ibid.). 
 
Most ominously, and in former US 
President Richard Nixon's avowedly 
“madman” style of nuclear brinks-
manship, “Russian President Vladi-
mir Putin… called it a provocation 
by Britain and the US, saying he 
could have sunk the ship and it 
would not have provoked a world 
war” because “the other side knows 
they cannot win” (ibid.). Putin ac-
cused the US-led NATO alliance of 
calculated and systematic aggres-
sion. All this amounts to crazy killer 
ape antics on both sides and shows 
just how easily events could spin out 
of control! One misstep, one miscal-
culation, one mistake – and it could 
be all over for everybody!! 
 
Meantime, the Anglo-American At-
lantic alliance now intruding so ram-
pantly into the Black Sea is intent on 
building up the war fleet of Western-
usurped Ukraine. Given the aggres-
sively attempted NATO encircle-
ment and containment of Russia, 
the Kremlin bear has been angrily 
baring its teeth in reply for some 
years now.   “Moscow claims Wash-
ington is trying to turn the Black Sea 
into a zone of military brinkman-
ship”, yet another potential and very 
dangerous global flashpoint (ibid.).  
Any open hostilities there could very 
quickly escalate to nuclear war. 
Russia would be defending its very 
borders. 
 
Stormy Waters Ahead!? 
“[President] Putin said NATO uses 

exercises such as Sea Breeze to 
deploy military infrastructure in 
Ukraine in what Putin sees as a di-
rect security threat” (ibid.). Corres-
pondingly, “Russia responded to Sea 
Breeze, with a show of force, testing 
air defence systems in Crimea”, and 
deploying warplanes, helicopters, 
and surface-to-air missile weapon-
ry” (ibid.). 
 
Most ominously, the predatory, im-
perialist NATO plans almost 100 mi-
litary exercises in 2021. So, we have 
reached the point at which both 
sides are posturing more perilously, 
a situation that urgently needs to be 
ratcheted back and scaled down. 
The sword of Damocles long hang-
ing over us all is surely getting very 
shaky as the thread gets more and 
more frayed! Again, at the same 
time, the US, Britain, and Australia 
are bellicosely lining up to counter 
what they denounce as China's mili-
taristic advance in the South China 
Sea and beyond. There is a similar 
Western attempt at encirclement in 
process. 
 
The Anglo-American axis is even 
eager to supply Australia with nucle-
ar-powered submarines in a new 
AUKUS pact (e.g., “AUKUS: UK, US 
And Australia Launch Pact To 
Counter China”, BBC, 17/9/21,)13. In 
addition, as another element in the 
gathering momentum to WWIII, 
“UK's Nuclear Subs [Are Gearing 
Up] To Use Australia As [A] Base 
For [The] Indo-Pacific” battleground 
(headline of a Times article, reprint-
ed in the Press, 22/9/21). 
 
Thankfully and hearteningly, Aotea-
roa/NZ has stood firm on its nuclear-
free zone (e.g., “AUKUS Subma-
rines Banned From New Zealand As 
Pact Exposes Divide With Western 
Allies”, 18/9/21) 14. However, NZ still 
participates in provocative military 
exercises in the “Indo-Pacific” reg- 
ion. We are plunging into very peri-
lous waters! 
 
Contortions Of Capitalist  
Imperialism 
Central to the development of the 
capitalist West over centuries has 
been the extension and mainte-
nance of the imperial frontiers. “Eu-
ropean domination of the world 
reached its apogee before WWI, 
and the five centuries of European 
expansion had been accompanied 
by crimes including torture and gen-
ocide” (“Amnesty International Re-
port on Torture”, Gerald Duckworth 
& Co. Ltd., 1973, p25; “The Econo-

mics Of European Imperialism”, Alan 
Hodgart, WW Norton & Company, 
Inc., 1977). 
 
Right up to the end of WWII – and 
for quite some time beyond – the 
British Empire, which had boasted 
at one stage of painting a quarter of 
the Earth's land surface red (ironic 
in terms of the growth of commu-
nism later!), was still struggling to 
hold on to significant areas. But by 
1968, the British government an-
nounced that it would be withdraw-
ing from its military commitments 
east of Suez, primarily retreating out 
of Malaysia and Singapore in the 
South-East Asia region. 
 
Britain was more or less handing the 
ruling hegemony of the Anglo-Ame-
rican axis further into the hands of 
the Americans. Axis enforcement of 
imperial rule and the international 
order was being transferred into the 
control of a far more powerful na-
tion, one with an already very exten-
sive and increasing empire of its 
own - stretching from the Philippines 
to Saudi Arabia, and from Venezue-
la to Iran. 
 
Again, the last-mentioned nation in-
cisively illustrates the transfer of po-
wer. A 1953 Anglo-American engi-
neered putsch in Iran overthrew the 
democratically elected Mossadegh 
government and restored the dicta-
torial Shah to the throne. This CIA/
MI6 contrived-coup may have been 
partly in the interests of the Anglo-
Persian (later Anglo-Iranian) Oil 
Company - and renamed again Brit-
ish Petroleum [BP] in 1954 – which 
had been the object of Iranian re-
source nationalisation, but American 
oil and strategic designs came in-
stead to dominate the Shah's re-
gime.  There were some big ironies 
as ever. Britain, along with France, 
even fell out for a while with the US 
over the 1956 Suez Crisis. At the 
time, America was more worried 
about Soviet influence gaining 
ground than Egyptian President Ga-
mal Abdul Nasser's nationalisation 
of the Canal. Then in the early 
1970s with the rise of the counter-
vailing power of the Organisation of 
Petroleum Exporting Countries 
(OPEC), the Shah of Iran openly en-
dorsed the hike in oil prices by Mid-
dle Eastern countries and others, 
and even criticised the US for trying 
to keep oil cheap in its own politico-
economic interests. 
 
Forward once more to the present 
day: Certain dimensions of the 
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“Great Geopolitical Game” seem 
dangerously close to the verge of 
spinning out of all control! Following 
the fall of Afghanistan back into fun-
damentalist Taliban rule; the tragic 
mess of Iraq stemming from the ille-
gal, cynically contrived 2003 Anglo-
American invasion; the recent Rus-
sian riposte to the US/NATO ag-
gressive advance in eastern Eu-
rope; the increasing tensions in the 
Indo-China/Pacific region as Ameri-
ca and its allies try to counter Chi-
na's rise; and various risky conflicts 
in the rest of the world, we face a 
range of compounding geopolitical 
problems at the edges of the Anglo-
American led Western empire. 
 
Western imperial hegemony is now 
increasingly contested around the 
globe in a number of critical dimen-
sions even as it ramps up the rheto-
ric and hostile behaviour. We must 
do all we can to boost the growing 
international peace/anti-nuclear 
movement, and all its connections 
to social justice and sustainable de-
velopment NGOs, and related activ-
ism. And support the UN and other 
global agencies to the hilt when and 
where working positively in the 
same direction! 
 
“Barbarians” At The Gates Of The 
Empire?! 
In the third century AD, the new Ro-
man Emperor Decius had only just 
seized power for a few months 
“when (in AD 250) he was sum-
moned to the banks of the Danube 
by the invasion of the Goths. This is 
the first considerable occasion in 
which history mentions that great 
people, who afterwards broke the 
Roman power, sacked the Capitol, 
and reigned in Gaul, Spain, and Ita-
ly. So memorable was the part 
which they acted in the subversion 
of the Western Empire that the 
name of Goths is frequently but im-
properly used as a general appella-
tion of rude and warlike barba-
rism” (“Gibbon's Decline And Fall Of 
The Roman Empire”, Edward Gib-
bon, Abridged and Illustrated One 
Volume Ed., Bison Books, 1979, 
p67). 
 
Historian Edward Gibbon, who 
wrote his original magisterial six-
volume study between 1776-78, 
goes on to observe that “the Goths 
were now in possession of the 
Ukraine, a country of considerable 
extent and uncommon fertility, inter-
sected with navigable rivers…” (ib-
id.). The Empire was beginning to 
be besieged on various fronts by the 

“barbarian hordes” portrayed in Ro-
man literature. 
 
It was certainly significant and sym-
bolic enough that Emperor Decius 
was soon defeated and killed by the 
Goths in 251 AD. Some rulers in an-
cient times used to lead bravely 
from the front whereas American 
Presidents these days regularly de-
liver death from the skies or via spe-
cial forces, or even large-scale inter-
ventions and invasions, acting as 
the so-called “Commander-in-Chief” 
from the rear. 
 
The goal generally too, is to inflict 
far greater human costs on ene-
mies, with plenty of civilian collateral 
damage to reinforce the message of 
superior violent power unleashed. 
There are some haunting parallels 
between the Roman experience as 
depicted in history and what is pres-
ently happening at the edges of the 
Anglo-American-dominated Western 
empire in the third decade of the 
21st Century. History can indeed re-
peat itself in certain senses, de-
pending on the definitions and inter-
pretations used. 
 
Tackling Global Conflicts Con-
structively 
To reiterate and stress again what I 
have already highlighted above, ge-
opolitical conflicts have been ratch-
eting up in a most dangerous way. 
Paraded on the global stage today 
are a host of problems and potential 
flash-points across the globe. These 
include the regional conditions left in 
the wake of the debacle of the cha-
otic American withdrawal from Af-
ghanistan as the Taliban rapidly 
took over; the related US phase-
down in Iraq; the fractious contest 
on the Ukrainian-Russian border, 
and elsewhere around the perime-
ters of Russia subject to US/NATO 
aggression; the heightening ten-
sions in the South China Sea and 
adjoining regions of the “Indo-Paci-
fic”; and various other conflicts ei-
ther directly, or indirectly expressed, 
or simmering away. 
 
We need to mobilise in more effec-
tively urging governments for far 
more concerted and meaningful ac-
tion on defusing these conflicts. We 
have to do our best in helping un-
ravel the bellicose zombie syn-
drome! We can, for instance, liaise 
more closely with some excellent 
American NGOs, e.g., World Be-
yond War [WBW]15; Beyond the 
Bomb: A Grassroots Movement to 
Stop Nuclear War16; & Nuclear Age 

Peace Foundation17. 
 
A major lobby group launched in 
2008 in Paris by more than 100 po-
litical, civic, and military leaders has 
become an important think tank and 
campaign vehicle for the abolition of 
nuclear weapons (Global Zero / A 
world without nuclear weapons)18. 
This organisation “has grown to in-
clude hundreds of eminent” such 
people, as well as “hundreds of 
thousands of engaged citizens” (ib-
id.).  The UN even officially con-
firmed the successful global cam-
paign to ban nuclear weapons by its 
establishment of the 2017 Treaty on 
the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons. 
This represents a hugely inspiring 
model of international cooperation 
for peace and the survival of hu-
mankind on our “Goldilocks” planet 
Earth. 
 
Malign Media Spin 
In the wake of the chaos in Afghani-
stan, the Anglo-American main-
stream media went into an overdrive 
of self-serving hypocritical angst. 
For instance, the NZ Listener – now 
owned by Australian company Are 
Media, which in turn is owned by the 
Sydney investment firm Mercury 
Capital – had an article titled “Back 
To Barbarity”, along with other relat-
ed reportage and commentary un-
der the same title, in its August 7-
13, 2021 edition (pp30-37). The 
lead article by journalist Paul Thom-
as lamented that: “The US with-
drawal from Afghanistan signifies 
the failure of the 20-year effort to in-
troduce stability and human rights, 
and is a terrifying prospect for wom-
en and girls” (ibid., p30). 
 
The rest of the NZ mainstream me-
dia have sung the same tune of 
woe, so hypocritically picturing the 
Western “20-year effort” as some-
how the victim of its own good inten-
tions. There has been very little 
acknowledgement of any aspect of 
the glaringly condemnatory record 
of Anglo-American perfidy in Af-
ghanistan, a record in keeping with 
that elsewhere around the world in 
multitudinous cases since the end of 
WWII. But then we always have the 
Orwellian memory-hole at work on 
instant and repetitive notice whatev-
er the unfolding history! 
 
In addressing American perpetrated 
and facilitated atrocities in Afghani-
stan in 2001 a Guardian columnist, 
Isobel Hilton, wrote: “'Surely, the 
point about civilization… is that it 
does not descend lightly into terror 
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and barbarism?... The Afghans, we 
hear, have a bent for savagery and 
it would be absurd to expect a war 
in Afghanistan to be fought by 
Queensbury rules. But whose war is 
this? … (“The New Rulers”, op. cit., 
p105). 
 
While there might be the very odd 
note of concern about our own bar-
barity, as registered here, the cultu-
ral hegemony of institutionalised hy-
pocrisy dominates overwhelmingly 
in the mainstream media and its 
pervasive “cancel culture”.  This he-
gemony is mandated and pre-
scribed by the West's ruling class. 
There has now indeed been a host 
of malign media hand-wringing and 
related crocodile tears over the fail-
ure of Western repression in Af-
ghanistan. 
 
As another local illustration of the 
foreign controlled media in propa-
ganda mode take American Disco-
very Inc.-owned Newshub's TV3.  
This outfit pours out a constant 
fount of CIA-groomed propaganda 
courtesy of CBS, as well as news 
from other corporate channels. In its 
own summary of events on 14/8/21, 
TV3, in the style of the NZ Listener, 
presented a typically US-oriented 
overview of events, interspersed 
with Biden Administration state-
ments (Newshub Live At 6pm). The 
item concluded with a lament that 
the human rights gains of the last 
two decades will be lost. 
 
Hyping Up The Hypocrisy! 
This has been the dominant com-
mon theme of the mainstream me-
dia. The Press had an especially hy-
pocritical editorial “Freedoms Gone 
In Blink Of An Eye”, 17/8/21). This is 
an NZ paper that for many years 
has acted as a consistent public re-
lations (PR) agency for the US – the 
country with by far the worst foreign 
policy record in human rights on the 
planet since WWII, let alone specifi-
cally its abuses in Afghanistan. 
 
In its editorial the Press went into 
Anglo-American/Western excesses 
of criticism of the victorious Taliban: 
- viz. a “rapid descent back into the 
horror show of life under the Tali-
ban”; “the Taliban's twisted ideolo-
gies”; “its intentions are as oppres-
sive as ever”; etc. (ibid.). The origins 
of the Taliban naturally remain un-
mentionable in such media. 
 
To quote Professor Chalmers John-
son, a former conservative and 
hardline anti-communist, again on 

the torturous history of Afghanistan: 
“It was only after the Russians had 
bombed Afghanistan back into the 
Stone Age and suffered a Vietnam-
like defeat, and the US walked away 
from the death and destruction the 
CIA had helped cause, that Osama 
bin Laden turned against his Ameri-
can supporters”. 
 
“The last straw as far as bin Laden 
was concerned was that, after the 
Gulf War (1991), the US stationed 
'infidel' American troops in Saudi 
Arabia to prop up that decadent, 
fiercely authoritarian regime” (“Blow-
back”, op. cit., p.xv). US intervention 
had “also helped bring to power the 
Taliban, a fundamentalist Islamic 
movement”, that embraced extrem-
ist policies on the implementation of 
an ideal Muslim society (ibid., p13). 
 
If you want to get a sense of some 
of the motivation in the twisted, hor-
rific ideology that drove the white 
Australian mosque murderer in 
Otautahi/Christchurch, Aotearoa/ 
NZ, on March 15, 2019, then you 
can find certain aspects of such 
sentiment expressed in this Press 
editorial, the NZ Listener article cit-
ed above, and TV3 Newshub/CBS 
reportage, plus lots of other similar 
media stuff. The American-defined 
“War on Terror” and the doctrine of 
Western superiority and its “culture 
wars” form the framework, and glob-
al context for the politico-ethnic ter-
rorism of our times. Western imperi-
alist reach, racism, hubris, and igno-
rance have certainly all combined in 
generating bloody blowback! 
 
This includes, of course, the oppo-
site polar extreme to the mosque 
murderer as demonstrated by the 
ISIS-inspired terrorist attack in an 
Auckland New Lynn supermarket on 
the 3rd September 2021 (“Auckland 
Mall Attack: ISIS-Inspired Terrorist 
Stabs Six Shoppers”, 3/9/21). The 
similarity lies in extremist tribal vio-
lence. ISIS arose out of the US-led 
2003 invasion of Iraq, as well as the 
Islamist experience in Afghanistan. 
Fifty one people were savagely 
killed in the Christchurch mosques’ 
murders, children, women, and men 
all gunned down in cold blood. In 
the Auckland ISIS-inspired terrorist 
incident, seven people were ulti-
mately found to have been injured in 
a berserk knife attack. 
 
It should be noted that running a-
mok, wielding murderous knives can 
be quite okay for the Western power 
elite in the right circumstances. How 

American capitalist propaganda can 
celebrate the worst barbarity can be 
quite stunning. A Life International 
magazine article in July 1966 (Vol. 
41, No.1) gloated over what it called 
the “Haunted Face Of A Red De-
feat” during the CIA-orchestrated In-
donesian genocide 1965-70, inclu-
ding even colour photos of death 
squad members practising and sho-
wing off their knives (photos on 
pp62/3 & 65). 
 
Frenzied Running Amok! 
Along with all its revelling in the 
butchery being committed, the mag-
azine spouted CIA propaganda with 
targeted malign calculation, espe-
cially about the alleged Communist 
coup attempt that supposedly trig-
gered the massacres (ibid., p63).  
This CIA-contrived coup attempt 
was cunningly portrayed as the pre-
text for societal outrage, and so the 
ultimate legitimation of bloody re-
venge. Once again, the black arts of 
psychological warfare played a cru-
cial role in generating the motivation 
for mass murder and genocide. 
 
Life International was famed for pio-
neering photojournalism. The cover 
of this particular edition sported sev-
eral young male models posing in 
“mod” fashion. Haute couture can 
go hand in hand with high genocide 
for capitalist celebrants! The maga-
zine even slyly embraced the expo-
nents of the barbaric killings with 
headlines like “The corpse-laden riv-
ers ran red from butchery (ibid., 
pp62/3); and that: “Even in lovely 
Bali, killing became an orgy of cruel-
ty” (ibid., pp64/5), while also por-
traying exemplars of death squad 
members, as indicated above, al-
most in heroic mode. In the 1960s, 
Bali was thus made safe to serve as 
an Australasian tourist playground. 
 
“For Moslems, the rising against the 
Communists was a holy war” [my 
emphasis] (ibid., p63). There was 
lots of chopping off heads carried 
out by “the Army and civilian anti-
communist youth organisations like 
Ansor, a militant Moslem group”, 
and even the grisly handing out of 
wrapped, severed heads to passing 
motorists as souvenirs (ibid.). Plenty 
of ears and fingers were freely dis-
tributed as trophies. At the end of 
the day, though, it was all good as 
the ends, you see, so obviously jus-
tified the gory means! 
 
The Anglo-American/Western treat-
ment of the Indonesian genocide in 
such colourful, glorified terms – by 
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which a “national bloodbath” is 
openly welcomed! – reeks of the ex-
tent to which so-called “Western civ-
ilisation” is steeped in systemic insti-
tutionalised hypocrisy. One has only 
to mention the reviled names of Pol 
Pot and the Khmer Rouge in order 
to grasp the very deep Orwellian na-
ture of this syndrome! 
 
A Clash Of Cultures And  
Civilisations? 
Let us take a step back for a broad-
er if still relatively snapshot over-
view of what has happened in Af-
ghanistan.  We need to especially 
evaluate how the scene was set 
long before the officially announced 
US invasion in October 2001. In-
deed, an intervention had already 
been planned to some extent during 
2001 even before 9/11 took place 
and gave an obvious pretext for in-
vasion. But first a look at the deeper 
and wider background in the Middle 
East and adjoining Central Asia re-
gions is so crucial for our under-
standing about how events have 
turned out. 
 
A lot earlier than the events of 9/11, 
the Western cultivation of Muslim 
conservatism as a bulwark against 
socialism was starting to unravel. 
Tensions were increasing in certain 
areas and spheres of contact. The 
key turning point came with the Ira-
nian revolution in 1979 with “revo-
lutionary fundamentalism in pow-
er” (“Islamic Fundamentalism”, Dilip 
Hiro, in Paladin Movements And 
Ideas series, Paladin, 1988/9). But, 
as usual, ironies abound! 
 
I need to further set the regional 
scene. Writing in 2003 in a book ori-
ginally published in 1990, Chris Hor-
rie and Peter Chippindale gave a 
snapshot picture of traditional socie-
ty in Afghanistan (“What Is Islam: A 
Comprehensive Introduction”, 1990, 
latest revised edition 2003, Virgin 
Books, pp221-224). They observed 
that: “The highly traditionalist war-
lords have preserved an ancient 
and conservative form of Islam strik-
ingly resembling that of the equally 
ungovernable Bedouin Arabs” (ibid., 
p221). 
 
Furthermore: “As in Iran, the only 
other Muslim country to remain in-
dependent since the Middle Ages, 
Afghani Islam has become fused 
with militant nationalism and jihad 
(Holy War in defence of Islam). And 
at the same time, Afghan independ-
ence has become a potent symbol 
of how 'fundamentalism' can survive 

[and resist] European domina-
tion” (ibid., p222). 
 
When a Marxist movement, backed 
by the Soviet Union, took over the 
Government and tried to bring about 
socialist changes, “the pace of 
change was slow and fiercely op-
posed by traditionalist Muslim 
groups led by the Muslim Brother-
hood” (ibid.). Among the various 
changes being attempted by the re-
gime, the efforts to implement edu-
cation for women became a very 
sore issue indeed for the tribal 
chiefs (ibid.). It was against this 
background and in this context that 
the more than 40 years of civil con-
flict and war in Afghanistan devel-
oped and extremist jihadis emerged 
to take centre stage. 
 
The “New Great Game” -  
Scrambling For Oil And Power In 
Central Asia! 
When expounding in 2002 on the 
great sham of the so-called “War on 
Terror”, famed investigative journal-
ist John Pilger observed that: “The 
search for Osama bin Laden and his 
cohorts in the mountains of Afghani-
stan was a circus spectacle. The 
American goal is, and always was, 
the control, through vassals, of for-
mer Soviet Central Asia, a region 
rich in oil and minerals and of great 
strategic importance to competing 
powers, Russia and China” (“The 
New Rulers Of The World”, op. cit., 
in ch. 'The Great Game', p108). 
 
Zbigniew Brzezinski, an enormously 
influential National Security Adviser 
to several American presidents, had 
earlier pushed the strategic mes-
sage that the key to controlling Eur-
asia – i.e., “all the territory east of 
Germany and Poland, stretching 
through Russia and China to the 
Pacific Ocean and including the 
Middle East and most of the Indian 
sub-continent” – is Central Asia (ib-
id., p116). Not only would such con-
trol ensure the US “new sources of 
energy and mineral wealth”, but it 
would also provide for “a 'guard 
post' over … the oil of the Persian 
Gulf” (ibid.). 
 
At this point, I return to the se-
quence of events that unfolded in 
Afghanistan in the late 1970s when 
a Soviet-supported but deeply divid-
ed Communist Party took control of 
the Government there in April 1978. 
This particular Party was so 
wracked with internal factional con-
flict that it soon proved perilously 
unstable. Moreover, it “almost im-

mediately sought to give women 
equal rights and introduce land re-
form [my emphasis]. As a result, it 
had to confront diverse bloody [Is-
lamist-style] rebellions – which Iran 
and Pakistan aided” (“Another Cen-
tury Of War?”, Gabriel Kolko, The 
New Press, 2002, p46). 
 
Leading Indian journalist and politi-
cal analyst MJ Akbar is one of those 
numerous commentators who have 
panned Brzezinski's most callously 
calculated and short-sighted geopol-
itics. Akbar sets the scene in Afgha-
nistan in late 1978 as the Soviet-
backed regime there implodes: “The 
Soviet Army and KGB troops seized 
Kabul in the last week of December 
1978, and placed Babrak Karmal on 
what was now a socialist throne. 
Kabul once again fell without a fight” 
(“The Shade Of Swords: Jihad And 
The Conflict Between Islam & Chris-
tianity”, Lotus/Roli, 2002, p217). 
 
Contriving Covert Cataclysm! 
Portentously again: “When Islamic 
fundamentalists took power in Iran 
in January 1979, Afghanistan's geo-
political importance increased great-
ly. It was at this point that both the 
Soviet Union and the US began to 
pay [serious] attention to what had 
been a relatively unimportant coun-
try”, i.e., Afghanistan (“Another Cen-
tury Of War?”, op. cit., pp46/7). Af-
ghanistan's internal conflicts quickly 
became internationalised as it fell 
victim to the competing designs of 
other countries. Iraq and later Syria 
have suffered similar fates. 
 
By March 1979, American officials 
were already looking at further sup-
port for the Afghan insurgency and 
“'sucking the Soviets into a Vietnam-
ese quagmire'. On July 3, President 
Carter signed a directive authorising 
secret aid to the opponents of the 
pro-Soviet regime, and as Zbigniew 
Brzezinski, his National Security Ad-
viser, correctly recalled in 1998, the 
explicit aim was 'to induce a Soviet 
military intervention …” . 
 
“I wrote to President Carter: We 
now have the opportunity of giving 
to the USSR its Vietnam War' [em-
phasis added]” (i-bid., p47; “Blow-
back”, op. cit., pp. xiii/iv). Thus, 
predatory Western geopolitics dic-
tated this specific momentous deci-
sion. “The American objective was 
to see the Soviet Union mauled, not 
to help Afghans. It was to bait the 
Russians, and a bloody war on Af-
ghan soil was only a means to this 
end” (“Another Century Of War?”, 
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ibid.). 
 
A big “added attraction” [was] that 
Soviet intervention would “inflame 
Muslim opinion against them in ma-
ny countries” (ibid.). And to hell with 
the Afghan people who were des-
tined “to pay an immense human 
price in the process …” (ibid.).  As 
MJ Akbar so pertinently observes: 
“A country that had either been too 
remote or too exotic for America 
suddenly became its opportunity 
base. One and a half million Af-
ghans died and the world was a dif-
ferent place by the time the defeat-
ed Soviets withdrew in 1989” (“The 
Shade Of Swords”, op. cit.). 
 
Yet in a 1998 interview, Zbigniew 
Brzezinski even boasted about de-
livering a killer blow to the Soviets, 
and dismissed the Taliban (and by 
implication, al Qaeda too) as just 
“some agitated Moslems” (“Blow-
back”, op. cit., pp.xiii/iv). Among the 
horrible grim legacy for which the 
US bears “some responsibility” were 
“ten million landmines left in the 
ground there” to continue killing and 
maiming people, including many un-
fortunate children (ibid., pp.xiv). This 
was a “collateral damage” problem 
to which NZ later contributed during 
its part in the post-9/11 occupation. 
 
Blowback From Battling The Bear 
MJ Akbar cites the “Pakistani jour-
nalist Ahmed Rashid, author of the 
excellent book ‘Taliban: Islam, Oil 
And The New Great Game In Cen-
tral Asia’ [IB Tauris, 2000], who quo-
ted Lt. Gen. Hameed Gul, the then 
‘chief of Inter-Services Intelligence 
(ISI), the intelligence agency that 
spearheaded the Pakistan effort a-
gainst the Soviet occupation’” (“The 
Shade Of Swords”, op. cit.). Rashid 

had asked him in 1989 whether en-
couraging violent jihad could be 
“playing with fire” (ibid.). 
 
Gul justified “the first Islamic inter-
national brigade in the modern era” 
as similar to communist “internatio-
nal brigades” and the West's NATO 
(ibid.). The US and Saudi Arabia 
had backed to the hilt the Islamist 
resistance in Afghanistan and corre-
spondingly the ruthless Islamist dic-
tatorship of President Zia ul Haq, 
which acted as a funnel for Paki-
stani and foreign jihadi fighters. 
 
America's imperialist culture even 
celebrated and glorified Gul's “Isla-
mic international brigade” with a 
2007 Hollywood film about how the 
dissolute Texan “cowboy” Con-
gressman Charlie Wilson and CIA 
operative Gustav Avrakotos were in-
strumental in initiating “Operation 
Cyclone”, which organised and sup-
plied the Afghan mujahideen (“Char-
lie Wilson's War. The Culture Of Im-
perialism And The Distortion Of His-
tory”, Jeremy Kuzmarov, History 
News Network)19. 
 
As described above, and to elabo-
rate and emphasise a bit more: 
“America dismissed the threat from 
the aftermath [of Operation Cyclone] 
as of little consequence. In an [in]
famous remark, Zbigniew Brzezins-
ki, National Security Adviser to Jim-
my Carter, asked whether a few 
stirred up Muslims were more im-
portant than the defeat of the Soviet 
Union and the liberation of eastern 
Europe” (“The Shade of Swords”, 
op. cit., pp217/8). 
 
“Among those stirred up Muslims 
was Osama bin Laden, who first 
came to Peshawar in 1980 with the 

gushing support of Prince Turki bin 
Faisal, head of the Saudi intelli-
gence agency, the Istakhbarat. In 
1984, Osama's friend and perhaps 
mentor Abdullah Azam set up the 
Makhtab al Khidmat, or Centre for 
Service; from here originated the 
network that became al Qaeda”, the 
base for Islamist revolution (ibid., 
p218). 
 
More Background To The  
Afghanistan Fallout, Etc. 
The Caspian Sea region and adjoin-
ing areas had become the prime fo-
cus of the American greed for fossil 
fuels after the collapse of the Soviet 
Union in 1992. In sync with John Pil-
ger, US-based journalist Lutz Kleve-
man wrote in 2002: “The war 
against al Qaeda focused interna-
tional attention on the Caspian re-
gion as an area of strategic impor-
tance. However, the Afghan cam-
paign is only an episode, albeit an 
important one, in a much larger 
struggle:  the  ‘New   Great   Game’” 
(“The New Great Game: Blood And 
Oil In Central Asia”, Atlantic Books, 
2002-3/4, p2). 
 
Like John Pilger, Klutzman evokes 
the idea of how episodes of history 
can repeat so much in form and 
content.  The term “Great Game” 
originated in the 19th Century, de-
scribing the struggle between Britain 
and Russia for hegemony in Central 
Asia. Throughout the period of this 
particular conflict, Britain was most 
concerned about keeping control of 
the borders and access routes for 
its prize possession of India, the 
“Jewel in the Crown” of Empire. 
Much of the competitive posturing 
between the two powers centred on 
the crumbling Ottoman Empire. 
 
Returning to the late 20th Century, 
yet another investigative journalist 
and historian Tom Bower has de-
scribed how, during the mid-1990s 
in the capitalist chaos unleashed in 
Russia under newly re-elected Pres-
ident Boris Yeltsin, Washington saw 
the “opportunity to replace Russia's 
historic control over the estimated 
200 billion barrels of oil and gas 
around the Caspian Sea” (“The 
Squeeze: Oil, Money, And Greed In 
The 21st Century”, Tom Bower, Har-
per Press, 2009, p93). 
 
In the coming years, US-led foreign 
control predators worked to stake 
out the region as much as possible, 
including in Russia itself. However, 
President Putin's assertive resource 
nationalism eventually got American 
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Vice-President Dick Cheney fired up 
and spitting tacks of frustration (ib-
id., p296). “Obtaining Caspian oil 
without Russian interference [had] 
preoccupied [President] Clinton” (ib-
id., p93). 
 
But the struggle had outstripped 
America's greedy geopolitical ambi-
tions! Anglo-American operatives – 
intelligence agents, diplomatic mis-
sions, transnational corporations 
(TNCs), business investors, econo-
mic fixers, etc. – were all pouring in-
to the former Soviet republics, trying 
to grab their energy and other natu-
ral resources, and generally move 
them into the Western commercial 
and political orbit. 
 
“International security expert” Mi-
chael T Klare in a chapter on “Ener-
gy Conflict In The Caspian Sea Ba-
sin” recounts that by the start of the 
21st Century literally “hundreds of 
companies [had] flocked to the re-
gion in search of the new 'oil El Do-
rado'”, including “many of the 
world's leading energy concerns” - 
from BP Amoco to Agip of Italy, and 
from ExxonMobil to “Lukoil of Rus-
sia and the China National Petrole-
um Corporation” (“Resource Wars: 
The New Landscape Of Global Con-
flict”, Owl Books, p86). 
 
NATO And The Neoliberal  
Militarist Marketeers 
By this stage, too, the blatantly mili-
tarist neoliberal market had stepped 
up aggressively. Stephen F Cohen, 
a Professor of Russian Studies and 
History at New York University, 
pointed out in August 1997 [per a di-
ary report] that NATO's increasing 
intrusion into former Soviet territory 
was potent with very disturbing im-
plications for the future (“Failed Cru-
sade: America And The Tragedy Of 
Post-Communist Russia”, WW Nor-
ton & Co., 2000, p148). 
 
Cohen reported that most Russian 
foreign policy specialists spoke “of a 
looming crisis, not normalisation” 
given this continuing intrusion (ib-
id.). Symbolically enough, the “July 
NATO summit in Madrid [had seen] 
President Leonid Kuchma of 
Ukraine, the second most populous 
and strategically important former 
Soviet republic, [sign] a highly publi-
cised agreement with the Western 
alliance” (ibid.). These specialists al-
so certainly did not “minimise state-
ments by US officials that NATO's 
expansion eastward [had] only be-
gun”, and that the Baltic states were 
next on its takeover list (ibid.). 

Again, Professor Cohen - writing 
right on the turn of the century - apt-
ly condemned “the folly of the Amer-
ican crusade to reinvent Russia” (ib-
id., p246). Both Democrat Al Gore 
and Republican George W Bush, 
the two Presidential candidates at 
the time, were firmly committed to 
this US-led capitalist crusade (ibid.). 
“As its co-sponsor in the 1990s, 
Vice President Gore [during the 
Clinton Administration] seemed ea-
ger to pursue the same intrusive im-
perial policy already under way in 
Ukraine. Governor Bush did not ob-
ject, his chief foreign policy adviser 
echoing the crusade's missionary 
premise: 'The 21st Century will be 
based on American principles'” (ib-
id.). 
 
Later, during the Obama Adminis-
tration, Vice-President Joe Biden 
(2009-17) headed a coldly calculat-
ed and lavishly funded campaign to 
prise Ukraine out of the Russian 
sphere of influence. There were evi-
dently some “potentially explosive 
conflicts between Russia and 
Ukraine”, which the US/NATO phal-
anx could exploit to their advantage, 
along with all the various means of 
manipulation at their disposal that 
had been so tried and tested in a 
multitude of countries (ibid., p99). 
 
The US/NATO subversive campaign 
duly culminated in the 2014 over-
throw of a democratically elected 
Ukrainian government, and all the 
ongoing fallout from this contrived 
destabilisation. To this day, these 
militarist neoliberal forces can count 
on the malicious spin of the Western 
mainstream media. More specifical-
ly, as for ongoing fallout from the 
Western subversion of the Ukraine, 
the risks range from another possi-
ble trigger point for WWIII to its con-
tribution to the growth of the neo-
fascist movement throughout the 
West (“Inspiring Right-Wing Extrem-
ists Across The Globe”, op. cit.). 
 
Pipeline Geopolitics Burst Open! 
In the years around the advent of 
the 21st Century, i.e., during the late 
1990s and early 2000s, as part of 
the scramble for resources in Cen-
tral Asia and adjoining areas, pipe-
line geopolitics came to the fore as 
a major issue. The Anglo-American 
axis was intent on trying to install or 
secure gas pipelines in both the 
conflicted states of Afghanistan and 
the Ukraine. 
 
These pipeline concerns were sig-
nificant aspects of a perceived need 

to ensure stable supplies of fossil 
fuels, both oil and gas. A series of 
complex, entangled resource con-
troversies ensued with the contest 
between Russia and the US central 
to this new sphere of geopolitical 
competition. For a crucial period, Af-
ghanistan figured prominently in the 
“Great Game”. The Clinton Admin-
istration welcomed the Taliban to 
power in 1996 and even portrayed 
the takeover as “a peaceful political 
process” that would hopefully “lead 
to stability in the Hindu Kush” (“The 
New Great Game”, op. cit., p160). 
 
Unocal, the American energy TNC, 
prepared to build gas pipelines 
through Taliban-controlled territory 
(ibid.).  “In February and November 
1997, two Taliban delegations ac-
cepted an invitation from Unocal 
and travelled to Washington and 
Houston for talks with Government 
representatives and Unocal execu-
tives” (ibid.). But the pipeline plans 
fell apart with lack of societal stabil-
ity due to continuing civil strife, and 
the US then cynically switched sup-
port to the Taliban's Northern Alli-
ance enemies. Thousands of deaths 
and atrocities flowed from this 
move, culminating in the post 9/11 
invasion and its deeply painful after-
math. 
 
Meanwhile, geopolitical strife over 
gas supplies in Eurasia went on. By 
the mid-years of the first decade of 
the 21st Century, disputes over the 
pricing of energy resources, espe-
cially natural gas, had aggravated 
tensions between Russia and the 
US. In January 2006, Russia's Gaz-
prom turned off the taps to Ukraine, 
also adversely affecting Western 
Europe as the pipeline concerned 
fed gas to the West. And, so, the 
struggle over energy supplies and 
resources, plus a plethora of other 
issues, has gone on ever since… 
 
Losing Afghanistan 
It is sobering to note that the so-
called “Great Game” began in 19th 
Century Afghanistan but this country 
has only got attention when West-
ern interests are directly impacted 
(“Freedom Next Time”, John Pilger, 
Black Swan, 2006, in the conclusion 
to chapter 5, “Liberating Afghani-
stan”, p414).  Since the 9/11 inva-
sion, as John Pilger has so perti-
nently observed, Afghanistan was 
only ever “a front-page 'story' when 
NATO forces [were] under siege to 
a resurgent Taliban” (ibid.). 
 
This very biased pattern of report-
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age, of course, has long been the 
norm for Western geopolitical inter-
ventions.  To be sure, it conforms to 
the general treatment of lands that 
seem to have little relevance for our 
self-interest as defined by the ruling 
power elite, except in a moment of 
crisis for Western interests and 
lives. Paradoxically, and ironically 
enough, the dark side of the coin al-
so covers all the covert “dirty work” 
that the West, especially the Anglo-
American axis, wants to keep under 
wraps. Yet, as Professor Chalmers 
Johnson has stressed in “Blow-
back” (op. cit.), a lot of the deleteri-
ous outcomes eventually spill out in-
to the daylight, even though the 
mainstream media still do their best 
to mislead and suppress the truth. 
 
John Pilger concludes the ironically 
titled chapter “Liberating Afghani-
stan” in his book “Freedom Next 
Time” cited above with a piece of 
very dark outraged satire on what 
was just “a minor BBC news item” 
about “More Afghan Children Die In 
Raids”, dated December 10, 2003 
(ibid.). After citing an American apo-
logy for killing nine so very unfortu-
nate children in one bombing attack, 
the BBC news item revealed [that] 
another such raid had killed six 
more children (ibid.). This second 
murderous raid came hard on the 
heels of the first raid. 
 
“However, the US warned it would 
not be deterred by civilian casual-
ties. A US spokesman said [the 
dead children] were partly to blame 
for being at a site used by militants 
…” (ibid.). This kind  of operation set 
the pattern of US/NATO COIN up to 
the disastrous withdrawal in August 
2021. Western special forces death 
squads carried out routine night 
raids on rural villages as described 
in “Hit And Run: The New Zealand 
SAS in Afghanistan And The Mean-
ing Of Honour”, Nicky Hager & Jon 
Stephenson, Potton & Burton, 2017. 
(Hager's “Other Peoples' Wars: New 
Zealand In Afghanistan, Iraq, And 
The War On Terror” [Potton & Bur-
ton, 2011] provides an extensive ex-
amination of NZ's participation in 
targeted killing operations). 
 
Deadly Depredations 
We can see from the narrative of 
“Hit And Run” just how counter-pro-
ductive the US/NATO occupation 
strategy would prove to be. The cy-
nically contrived camouflage of sup-
posedly trying “to win hearts and 
minds” while routinely carrying out 
death squad “kill or capture” raids 

and artillery/bomber/drone attacks 
eventually produced a plethora of 
angry resistance across the country. 
 
Douglas Valentine, an expert on the 
deadly depredations and criminal 
nature of the CIA, has several chap-
ters in his excoriating in-depth study 
of the “Firm” with titles like “What 
We Really Learned From Vietnam: 
A War Crimes Model For Afghani-
stan And Elsewhere” (see ch. 5 in 
his “The CIA As Organised Crime: 
How Illegal Operations Corrupt 
America And The World”, Clarity 
Press, Inc., 2017). In reality, US/
Western barbarism and “Dirty War” 
tactics were set loose again in Af-
ghanistan (ibid., chs 5 – 8). 
 
This became particularly evident du-
ring the Trump Presidency 2017-21 
when the American Administration 
dropped any pretence of human 
rights concerns in its military opera-
tions, despite the UN presence. In 
the end, a Maoist-type revolutionary 
strategy succeeded with the peas-
ants surrounding the cities and 
towns, and defeating the foreign op-
pressors and their comprador elite. 
Like the Soviets were, the NATO al-
liance has been triumphantly evict-
ed in a Vietnam-type rout. 
 
It was yet so sadly symbolic that the 
US's parting-shot as it scrambled  
ignominiously to leave Afghanistan 
was to kill another ten civilians, in-
cluding seven children, in a drone 
strike in Kabul. The US military, in 
typical fashion, mistook an aid vehi-
cle for an ISIS attack mechanism, 
despite hours of close surveillance 
(“US Says Kabul Drone Strike Killed 
Ten Civilians, Including Children”, 
17/9/21)20. In the end, glaring policy 
contradictions comprehensively un-
dermined the Western COIN pro-
gramme. “Hit And Run” co-author 
Nicky Hager has succinctly summed 
up the failure of the latest Western 
attempt to subjugate Afghanistan21. 
 
Pragmatic Digging In At The  
Outposts? 
Let us take a wider perspective on 
the issues ahead. In an exposition 
of the latest threats to the West's 
frontiers, Australian David Kilcullen, 
a leading Social Darwinist analyst, 
State terrorist, and touted Western 
COIN “expert”, warns darkly about 
the mounting challenges (“The Dra-
gon And The Snakes: How The 
Rest Learned To Fight The West”, 
Scribe, 2020). These days, Kilcullen 
is a Professor in the School of Hu-
manities & Social Sciences of the 

University of New South Wales and 
a Professor of Practice in Global 
Security at Arizona State University.  
He is billed as a former soldier and 
diplomat “who served as a COIN 
adviser during the wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan” (ibid.). 
 
David Kilcullen is very happy to em-
brace the historical imperial legacy 
in his advocacy for protecting the 
perimeters of Western dominance 
according to current and future pri-
orities as he perceives them. He 
even draws lessons to some extent 
from the previous experience of Brit-
ain in securing the borders of its In-
dian empire. 
 
His current concerns revolve around 
the new threats from the enemy 
forces which he sees as gathering 
against the West - the Chinese “dra-
gon” and the so-called “snakes”, 
which include both states, e.g., Rus-
sia, and non-state actors like ISIS. 
In using this specific terminology, 
Kilcullen is echoing a prediction 
made by James Woolsey, a “Cold 
War insider”, on the latter's Con-
gressional confirmation as President 
Bill Clinton's CIA Director in 1993. 
This particular prediction inspires 
Kilcullen's own analyses and inter-
pretations. 
 
In the Introduction to his book cited 
above, Professor Kilcullen describes 
the general threat as he defines it: 
“Already clear was the growing influ-
ence (and increasingly sophisticated 
methodology) of competitive or ac-
tively hostile nation-states that were 
exploiting our exclusive focus on 
terrorism”, seeking to fill the geopo-
litical, economic and security vacu-
um we had left as we became 
bogged down in the wars of occupa-
tion in Iraq and Afghanistan” (ibid., 
p1). 
 
He proceeds with some examples: 
“… the Chinese-constructed con-
tainer terminal on Colombia's Pacific 
coast, as well as Chinese military 
advisers and hardware across Afri-
ca…; Russian private military con-
tractors appearing in Syria to sup-
port Bashar-al Assad's regime; Rus-
sia's decision to reopen its signals 
intelligence station at Lourdes [near 
Havana], Cuba, directly targeting 
the US; the Iranian and North Kore-
an advisers and military operators in 
Venezuela; the competition for influ-
ence among Turkey, South Arabia, 
and Iran (and their Gulf allies) in the 
Horn of Africa and across North Afri-
ca…” (ibid., p2). 
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David Kilcullen proclaims these ex-
amples as “signs that, as we had 
doubled down on terrorism, other 
risks and competitors were growing 
apace” (ibid.). Further concerns ac-
cording to Kilcullen relate to China's 
militarisation of the South China 
Sea and Russia's seizure of Crimea 
and “barely covert invasion of 
Ukraine” (ibid.). His book goes on to 
review these growing threats and 
how the West should deal with 
them. I shall examine his thesis 
again later in a bit more detail. 
 
Expanding The Imperial Frontier? 
Dr Thomas Barnett is another ex-
emplar of warmongering American 
Social Darwinism, cheered on by 
the Washington “beltway”. Barnett 
preached in the early 2000s what he 
promotes as a reformulated version 
of US-led globalisation. He operates 
as a very closely connected Penta-
gon adviser and military “geostrate-
gist”. Around the 2004 publication 
date of his book on this theme - 
“The Pentagon's New Map: War 
And Peace In The Twenty-First 
Century”, (Berkley Books) – he was 
a professor at the US Naval War 
College. He is now a director at En-
terra Solutions, a high-tech consul-
tancy firm, as well as holding an ac-
ademic post (Thomas PM Barnett, 
Wikipedia)22. 
 
According to his Wikipedia entry: 
“Key to Barnett's geostrategic ideas 
is that the US should ‘export securi-
ty’ from what he calls ‘the Function-
ing Core’ [i.e., the West and its al-
lies] to the [‘Non-Integrating] ‘Gap’, 
i.e., poor “underdeveloped coun-
tries”, or largely what used to be 
called the “Third World” or the 
“South”, comprising Africa, Asia, 
and Latin America” (ibid.). This pro-
ject is aimed at integrating “those 
regions with the Core, even if this 
means going to war in Gap coun-
tries, followed by long periods of na-
tion-building” (ibid.). So, this is An-
glo-American/Western imperialism 
openly and unashamedly writ large! 
 
Note that despite the implicit refer-
ence to Barnett's warmongering, the 
Wikipedia entry is a typically friendly 
and bowdlerised piece of American 
propaganda in itself. The most ex-
treme and vicious imperialism is 
spun as relatively benign. A geogra-
phical arc, which incorporates most 
of Africa/all the Middle East/and 
much of Central Asia, i.e., an arc 
from Nigeria to Afghanistan, current-
ly and graphically illustrates what 
the neo-colonialist views of Barnett 

& co. have meant in actuality. Simi-
larly, the fallout from Western State 
terrorism and imperial intervention 
has been full in the face of New 
Zealanders in recent years. 
 
Such views as expressed by Thom-
as Barnett have been, of course, a 
dime a dozen among the American 
power elite and the multiple agen-
cies of their dissemination. The US 
in general has a very Rightwing ca-
pitalist cultural orientation, and Pre-
sident Joe Biden has even proudly 
proclaimed an “aggressive” foreign 
policy. The move to neo-fascism 
has become more openly visible as 
time goes on. It is grounded in the 
brutal subjugation of its indigenous 
population and the systematic re-
pression of black African Ameri-
cans, rooted in the long history of 
slavery (“The Reckoning”, op. cit.). 
 
Generating And Cheering On 
Chaos 
In effect, and ironically enough, Bar-
nett enthusiastically embraces what 
had earlier come to be known as 
“dependency theory” in the Leftwing 
lexicon. According to this Leftwing 
critique, the wealthy imperialist core 
exploits the periphery in modes that 
generate “underdevelopment”, es-
pecially by the extraction of natural 
resources (“dependency theory” in 
“The New Fontana Dictionary Of 
Modern Thought”, ed., Alan Bullock 
& Stephen Trombley, Harper Col-
lins, 3rd Ed., 1999, p213). 
 
Barnett happily turns such criticism 
of neo-imperialism on its head, 
grossly misrepresenting history and 
current reality as suits his thesis. 
Dependency theory certainly contin-
ues to have a great deal of truth. 
Barnett & co. only affirm this truth! 
For these ideologues., Pax Ameri-
cana and militarisation of the neo-
liberal market imposes new sets of 
international rules for the greater 
good! 
 
From his own viewpoint, Barnett 
contends in particular that the ener-
gy cockpit of the Middle East is in-
sufficiently connected to the US-
centred Core, and that this is really 
the reason behind the rise of al 
Qaeda and Muslim anti-Western an-
tagonism. Hence, the need for pre-
emptive violence not just to secure 
oil and gas reserves but to impose 
the kind of economic globalisation 
trumpeted by free market ideo-
logues like Thomas Friedman and 
Francis Fukuyama. The Core has to 
close the Gap as it were, even it 

means steamrolling any independ-
ent nationalist opposition. Of 
course, Leftwingers are the real ulti-
mate enemy and totally beyond the 
pale! 
 
Consequently, Barnett was an en-
thusiastic cheerleader of the 2003 
US invasion of Iraq and the purport-
ed programme of “nation-building” 
there. In actuality, US Defense Sec-
retary Donald Rumsfeld at one point 
even openly rejected any pretence 
of such a programme.  And the 
same post-invasion failure at socie-
tal stabilisation has obviously hap-
pened in the case of Afghanistan. 
 
But for Barnett: “Taking down Sad-
dam [in the 2003 invasion of Iraq] 
forced the US to take responsibility 
for the security environment in the 
Gap, and that's why I [i.e., Barnett] 
supported the war” (“The Penta-
gon's New Map”, op. cit., p155). And 
what a horrible mess has ensued for 
the unfortunate inhabitants of this 
afflicted and broken land. So much 
then also for a “rules-based interna-
tional order” policed by the US…  
(“Lawless World: America And The 
Making And Breaking Of Global 
Rules”, Philippe Sands, Allen Lane/
Penguin, 2005). 
 
Development of the rich countries 
has certainly long depended on the 
exploitation of poor countries, and 
the plunder of the planetary environ-
ment. So, naturally enough, Estab-
lishment media like the New York 
Times (NYT) and key institutions 
like the Council on Foreign Rela-
tions have been full of praise for the 
exposition of this particular doctrine 
of global power. Barnett has indeed 
been a very influential member of 
America's ruling class. Some other 
commentators see Barnett instead 
as just another crazy imperialist 
warmonger! Check out his online 
videos!! 
 
Containment And Compounding 
Geopolitical Challenges 
It is important however at this point 
in my article to flag the ways in 
which imperialist doctrine is being 
adapted and honed up to meet the 
new perceived priority threats since 
the early 2000s. This new set of 
threats, as identified and portrayed 
by the likes of Professor David Kil-
cullen, takes the form of both tradi-
tional and newer rivals and belliger-
ents who have better modified their 
strategies and tactics to contest the 
West. 
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The rise of China and Anglo-Ameri-
can/Western efforts to counter this 
rise have now come front stage. We 
can cite another leading American 
neo-imperialist ideologue in this re-
gard. Robert Kaplan pontificated in 
2005 that: “The Middle East is just a 
blip. The American military contest 
in the Pacific will define the 21st 
Century. And China will be a more 
formidable adversary than Russia 
ever was” (“How We Would Fight 
China”, Atlantic, 1/6/05)23. 
 
Correspondingly in reaction, the An-
glo-American axis and its allies 
have more or less abandoned cer-
tain key elements of Barnett's earlier 
prescription of conquest wars on 
frontier lands. The Biden Adminis-
tration has withdrawn large-scale 
occupier forces from Afghanistan 
and similarly phased down to a con-
siderable extent in Iraq (“US, Iraqi 
Officials To Announce US Military 
Shift To Advisory Role In Iraq By 
Year’s End”, Politico, 22/7/21) 24. 
 
In a major strategic shift, the US has 
reoriented to face off directly against 
both Russia and China. At the same 
time, it has shifted to a more flexible 
approach in the Middle East and 
other conflict areas in the rest of 
what used to be called the “Third 
World”, and elsewhere. Overall, this 
more flexible approach reflects the 
kind of advice proffered by the likes 
of Kilcullen & co. The principal in-
junction made by Kilcullen is that 
our enemies have adapted and that 
the West needs to adapt in res-
ponse, or “our decline is only a mat-
ter of time” (“The Dragon And The 
Snakes”, op. cit., p6).  At times, Pro-
fessor Kilcullen is hilarious in the 
kind of crap analysis he tries to spin. 

For instance, he declares that just 
as non-State group ISIS drew on 
the “techniques, organisations, and 
equipment from nation-states, Rus-
sia proved increasingly adept at 
drawing from the playbook of non-
State actors. Sponsorship of militias 
and guerrilla groups (both in the 
physical world and via cyber militias 
and botnets online), the promotion 
of coups and separatist movements, 
the application of agitation and pro-
paganda to destabilise adversaries, 
the manipulation of migration, the 
assassination of political opponents, 
the weaponisation of energy sup-
plies, and election interference 
[have] all showed Russia's willing-
ness to adopt the techniques of non
-State actors while pursuing nation-
state objectives” (ibid., p5). Is this 
guy for real!  All of these techniques 
have been pioneered in one way or 
another, or long adopted and adap-
ted according to specific aim and 
circumstance, by the US and its 
agents whether State or non-State. 
 
American Aggression In Aid Of 
Imperialist Accumulation 
We can trace the roots of so much 
militarisation and ultimately self-de-
feating aggression back to the neo-
liberal warmongering Reagan/That-
cher era. For a fuller understanding 
of the present and currently unfold-
ing future, it is well worth looking in 
more depth at the underlying as-
sumptions and rationales making for 
the syndrome of compounding geo-
political conflicts, along with some of 
the various strategies and tactics 
applied. 
 
Let a militarist US publication set 
the context and background back in 
the Reaganite 1980s with a state-

ment of its self-justifying doctrine for 
a more aggressive foreign policy 
strategy. Coupled with a perception 
of a growing threat from internation-
al terrorism was “a perceived in-
crease in the level of Soviet and Cu-
ban support to guerrilla movements 
in the Third World countries of Afri-
ca, Latin America, the Caribbean, 
and South-east Asia” (“The Green 
Beret: US Special Forces From Vi-
etnam To Delta Force”, Adrian Eng-
lish, et al, Villard Elite Forces Mili-
tary Series, 1986, p90). 
 
This rationale, as spelt out in “The 
Green Beret”, elaborates on these 
perceived rising threats. “The Soviet 
invasion of Afghanistan in 1979 and 
intelligence reports on the strength-
ening of Soviet Spetsnaz special 
forces have fuelled the growing de-
mand for military forces capable of 
dealing with what have become as 
'low-intensity' conflicts. As a 1983 
report commissioned by the US Ar-
my stated: 'We have come to realise 
that we cannot slug it out with nucle-
ar weapons and we must prepare 
for an era when low-intensity conflict 
is the norm'”. 
 
“Dealing with peacetime instability in 
the Third World, where the deploy-
ment of large, regular forces is im-
possible, has now become the cen-
tral concern of the Special Forces. 
In this role, it is the job of the Green 
Berets to be ready at all times for 
rapid deployment at a moment's no-
tice anywhere in the world, either as 
a shock force or as a military advi-
sory mission” (ibid.). “Ready Reac-
tion” became the dominant mantra! 
 
Death Squad Depredations 
The authors of “The Green Beret” 
extol the death squad “recon” (re-
connaissance) teams who were pic-
tured as preying on the Viet Cong 
insurgents during the Vietnam war.  
It gloats that: “The VC were learning 
that it was hard to hide from the re-
con teams, who would often appear 
from nowhere in the gloom of the 
South Vietnamese jungle to wreak 
havoc, and then fade back into the 
countryside, their mission accom-
plished. 'Sat Cong' (kill communists) 
[my emphasis] was the motto of 
many recon teams” (ibid., p43). 
 
Special forces' dirty work evokes the 
epitome of “killer ape” glee in West-
ern culture, which in turn affords an-
other insight into human pathology. 
As famed investigative reporter 
John Pilger described the reality on 
the ground: [American aid money] 
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“mostly bribed local elites - while 
American-led death squads conduc-
ted terror campaigns against those 
suspected of supporting the 'internal 
aggression' of the 'insurgents'” (“Hid-
den Agendas”, Vintage, 1998, p62). 
 
“The central coordinating body res-
ponsible for organising and evaluat-
ing the performance of field teams 
was the Military Assistance Com-
mand Vietnam, Studies and Obser-
vations Group (MACV/SOG). More 
commonly known as the Special 
Operations Group, SOG was acti-
vated in 1964 and through MACV 
was directly accountable to the US 
Joint Chiefs of Staff …” (“Green Be-
ret”, op. cit., pp43/4). According to 
the “The Green Beret” exposition: 
“The newly-created SOG also at-
tracted some of the finest, most ex-
perienced senior officers available, 
such as Colonel John Singlaub 
…” (ibid., p44). I take a close look at 
Singlaub's record in the rest of my 
article. 
 
From time to time, as well as being 
the bulwark of many repressive re-
gimes, the US has also been the 
backer of various insurgencies ac-
cording to its imperialist imperatives, 
however artificially contrived such 
insurgencies can be. In the case of 
the latter strategy, notorious exam-
ples of such geopolitical insurgency 
range from the creation and support 
of the Contras in attacking Nicara-
gua to both covert and overt back-
ing for Islamic jihadists against Pre-
sident Assad's Syrian regime. Cor-
respondingly, the corporate main-
stream media have exulted in ped-
dling “fake news” propaganda. 
 
Nazi Inspiration For Competitive 
Geopolitics 
Rightwing extremists and notorious 
“death squad” practitioners have 
been the exemplar of special forces 
glory for the Pentagon, the CIA, & 
co. A graphic and illuminating case 
study is the pivotal role played by 
retired Army Major General (and 
CIA agent) John K Singlaub. His 
patriotic, tribalist fascism is admir-
ingly highlighted by “military capabil-
ities expert” and “Army intelligence 
officer” Joel Nadel of the US De-
fense Department, and naval war-
fare proponent co-author JR Wright, 
in their “Special Men And Special 
Missions: Inside American Special 
Operations Forces 1945 to the Pre-
sent” (Greenhill Books, 1994, 
pp94/5) 
 
Nadel and Wright are especially rapt 

with Singlaub's record regarding 
what they call the “anti-communist 
Contra movement in Nicaragua”, 
against the socialist Sandinista re-
volution in the early 1980s (ibid., 
p94). For them, the evil Singlaub is 
an American hero, who rescued the 
Contra insurgents from “the verge of 
collapse”, when he led the fascist/
Nazi “World Anti-Communist League 
(WACL) … to privately resupply and 
train Contra fighters” (ibid.). These 
Pentagon PR agents duly echo Pre-
sident Reagan's praise of the Con-
tras as “freedom fighters”, and their 
confrere Singlaub as another such 
exemplar! 
 
Even caustic critics have also seen 
John Singlaub, albeit from a very 
different point of view, as a most ca-
pable functionary for the fascist 
cause. In the words of some very 
perceptive analysts: “The highly ef-
fective front man for the [Reagan] 
White House aid effort in Central 
America was retired General John 
Singlaub” (“The Iran-Contra Con-
nection: Secret Teams And Covert 
Operations In The Reagan Era”, Jo-
nathan Marshall, Peter Dale Scott, 
and Jane Hunter, South End Press, 
1987, p197). Singlaub himself, how-
ever, got caught up in the “Iran-
Contra Affair”, which exposed much 
of the covert murderous malevo-
lence of the Reagan Administration 
(ibid.). 
 
Back in the 1960s, the secret “spe-
cial ops” SOG missions that the 
then Colonel Singlaub - “the covert 
warrior par excellence” - formerly or-
ganised in Indo-China were CIA-
linked “provocative raids conducted 
with  no  consultation  of  Congress”  
(ibid.). But then this is the militarist/
fascist defined version of democra-
cy and the defence of freedom! Re-
portedly, Oliver North, the National 
Security Council (NSC) officer, “who 
ran amok carrying out covert [Rea-
gan] Administration policies” at the 
core of the “Iran-Contra Affair”, met 
Singlaub in Vietnam during SOG's 
conduct of COIN missions in Laos 
(ibid., p200). 
 
Incidentally, the book just refer-
enced has a lot on Singlaub and his 
fellow operatives, including former 
CIA Deputy Director Dr Ray Cline, 
who played a very prominent role 
here in Aotearoa/NZ during the 
1980s, trying to subvert our newly 
declared nuclear-free zone. Like his 
very close mate Singlaub, Cline was 
a very enthusiastic death squad pro-
moter and organiser. 

“Pentagonese” Propaganda 
At this point, it needs to be said that 
Nadel and Wright’s book on Ameri-
can special forces (earlier cited 
above) is a pretty dry technical-type 
study pervaded with Pentagonese 
jargon and acronyms (“Special Men 
And Special Missions”, op. cit.). It is 
certainly not one of those colourful, 
coffee-table style books crudely gla-
mourising “derring-do killing sprees”! 
So, an insight into the underlying 
ideological principles of the Ameri-
can military-industrial power elite as 
afforded by the authors' comments 
on Singlaub's role with the Contras 
is most revealing. 
 
For Nadel and Wright, Singlaub is 
obviously a very “special” man, “par 
excellence!” Their warped ideology 
is so perverse that they actually ex-
tol Singlaub for having “breathed 
new life into the democratic move-
ment in Nicaragua” (“Special Men 
And Special Missions', op. cit., p94). 
You see, in their terms, the retired 
Army Major General most admirably 
“travelled the world, soliciting fund-
ing from private individuals and gov-
ernments sympathetic to the Contra 
cause” (ibid.). “Democracy” so often 
means “fascism” in American for-
eign policy and practice! 
 
Moreover, as they even so bizarrely 
go on to portray the situation, “Sing-
laub undertook this effort for altruis-
tic [my emphasis] reasons: he be-
lieved that Americans should stand 
behind their commitments, that the 
despotism and excesses that were 
communism should be destroyed 
wherever they manifested them-
selves, and that the Sandinistas as 
Soviet surrogates intended to export 
revolution throughout the Americas”  
(ibid., pp94/5). It must be said of 
course that Nadel and Wright's self-
serving hypocrisy simply reflects 
routine American geopolitics. 
 
John Singlaub was in fact, as al-
ready noted, the leading operative 
under the Reagan Administration at 
the heart of a CIA/Pentagon-linked, 
public-private network of govern-
ments, fascist/Nazi groups, and as-
sorted individuals (“The Iran-Contra 
Connection”, op. cit., pp15-17). In-
deed, loosely interrelated subsidiary 
“shadow networks” functioned under 
the umbrella of WACL & co. - in line 
with CIA/Pentagon direction - to car-
ry out much of the “dirty work” (or 
“dirty politics”) of Reaganite foreign 
policy. They included Oliver North's 
“Iran-Contra” operations. 
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Projecting Democracy?! 
A tiny, secret White House group 
connected with the National Securi-
ty Council (NSC) coordinated so-
called “Project Democracy”, using in 
particular “former Pentagon special 
operations veterans” as headed by 
Singlaub & co. These operatives 
were tasked with missions in Third 
World countries to crush Leftwing 
stirrings wherever found (ibid., pp9/ 
10). As indicated, Singlaub's mate 
Dr Ray Cline tried in various ways to 
derail Aotearoa/NZ's newly pro-
claimed nuclear-free zone, most 
prominently by setting up a so-
called “ANZUS think-tank”, in con-
junction with a whole raft of other 
techniques employed by the US. 
 
Check out relevant documentation 
in publications of the time, especial-
ly: Nuclear Free; NZ Monthly Re-
view; & historical series of Peace 
Researcher (PR)25; for a fascinating 
analysis of CIA-concocted politico-
economic manipulation in NZ and 
Australia in the 1970s & 80s, com-
plete with a photo rogues' gallery, 
see: Murray Horton’s 2021 article in 
Covert Action Magazine, 24/09/2126. 
 
Among the organisations coordinat-
ed by WACL & co. were “Cuban ex-
ile terrorist veterans of the secret 
war against Castro…; former CIA 
contract pilots who flew supply mis-
sions to Central America; former 
Pentagon special operations officers 
skilled in covert missions; and a pri-
vate aid network”, which even inclu-
ded “CAUSA, a political arm of Sun 
Myung Moon's Unification Church 
i.e., a branch of the South Korean 
“Moonies” (“The Iran-Contra Con-
nection”, op. cit., p16). 
 
In the late 1980s, CAUSA - as front-
ed by the “Moonie” cult - even 
popped up rather bizarrely as an ac-
tive pro-American, pro-ANZUS, and 
pro-nuclear group in Aotearoa/NZ. It 
was one of a number of US-spon-
sored groups in this era aimed at 
undermining our new democratically 
decided nuclear free zone (Nuclear 
Free, op. cit.).  As a prime mover in 
WACL/CAUSA, Ray Cline had es-
pecially cosy connections with this 
movement. Significantly enough,  
and true to form, some National 
Party MPs of the day were closely 
associated with WACL/CAUSA, and 
very clearly in touch with the Ameri-
can programme to subvert our de-
mocracy. 
 
Death Squad Shadow  
Governments – Guatemala,  

El Salvador, & Co. 
A scrutiny of Singlaub's “dirty work” 
record serves several purposes at 
this stage in my article. It not only 
points up the fascist/Nazi underpin-
nings of so much of American for-
eign policy intervention strategy in 
other countries but identifies issues 
and factors critical in the evolution 
of this policy. It helps to illuminate 
aspects of current geopolitics and 
the various crises and humanitarian 
disasters consequently engendered, 
and still unfolding. 
 
Singlaub's fascist foreign policy du-
ties proceeded in a series of Go-
vernmentally greased steps, aside 
from a hiatus following a political 
disagreement. I have outlined above 
how as a veteran of CIA and military 
“special operations” in Indo-China, 
Singlaub proved ever eager for fur-
ther bloody, dirty work.  After a 
forced retirement from official duties 
in protest at President Jimmy Car-
ter's proclaimed more moderate hu-
man rights foreign policy during 
1977-81, he set out on his own pri-
vate anti-communist crusade. Sing-
laub first made an enthusiastic con-
nection with the US-backed Guate-
malan State terrorist regime in Cen-
tral America, acting as a delegate 
for Presidential candidate Ronald 
Reagan. 
 
By the early 1970s, it could be said 
that: “For many years, the charac-
teristic feature of Guatemalan politi-
cal life [had] been the large number 
of disappearances of Guatemalan 
citizens” (“Amnesty International Re-
port On Torture”, Duckworth, 1973, 
p202). The “terrorist groups of a 
Death Squad type, including off-duty 
policemen and military elements 
among their members”, stemmed 
from “the massive anti-guerrilla op-
erations of the 1960s” (ibid.; “The 
American Connection”, Vol. Two, 
“State Terror And Popular Resis-
tance In Guatemala”, Michael Mc-
Clintock, Zed Books, 1985). 
 
“In December 1979, and again in 
1980, the ASC [the privately organ-
ised, so-called ‘American Security 
Council’] sent him “to meet Guate-
malan President Lucas Garcia and 
other officials. According to one of 
Singlaub's 1979 contacts, the clear 
message was that '[soon-to-be new 
President] Reagan recognises that 
a good deal of dirty work has to be 
done'” (“The Iran-Contra Connec-
tion”, op. cit., p54). As world chair-
man of WACL, Singlaub worked “in 
liaison with both William Casey 

[chief] of the CIA and Col. Oliver 
North of the NSC staff”, the key fig-
ure in the “Iran-Contra Affair” (ibid.). 
 
All this in the name of altruistic free-
dom naturally – i.e., freedom for US 
corporate and geopolitical interests, 
and their greedy comprador Central 
American mates! “On his return to 
the US, according to [journalist Jen-
ny] Pearce, Singlaub called for 
'sympathetic understanding of the 
death squads'” (ibid.; “Under The 
Eagle: US Intervention In Central 
America And The Caribbean”, South 
End Press, 1981, p178). 
 
An Amnesty International investiga-
tion in February 1981 reported “that 
the links between the death squads 
and the authorities had been partic-
ularly blatant during the Presidency 
of Lucas Garcia, and that officials at 
the highest level had been involved 
in orchestrating a centralised pro-
gramme of illegal actions” (“Political 
Killings By Governments”, An Am-
nesty International Report”, 1983, 
p32). 
 
Fostering Entrepreneurial  
Freedom To Kill, Terrorise,  
And Exploit 
The ASC and WACL with their 
closely integrated Pentagon and 
CIA connections served as crucial 
platforms in the implementation of 
American State terrorism. As Pro-
fessor Edward Herman and co-
author Gerry O'Sullivan have point-
ed out, “WACL [was] linked exten-
sively to the US terrorism industry, 
including the experts of the Hoover 
Institution, CSIS [the Centre for 
Strategic and International Studies, 
a CIA-linked Washington think tank], 
and other Rightwing institutions and 
groups”. 
 
“These linkages to real terrorists 
add poignancy to the media's heavy 
dependence on these authorities to 
identify 'terrorists'” (“The Terrorism 
Industry: The Experts And Institu-
tions That Shape Our View Of Ter-
ror”, Pantheon Books, 1989, p69). 
State terrorism and war have been 
fused together in Pentagon/CIA 
strategy and practice (“Terrorism 
And War”, Howard Zinn, Allen & Un-
win, 2002). 
 
Herman and O'Sullivan emphasise 
how: “The Mass Media [act] As 
Transmission Belt Of The [US] Ter-
rorism Industry” (ibid., in ch. 8 of the 
same title). With the utmost cynical-
ly calculated hypocrisy: “The West-
ern model of terrorism focuses on 
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non-State actors, as many Western 
client states would have to be con-
demned if the traditional meaning 
was allowed to prevail”, let alone the 
global ringmaster itself – the US! 
(ibid., p205). Terrorist insurgents 
backed by the West like the Contras 
are ritually called “freedom fighters”, 
although this propaganda ploy has 
lost public plausibility over time in 
the context of the Middle East, etc. 
 
US/Western COIN has routinely pit-
ted ethnic groups against ethnic 
group, and even factions within an 
ethnic grouping. This indeed hails 
back to the glorified “conquest of the 
West” in North America during the 
war against the indigenous Indian 
tribes (“Bury My Heart At Wounded 
Knee: An Indian History Of The 
American West”, Dee Brown, Pan 
Books, 1970/72; & “The American 
West”, Dee Brown, Pocket Books, 
1994/2004). 
 
A graphic and most revealing ongo-
ing example of this strategy is the 
US support for “the [so-called] Syri-
an Democratic Forces (SDF) in 
eastern Syria. The SDF is the Kurd-
ish-dominated alliance of local mili-
tias that defeated ISIS in eastern 
Syria with US and British sup-
port” (“Biden Won't Abandon Us, 
Says Kurd Leader”, Press, 29/9/21). 
 
In actuality, this support for the SDF 
gives the Anglo-American axis a 
blatantly illegal [though never ac-
knowledged by the media!] toehold 
in Syria, and even provides cover 
for the pillage of oil reserves there.  
Biden actually “sent General Frank 
McKenzie, head of US Central Com-
mand, on an unannounced visit to 
give a personal assurance” to the 
SDF leader (ibid.) 
 
The SDF has been caught in region-
al crossfire, having been the victim 
of repeated Turkish attacks across 
the border. But, for its part, the SDF 
has also been guilty of human rights 
abuses (“UN Report Accuses SDF 
Of Rights Violations In Syria”, Ana-
dolu Agency, 7/3/18) 27. 
 
Geopolitical Games 
From a wider geopolitical perspec-
tive, the US presence in Syria not 
only enables its continuing attempts 
on the ground to undermine the 
Russian-backed Assad regime but 
furthers its “divide and rule” policy 
on Kurdish nationalistic aspirations. 
The strategy fits with the de facto 
balkanisation of Iraq, and the exploi-
tation of oil in the Kurdish-held north 

of that country.  At the same time, 
American support goes on as ever 
for the ruthless suppression of the 
Leftwing-oriented Kurdish minority 
in south-east Turkey. To be sure, 
history records the repeated betray-
al by the US of Kurdish nationalism 
as in Turkey, Iran, and whenever, 
and wherever, this has suited US 
geopolitics. 
 
In their study of Western State ter-
rorism, Herman and O'Sullivan rec-
ord that “Singlaub was close to the 
[Reagan] White House. From April 
1983 until October 1984, he chaired 
an official Pentagon panel estab-
lished to design US policies toward 
developing countries” (“The Terror-
ism Industry”, op. cit., p69). This was 
a panel packed with “extreme Right-
wing military officers and academi-
cians” (ibid.). Given that Singlaub's 
“altruism” knew no bounds, he was 
also appointed by the Reagan Ad-
ministration in April 1984 as “'the 
chief fund-raising contact' to the 
Contra army in Central Ameri-
ca” (ibid.). And, so it went … 
 
Partisan politics can make objectivi-
ty difficult at times, even with the 
best of intentions and a real effort at 
open-minded fairness. So let us 
take cognisance of revered, if con-
servative, assessment in the form of 
Encyclopedia Britannica. Under the 
entry of “Contras”, it is registered 
that: “The US CIA played a key role 
in training and funding the group, 
whose terrorist tactics were decried 
by the international human rights 
community. In 1984, the US Con-
gress banned military aid to the 
Contras; the Ronald Reagan Admi-
nistration's efforts to circumvent the 
ban led to the Iran-Contra Affair. 
The Contras were finally demobi-
lised in 1990” (Britannica Concise 
Encyclopedia, 2003, p450). 
 
CAUSA, Singlaub,  
And The Philippines 
During May 1987 a human rights 
US-Philippine fact-finding mission 
visited the Philippines. Its concern 
was focused on the recent formation 
and proliferation of Rightwing vigi-
lante groups and death squads 
(“Rightwing Vigilantes And US In-
volvement: Report Of A US-Philip-
pine Fact-Finding Mission To The 
Philippines, May 20-30, 1987). For-
mer US Attorney-General Ramsey 
Clark headed the six-person fact-
finding team, which included ex-CIA 
agent Ralph McGehee (ibid., p2). This 
investigative mission found  damn-
ing evidence of Reagan Administra-

tion involvement in murderous 
COIN. 
 
Among the human rights violations 
they reported on were the atrocities 
being perpetrated by various vigilan-
te-death squad groups like “Alsa 
Masa, the NAKASAKA, and the 
Tadtad”, which had “become notori-
ous for harassing, torturing and exe-
cuting Philippine civilians” (ibid., p1). 
“Tadtad” in the national Tagalog lan-
guage means “chopped”, or more 
colloquially “chop, chop!”, and re-
ferred to the big “bolo” machetes 
used by group members. 
 
“Despite confirmed reports of these 
gross human rights violations, Gov-
ernment and military officials [ap-
peared] favourably disposed to 
these vigilante groups. President 
[Corazon] Aquino has publicly en-
dorsed NAKASAKA as a form of 
'people's power' and an 'effective 
weapon against communism'” (ibid.). 
At the time, there were some 70 vig-
ilante groups prowling the Philip-
pines (ibid.). 
 
In a preface to the Philippine edition 
of the mission's report, it was ob-
served that the testimony of history 
clearly showed: “that the US gov-
ernment will not hesitate to interfere 
in the internal affairs of our country 
in the pursuit of its economic, politi-
cal and military interests” (ibid., p.iv). 
The documented Reaganite role in 
setting up the vigilante-death squads 
fitted “within the COIN plan” and 
“Low-Intensity Conflict” (LIC) opera-
tion spectrum then being enforced 
(ibid.). 
 
The US gave lavish training to the 
military, police, and intelligence ins-
titutions in the Philippines. “In addi-
tion, three Military Training Teams 
(MTTs) composed of Green Berets 
[were] permanently stationed in US 
bases on Philippine territory” (ibid., 
p75). Furthermore, most “certainly 
the concept [of vigilante-death 
squads] has striking parallels with 
the experience of El Salvador, Vi-
etnam, Thailand, Indonesia and oth-
er Third World countries. The sad 
thing is, as in the case of the others, 
the victims are innocent, non-com-
batant civilians” (ibid., p.iv). 
 
On the island of Cebu, the inquiry 
mission found that the US Informa-
tion Service (USIS) was even distri-
buting CAUSA anti-communist prop-
aganda (ibid., p20). It was disclosed 
that “retired Major General John K 
Singlaub” had been snooping a-
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round “a Roman Catholic human 
rights organisation, pretending to be 
a German journalist” (ibid.). Many 
more revelations were recorded in 
the report. For instance, “John 
Whitehall, an Australian who [resi-
ded] in Long Beach, California and 
[served] as Vice-President of the 
World Christian Anti-Communist 
Crusade”, along with others of his 
ilk, were obviously collaborating with 
Singlaub in setting up the death 
squads. The fact-finding report de-
monstrates this (e.g., pp20/1). 
 
Public-Private Enterprise And  
Out-Sourcing! 
In connection with Singlaub's role, 
Ralph McGehee has described how 
US governmental liaison works with 
sponsored private groups. He noted 
that in the Philippines, Singlaub ap-
parently served “in the capacity of a 
CIA contract agent, as well as chair-
ing WACL”, urging politicians, busi-
nessmen, and military officers to 
help form a national vigilante move-
ment (“Playing Dirty In The Philip-
pines”, Briarpatch, Sept., 1987, Vol. 
16, No. 7, pp22-24).  Singlaub could 
draw on his special forces career in 
promoting LIC (ibid.).  His CIA/
WACL mate of long-standing, Ray 
Cline, was also involved in organis-
ing this “dirty work” programme. For 
sure, Cline was clearly very active 
during this period – trying to subvert 
our new nuclear-free zone policy as 
well! 
 
A couple of related points should be 
made here. The first is that imple-
mentation of the US death squad/
vigilante COIN strategy has resulted 
in the current murderous regime of 
Filipino President Rodrigo Duterte. 
The second is that ex-CIA agent 
Ralph McGehee visited Aotearoa/
NZ in 1986 on a speaking tour as a 
guest of the NZ Nuclear Free Zone 
Committee, with huge benefits for 
our anti-nuclear/peace movement in 
Aotearoa. 
 
We certainly owe McGehee a very 
deep debt of gratitude. He was ex-
actly spot on in his predictions of 
what the American State Depart-
ment, the CIA, the USIS, and US-
sponsored private organisations like 
WACL/CAUSA/etc., and other Ame-
rican agencies of one sort or anoth-
er would do in trying to subvert our 
democracy. 
 
The general geopolitical aim of such 
strategy is to cultivate and promote 
“a national Rightwing network with 
covert American sponsorship”, whe-

ther in Central America, the Philip-
pines, or elsewhere (ibid.). Natural-
ly, the US subversive programme 
actioned in Aotearoa/NZ during the 
1980s remains mostly unmentiona-
ble for our political Establishment 
and mainstream media – for a host 
of reasons! We still have heaps of 
work to do in the years to come in 
order to be genuinely nuclear-free 
but at least a foundation stone was 
laid in the 1980s on which we can 
take our stand. Likewise, we must 
stand warned against any American 
programme to attempt again to un-
dermine our democracy. Keep alert! 
 
Continually Contriving Coups 
And COIN 
As the very junior member of the so-
called “Five Eyes” intelligence/co-
vert action “club”, NZ has demon-
strated its own quality of ruthless-
ness. In particular, it did so under 
the PM “Kiwi” Keith Holyoake-led 
National Party government of the 
day by its complicity in the Indone-
sian genocide 1965-70, and the 
coup overthrowing President Sukar-
no in favour of General Suharto's 
dictatorship. 
 
It is pertinent in the context of what 
has already been outlined in my arti-
cle to note that the “Indonesian 'Red 
Berets', or Army Paracommandos 
(RPKAD)” led off the mass slaugh-
ter of Indonesian Communist Party 
(PKI) members in Central Java in 
mid-October 1965 …” (“Political Kill-
ings”, op. cit., p35). These Red Be-
ret death squads were explicitly mo-
delled on the American Green Be-
rets. 
 
“In some areas, the Army was as-
sisted by gangs of youths belonging 
to Ansor, an affiliate of the Nahdatul 
Ulama, a fundamentalist Muslim 
party” (ibid., p24; as well, refer to 
the details described in Life Interna-
tional earlier, op. cit.). Once more, 
too, note how the American foreign 
policy tradition of using Muslim fun-
damentalists later resulted one way 
or another in the blowback of al 
Qaeda, the Taliban, ISIS, and other 
similar militant movements. 
 
The death squad syndrome was 
pervasive as well in Latin America, 
especially in Central America  - long 
a US stamping-ground! A photo 
caption in the booklet “The Green 
Berets” states that: “The outbreak of 
full-scale guerrilla warfare from the 
end of 1978 in El Salvador led to the 
training of three counter-insurgency 
battalions by US forces, including 

the Green Berets. The Atlacatl Bat-
talion [as depicted] is considered 
the finest of these units, and en-
tered service in 1981” (op. cit., p69). 
 
This particular brigade soon gained 
a notorious reputation. As an Am-
nesty International Report a couple 
of years later duly observed: “Re-
cently, the Atlacatl Brigade, a spe-
cial new unit trained by US military 
advisers, has been blamed repeat-
edly for killings of unarmed peas-
ants in rural areas” (“Political Kill-
ings, op. cit., p17).  The whole Ame-
rican death squad strategy was de-
signed to act as camouflage for 
Government-mandated murder and 
torture. State terrorist regimes like 
those in El Salvador, Honduras, and 
Guatemala could thus conveniently 
deny any responsibility for atrocities 
and the “disappeared”, and instead 
blame out of control vigilante-type 
groups. 
 
COIN Chain Reaction 
During the mid-1970s, US military 
and CIA operatives kept oversight 
“while Israeli advisors taught El Sal-
vador's major landowners how to or-
ganise criminals into vigilante death 
squads. The death squads used in-
telligence from El Salvador's military 
and security forces to target and 
murder labour leaders and other op-
ponents of the [notorious 14 family] 
oligarchy.” (“The CIA As Organised 
Crime: How Illegal Operations Cor-
rupt America And The World”, Doug-
las Valentine, Clarity Press, Inc., 
2017, p207). 
 
CIA lawyer John Rizzo helped de-
velop “rules for CIA operatives who 
were backing anti-communist [sic] 
rebels in Latin America. According 
to the Los Angeles Times, he con-
cluded that the Agency could legally 
pay informants who were members 
of death squads – provided they 
weren't the ones carrying out assas-
sinations” (“CIA Lawyer Who Sanc-
tioned The Killing And Torture Of 
Suspected Terrorists”, from a Wash-
ington Post obituary reproduced in 
the Press, 17/8/21). 
 
Subsequently, State terrorist murder 
was further updated in the light of 
new technological applications. “As 
the CIA's top lawyer after 9/11, Riz-
zo later approved targeted killings 
through drone strikes, which also 
killed and wounded numerous civil-
ians” (ibid.). In an epilogue in his 
self-serving biography, John Rizzo 
commented about his CIA legal 
work post-9/11 that it is easier to 
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openly murder people by drone 
strikes “than it is to capture and ag-
gressively interrogate” [i.e., torture!] 
suspected or known terrorists 
(“Company Man: Thirty Years Of 
Controversy And Crisis In The CIA”, 
Scribe, 2014, p297). 
 
Rizzo voiced apparent wonderment 
as to why that there was noisy out-
rage “about secret prisons and inter-
rogation techniques, while all the 
while al Qaeda operatives were get-
ting blown to bits, in plain sight, by 
US drone aircraft without generating 
a ripple of criticism anywhere in 
Congress, the media, or from any 
international human rights organisa-
tion? To these entities, killing didn't 
appear to be that big a deal, up 
through the time I retired at the end 
of 2009” (ibid.). 
 
Decapitation And Mutilation As 
State Terrorist Strategy 
“The following testimony by a Salva-
dorian refugee was given to an Am-
nesty International mission which 
visited refugee camps in Honduras 
in August 1981”: ‘Thirty heavily 
armed men wearing Army combat 
vests, but masked with hoods let-
tered 'death squad' came to my vil-
lage and seized and killed a number 
of campesinos [peasants]. They 
went then to the neighbouring vil-
lage of Santa Helena, seized Romil-
ia Hernandez, aged 21, raped and 
then decapitated her. Her relatives 
buried her head: the rest of her 
body was burned by her murderers. 
The head had been left in front of 
her relatives' house. The members 
of the 'death squad' were evacuated 
that day by a Salvadorian [US-sup-
plied] Army helicopter” (“Political 
Killings”, op cit., p11). 
 
Long before the emergence of ISIS 
(caused by US State terrorism!) and 
the brazenly public exultation of de-
capitation as a weapon of psycholo-
gical warfare, American COIN prac-
titioners, trainers, and advisers had 
assiduously cultivated the dark arts 
of terrorist barbarity. Its roots go 
back to the activities of CIA opera-
tive Edward Lansdale and the war 
on the Huks in the Philippines, and 
similar historical episodes (Edward 
Lansdale, Wikipedia)28. 
 
Yet ultimately this barbarous history 
derives from the genocide against 
the indigenous Indian peoples of 
North America as the outcome of 
European colonisation and the con-
tinual conquest of new frontiers 
(e.g., “Bury My Heart At Wounded 

Knee”, op. cit.). Historian Dee Brown 
observes that: “The Europeans may 
or may not have introduced scalping 
to the New World, but the Spanish, 
French, Dutch, and English colo-
nists made the custom popular by 
offering bounties for scalps of their 
respective enemies” (ibid., p21). 
 
This kind of Anglo-American/Wes-
tern racist barbarism has carried on 
right up to the present day. In the 
Vietnam War “killing Vietnamese 
became almost mundane, almost 
like a movie in which the Americans 
were the cowboys and the Vietnam-
ese the Indians” (“The First Casual-
ty: From The Crimea To Vietnam: 
The War Correspondent As Hero, 
Propagandist, And Myth Maker”, 
Phillip Knightley, Harcourt Brace Jo-
vanovich, Inc., 1975, p387). The 
Americans freely mutilated bodies 
and kept trophy body parts, e.g., 
ears strung together like beads 
(ibid.). And, of course, there was the 
regular macabre body count of dead 
enemy as a way of bringing up more 
bodies … 
 
White Supremacists On The 
Loose! 
America's most servile deputy sher-
iff and “gung ho” comrade is another 
country with a very racist colonialist 
history, namely Australia. It is a de-
dicated member of the white coloni-
alist “Five Eyes” intelligence/covert 
action club, along with Britain, Can-
ada, and NZ. Significantly enough, 
the Australian Special Air Service 
(SAS) followed in US footsteps with 
barbaric practices in Afghanistan. 
 
For some years now, even as far 
back as 2013, there has been a 

measure of ongoing controversy and 
international outrage (at least among 
those who care!) about atrocities 
committed by Australian SAS mem-
bers. “A Four Corners' documentary 
shown on Al Jazeera (17/2/21) re-
vealed unhappy details of Australian  
SAS  soldiers  killing  unarmed civil-
ians in Afghanistan” (Spooky Bits by 
Warren Thomson in Peace Re-
searcher 61, June 2021, p20)29. 
 
Evidence emerged about the prac-
tice of “blooding”, which meant get-
ting a novice SAS soldier to kill a 
captive or civilian as a “first kill” (“Kill-
ings Of Afghans 'Happened All The 
Time'”, Age, 15/11/20)30. Body part 
mutilation and trophy hunting was 
also to the fore (“What The F*** Are 
You Doing: Chaos Over Severed 
Hands”, ABC News, 10/7/17)31. 
 
Sahar Ghumkhor, an Afghan acade-
mic in Australia, has posted a bril-
liantly insightful article on Western 
white supremacist culture and the 
role of the so-called “Lucky Country” 
in the land of her birth (“Australian 
War Crimes And Racist Fantasies In 
Afghanistan”, Al Jazeera, 3/12/20)32. 
 
In terms of the Australian record, 
this country's military deployment in 
Afghanistan has been in line with 
historical trajectory, given the white 
settlers' genocidal treatment of the 
indigenous Aboriginal people (“Evi-
dence Of 250 Massacres Of Indige-
nous Australians Mapped”, Guardi-
an, 26/7/18)33. There were probably 
in fact more than 500 massacres of 
Aborigines, with mass killings even 
occurring well into the middle of the 
20th Century! (ibid.). 
 

 NZ Herald, 21/11/20  
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“And just like in colonial times when 
white men went after trophies, in-
cluding human ones”, the Australian 
SAS carried the same mindset and 
behaviour pattern as part of the US/
NATO invasion and occupation of 
Afghanistan (Australian war crimes, 
op. cit.). These soldiers exulted in 
“killing for sport” while imagining 
themselves in a type of frontier “sa-
viour fantasy” (ibid.). 
 
The neo-fascist American strategist 
Robert “Kaplan reports that many 
[US] soldiers view certain parts of 
the world where they are operating 
as 'Injun Country', which must be ci-
vilised by the same methods used 
to subdue the American frontier in 
the 1800s” (see Kaplan's book: “Im-
perial Grunts: On The Ground With 
The American Military: From Mon-
golia To The Philippines To Iraq 
And Beyond”, Vintage, 2005 – quote 
from Robert D Kaplan, Wikipedia)34. 
 
Failing Frontiers Fragmenting 
Into The Future . . . 
In this article, I have reviewed a 
range of issues impacting on the 
West's imperial borders, with some 
examples of the different strategies 
employed to hold the line, as it 
were, while penetrating further in 
other areas according to the impera-
tive of economic growth. There has 
been a series of crises, accompa-
nied by shifting priorities, adapta-
tions, and reactions. 
 
In simple terms, the stark conun-
drum for humankind is the contra-
diction of being the dominant mam-
mal on a planet with very definite 
and constricting ecosystem and 
Earth system boundaries. Hooked 
on technological innovation, indus-
trialisation, and economic growth, 
we are destined to fight to the death 
over limited resources, or instead 
recognise the boundaries and adapt 
accordingly and appropriately. The 
enormously big and urgent question 
is whether we can develop the com-
mon identity as a species to choose 
the latter path. 
 
Meanwhile, the tribalist struggle over 
imperial borders is sharpening up. 
From the Ukraine to Taiwan, and 
from Syria to the Korean peninsula, 
scenes of tension and conflict are 
mustering. So, we have to redouble 
our efforts and campaigning under 
the auspices of the UN and interna-
tional bodies like Global Zero in 
charting an alternative vision and 
ways beyond the threat of war. But 
plenty of positive initiatives and pro-

jects are already providing hope and 
models of inspiration. We still have 
a window of opportunity to make re-
al progress. The key is rallying far 
more people to the cause around 
the world!   
 
 
 
 
 
 
Weblinks: 
 
1  https://www.loc.gov/ghe/cascade/

index.html?appid=a0930b1f4e42 
4987ba68c28880f088ea 

2  https://watson.brown.edu/
costsofwar/ 

3  https://www.unicef.org.nz/ 

4  https://covertactionmagazine. 
com/2021/07/29/our-mission-is-to
-lead-the-white-races-of-the-world
-in-a-final-crusadeagainst-semite-
led-untermenschen-subhumans/ 

5  http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/
pr/pr-backissues/pr25.pdf 

6  https://watson.brown.edu/
costsofwar 

7  https://www.oxfam.org.nz/
afghanistan-emergency-support/ 

8  https://cws.org.nz 

9   https://worldbeyondwar.org, 
2/9/21 

10  https://worldbeyondwar.org, 
24/8/21 

11 https://www.cbsnews.com/news/
uss-ross-warship-military-
exercises-russia-black-sea-
crimea/, 6/7/21 

12 https://www.washingtonpost.com/
world/2021/07/02/ukraine-us-
military-black-sea/ 

13 https://www.bbc.com/news/world-
58564837 

14 https://www.theguardian.com/
world/2021/sep/16/aukus-
submarines-banned-as-pact-
exposes-divide-between-new-
zealand-and-western-allies 

15 https://worldbeyondwar.org 

16 https://beyondthebomb.org 

17 https://www.wagingpeace.org 

18 https://www.globalzero.org 

19 https://historynewsnetwork.org/
article/45974 

20 https://www.reuters.com/world/
asia-pacific/us-military-says-10-
civilians-killed-kabul-drone-strike-

last-month-2021-09-17/ 

21 https://thespinoff.co.nz/politics/02-
09-2021/the-taliban-won-the-war-
can-we-learn-the-lesson/ 

22 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Thomas_P._M._Barnett 

23 https://www.theatlantic.com/
magazine/archive/2005/06/how-
we-would-fight-china/303959/ 

24 https://www.politico.com/news/ 
2021/07/22/us-iraq-military-shift-
500564 

25 http://historicalpeaceresearcher. 
blogspot.com/2010/ 

26 https://covertactionmagazine. 
com/2021/09/24/how-the-cia-tried
-to-overthrow-new-zealands-
progressive-labor-government-by-
stoking-white-racial-rage-against-
the-indigenous-maori-population/ 

27 https://www.aa.com.tr/en/
americas/un-report-accuses-sdf-
of-rights-violations-in-
syria/1081813 

28  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Edward_Lansdale 

29 http://www.converge.org.nz/abc/
pr/pr-backissues/PR61.pdf 

30 https://www.theage.com.au/
national/killings-of-afghans-
happened-all-the-time-20201115-
p56erx.html 

31 https://www.abc.net.au/news/ 
2017-07-11/afghan-files-shed-
light-on-notorious-severed-hands-
case/8496654?nw=0&r=Html 
Fragment 

32 https://www.aljazeera.com/
opinions/2020/12/3/australian-war
-crimes-and-racist-fantasies-in-
afghanistan 

33  https://www.theguardian.com/
australia-news/2018/jul/27/
evidence-of-250-massacres-of-
indigenous-australians-mapped 

34 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Robert_D._Kaplan   ■ 
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JIM STUART 
 

By Leigh Cookson 

 
Jim Stuart was a member of the Anti
-Bases Campaign (ABC) from 1992 
until his death. Ed. 
 
Jim Stuart died on 29th May 2021. 
Planning was underway for his 85th 
birthday at the end of June. Whisky 
and ice cream were on the menu. 
Jim was born William James Stuart 
in New York, USA, in 1936. He 
spent much of his childhood in Phi-
ladelphia and arrived in Aotearoa/
New Zealand at the beginning of 
1980, employed by St John’s Trinity 
Theological College as the Wesley 
Lecturer on Systematic Theology. 
Don’t panic, I don’t know what that 
is either!  
 
I met Jim in about 1991 when his 
wife Gillian Southey became the 
Christian World Service rep on a 
committee I co-convened, the for-
mer GATT* Watchdog, and she and 
I became fast friends. Jim and Gil-
lian joined the Campaign Against 
Foreign Control of Aotearoa (CAF 
CA) in 1991 and ABC in 1992. 
*GATT = the General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade. Now the World 
Trade Organisation. Ed. 
 
Although sometimes frustrated at 
the baggage he was assigned by 
New Zealanders in a casual dismis-
sive way for being American, he 
brought skills honed in the US civil 
rights movement and anti-Vietnam  
War protest experiences which he 
shared generously from the day he 
arrived here. He had worked as a 
Methodist minister at a church in 
Philadelphia. The German migrants 
had prospered and moved out but 
the manse was in the inner city. He 
got to know his neighbours and sup-
ported local efforts to stop deve-
lopers, gentrification, rent hikes and 
poverty for the mainly black com-
munities.   
 
From US Navy Officer To  
NZ Activist 
From Philadelphia he walked with 
Martin Luther King on the 1963 
March on Washington and he burnt 
his officer’s card in protest at the US 
war on Vietnam. Yes, before he was 
a minister, Jim was for a short time 
Chief Engineering Officer on a des-

troyer in the US Navy. He told one 
of my favourite Cold War stories. 
About the time of the stand-off his-
tory calls the Bay of Pigs his des-
troyer and a Russian ship met each 
other off the coast of Cuba. They 
challenged each other in a race. 
When the Russians burst their boiler 
and went dead in the water, they 
threw potatoes at the US ship - Jim 
and others threw them right back.  
 
He wasn’t the best Navy recruit 
maybe but he took what he learned 
there – the damage of what racism, 
classism, militarism, authoritarian-
ism does to people – into his life 
and work. Jim left the Navy and em-
barked on a theological education. 
He studied in the US and then com-
pleted his PhD in systematic theo-
logy and social ethics in Zurich, 
Switzerland. This was the right fit. 
Jim was a scholar and a deep and 
critical thinker. He was a philoso-
pher and theologian, and saw his 
role as minister as less about God 
and more about dealing with the 
world, being involved and engaged, 
and always community facing.  
 
These experiences and education 
shaped the rest of Jim’s life.  Before 
Jim and his family moved from the 
US to live in Aotearoa he came on 
his own in 1979 to interview at St 
John’s. He dived right into the big 
political and social justice issues, 
heading to Bastion Point almost 
from the airport. He was introduced 
to the Nuclear Free and Indepen-
dent Pacific (NFIP) activists, various 
peace groups, and the Waitangi Ac-
tion Committee, relationships he 
maintained throughout his time in 
Tamaki Makaurau. 

Jim, working alongside George Arm-
strong and Raymond Pelly, had a 
profound impact at St John’s. His 
theology was always political. He 
looked to Jesus as a challenger of 
authority and the status quo. He ins-
tituted a class in cross-cultural theo-
logy and started it by refusing to 
teach allowing Māori students to fill 
the space with their kaupapa. He 
was skilled at creating space for 
people and then supporting them 
while they worked out how to fill it 
and learn from each other.  
 
It can be said that this time was 
both rewarding and challenging for 
Jim. He provided a catalyst, along-
side others, for some much-needed 
progressive change within the 
church and the wider society. Such 
spaces are not always easy to occu-
py but Jim was very much commit-
ted to confronting the powerful and 
challenging that which was unjust. 
 
Involved in the 1981 Springbok Tour 
protests both Jim and Gillian found 
themselves on the field in Hamilton. 
Used to US civil rights protests he 
expressed surprise at the New 
Zealand way of running headlong 
into a situation and then figuring out 
what to do. He had come from a 
more disciplined tradition, you could 
say. Being at St John’s meant that 
he and other members of the com-
munity had plenty of opportunities to 
protest. Jim supported George Arm-
strong in the Peace Squadron – the 
anti-nuclear flotilla that bravely pro-
tested visits by US warships and 
supported the NZ anti-nuclear move-
ment. He was probably the only ex-
US Navy man charging down a war-
ship on a small yacht! 
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In 1984 Jim accepted the role of 
Chaplain at Lewis and Clark College 
in Portland USA and he and Gillian 
moved back to the US for a few 
years. Gillian described the five 
years in Portland as fast and furious. 
She says Jim was a popular figure 
on campus building strong relation-
ships with students. He was deeply 
Involved with every struggle, suppor-
ting a successful student-led cam-
paign to divest from South Africa.  
 
It was Reagan’s America and there 
were weekly protests in support of Ni-
caragua, or to stop the Central Intel-
ligence Agency (CIA) supporting a 
Rightwing coup almost anywhere 
they could. He received death threats 
after writing articles in the local pa-
pers supporting the Nicaraguan 
Sandinistas - late night phone calls 
calling him a commie bastard were 
standard. 
 
Returning to Aotearoa in 1989 he 
took on the role of Chaplain at the 
University of Canterbury. Not exact-
ly a welcoming environment. The 
University didn’t even provide a 
chair or a desk. Jim was used to 
building from scratch though. He 
just got on with it. He started by 
supporting the students in the cam-
pus peace group, the student exe-
cutive and the Student Christian 
Movement.  He offered a sage wis-
dom, a generous and hopeful view 
of the world, and always a caring 
and compassionate ear for those in 
trouble. He was the University Chap-
lain but he was still comfortable 
teaching in a paper on socialism 
and participating in protests against 
student fees or opposing the war on 
Iraq. He saw the connections bet-

ween ideas and ideals and could 
explain them in a way that caused 
that “aha” moment for many.  He 
was one of few to support Rose 
Parker who was the first Māori 
woman to teach bi-cultural studies 
at the monocultural UC. Jim was a 
confidante, supporter, colleague and 
friend. They were both interested in 
Freire and developed a Stage 3 
course together based around “Pe-
dagogy Of The Oppressed” that ana-
lysed the power relations within the 
university (Brazilian Paulo Freire, 
1921-87, wrote that book. Ed.). 
 
He taught in Sociology, the Peace 
Studies programme with Kate Dewes 
and others. Something he was pas-
sionate about. Maybe his time in the 
US Navy gave him a unique insight 
there. In 1994 he left UC for St An-
drew’s on the Terrace in Wellington 
and then returned to Christchurch in 
2001. He was the Minister at Wai-
noni Methodist Church before he re-
tired in 2006. While at Wainoni he 
supported the setting up of a com-
munity services programme for old-
er people in the neighbourhood. He 
brought the people together, cre-
ated the space for them to talk and 
found the funding to get the project 
off the ground. Skills he had brought 
to so many organisations and pro-
jects. 
 
In retirement he wrote a book, “The 
John Wesley Code: Finding A Faith 
That Matters” and become a regular 
columnist for the Methodist maga-
zine, Touchstone (John Wesley, 
1703-91, was the founding father of 
Methodism. Ed.). Jim had such a 
strong sense of social justice and a 
deep concern and love for people. I 

cannot count the number of protests 
and meetings we attended together.  
 
He Always Knew Whose  
Side He Was On 
The side where equity, justice and 
love prevailed for everyone no mat-
ter who they were. Even when his 
Parkinson’s made walking difficult 
he would come to protests pushed 
in his wheelchair by Gillian. He was 
maybe the oldest person at the 
school climate strike protest on 
March 15th 2019 with a placard 
Gillian made for him.  “I’m skipping 
school to climate strike”. 
 
It is rare to find people who help 
create spaces for change to happen 
and then let those most affected 
lead that change. Jim was that rare 
person. He was at heart a scholar 
and an educator. But, also, an acti-
vist and campaigner. It is not sur-
prising that more than one of the 
speakers at his funeral quoted from 
an interview David Bell did with Jim 
a few years ago. He was chal-
lenging the church but his words 
speak to our organising, educating 
and campaigning work: 
 

• Vision before Preservation 

• Accountability before Uniformity 

• Resourcing before Constraint. 
 

Jim encouraged people to think 
deeply about their actions, to build 
community with others and stand up 
for what is right. To keep grace at 
the centre of our interactions with 
people. When people were hurt, or 
confused, or had done something 
that hurt or damaged others he en-
couraged your first question to be 
“what can I do to help” and to listen. 
■ 

MALCOLM MOORE  
(10/11/1930 - 12/8/2021) 
 

By Peter Moore 

 
Malcolm was a member of the Anti-Bases Campaign 
(ABC) from 1993 until just a few years before his death. 
He was also a regular donor to the CAFCA/ABC 
Organiser Account, which provides my income. Murray 
Horton. 
 
My father Malcolm Thomas Moore, a long-time supporter 
of peace and disarmament causes, died recently in 
Christchurch, just three months short of his 91st birthday. 
Malcolm’s parents were Eugenie Fail (“Jean”), eldest 
daughter of George Fail, proprietor of Fails Café & 
Restaurant in central Christchurch, and Thomas John 
Moore (“Tom”), who arrived in Christchurch in May 1921 
from County Cork in the south of Ireland, where life had 

become decidedly uncomfortable for a member of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary who also happened to be a 
Protestant!  
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Tom and Jean married in 1926. But 
they were beset by sorrow for much 
of their marriage: their daughters 
Betty and Vonnie both died very 
young, and after suffering from tu-
berculosis for several years, Jean 
died in 1939. During his mother’s 
illness, Malcolm spent two years in 
the Presbyterian Boys’ Home in Pa-
panui. Next door to the Boys’ Home 
was the Presbyterian Family Home, 
where Malcolm’s future wife Mary 
Taylor lived with several of her sis-
ters.  After two years at the Boys’ 
Home, Malcolm returned in 1940 to 
the family home in Sydenham, where 
his father Tom was assisted by a 
series of house-keepers. Malcolm at-
tended Beckenham Primary School, 
and then Christchurch Boys’ High 
School. 
 
In 1943, Tom remarried.  He and his 
new bride Lucy had a daughter, 
Margie, with whom Malcolm would 
always be close; however, he had a 
very difficult relationship with his 
stepmother. He became rebellious, 
and this eventually led to his early 
departure from Christchurch Boys’ 
High School. Although he was well 
suited for higher education, this was 
no longer an option, and he had to 
find a job. 
 
Worked For Press & Star 
He secured a printer’s apprentice-
ship, and began a career in the prin-
ting trade at Whitcombe and Tombs 
(later to be merged into Whitcoulls). 
A workmate, Ross Brown*, became 
a life-long friend, and a fellow sup-
porter of peace and disarmament 
causes. Two further shared inte-
rests were a fondness for drawing 
caricatures of self-important people, 
and cricket: they played together for 
the Sydenham Cricket Club.  
 
*Ross Brown permanently left NZ in 
the late 1960s and has lived in Nor-
way for many decades. He became 
a good friend of ABC founder Owen 
Wilkes when Owen spent the years 
1976-82 working for peace research 
institutes in Norway and Sweden. 
Ross and Owen remained mates 
until the latter’s death in 2005. PR 
61 (June 2021, http://www.converge. 
org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/PR61.p 
df) contained my article “Owen 
Wilkes. Interest Never Fades”.  
 
It said: “In late 2020 I was contac-
ted, out of the blue, by an octo-
genarian Kiwi expat in Oslo, who 
had been a good friend of Owen’s in 
Scandinavia in the 70s and 80s and 
then for most of the rest of Owen’s 

life… He told me that he had a small 
collection of Owen’s letters and 
other material about him, and as he 
was decluttering and couldn’t think 
of any Scandinavian home for them, 
would I like them? I was happy to do 
so”. That “octogenarian Kiwi expat 
in Oslo” was Ross Brown and the 
package of fascinating material he 
sent me became the basis for that 
whole article. Ed. 
  
In those days, the printing trades 
offered steady if not particularly well
-paid employment. But always frugal 
and careful with money, Malcolm 
was able to save enough for a “Big 
OE” in 1953: a sea voyage through 
the Panama Canal to the United 
Kingdom and Ireland, where he 
stayed a couple of months, seeing 
much of both countries, and meet-
ing various relatives, before retur-
ning home via the Suez Canal and 
Australia.  
 
Back in Christchurch, Malcolm se-
cured a job as a compositor at the 
Press, and proposed to Mary. They 
were married on 1st October 1955. A 
couple of years later, they bought a 
section and built a house in the 
Christchurch suburb of Moncks Bay. 
It was an ideal location for a family 
home, with a pleasant micro-climate, 
close to the sea, and with a large 
park nearby. Over the next ten years, 
they had five children. Mary had 
previously worked as a kindergarten 
teacher, but as she was now a full-
time mum, Malcolm’s printer’s wa-
ges supported the whole family. To 
stretch the budget further, Malcolm 
cultivated an extensive vegetable 
garden, and Mary preserved and 
bottled the fruit that grew on the pro-
perty, which had previously been 
part of an orchard.  
 
Although his formal education en-
ded prematurely, Malcolm retained 
a life-long love of learning. He read 
widely on many subjects, and com-
piled a large personal library, almost 
all non-fiction: mainly history, biogra-
phy, geography and politics. During 
his time at the Press, he also atten-
ded evening classes to gain addi-
tional qualifications. This eventually 
enabled him to obtain better-paid 
employment, first as manager of a 
small printing business owned by 
Christchurch business mogul AM 
Satterthwaite, and later as Adverti-
sing Supervisor for Farmers depart-
ment store in Cashel Street, where 
he remained for several years.  
 
However, the heyday of the depart-

ment store was coming to an end. In 
the mid-1980s, Farmers merged 
with Haywrights, and Malcolm and 
his team were laid off. With his ac-
ceptance of a compositing job at the 
Christchurch Star, he had now al-
most come full circle.  With the youn-
gest of their children now at high 
school, Mary returned to kindergar-
ten teaching. In Malcolm’s mind, 
there appeared to be no question 
that Mary should use the family car 
to travel to work, and he probably 
considered purchasing a second car 
to be unjustified extravagance.  So, 
although he was now in his late 50s, 
he chose to travel to and from work 
by making a 20km daily round trip 
on a 10-speed bicycle, only resor-
ting to the bus when the weather 
was particularly bad. 
 
Unfortunately, the Star had been suf-
fering from declining circulation for 
several years. In the late 1980s, it 
became a weekly paper, and the 
majority of the staff, including Mal-
colm, were laid off. Malcolm deci-
ded, in effect, to retire early, and he 
and Mary embarked on a lengthy 
overseas trip, visiting Canada, USA 
and Britain, then taking a guided tour 
through several European countries. 
In later years, they would make se-
veral more trips to Britain, first for 
the wedding of their daughter Ka-
therine, who was by then living in 
London, and then for the births of 
Katherine’s children. 
 
But for now, back in Christchurch, 
Malcolm kept himself busy. He 
served a term as a community board 
member; he was secretary of the lo-
cal Residents’ Association; he was 
a civilian volunteer at the Sumner 
Police Station; and he and Mary 
maintained an award-winning gar-
den at home.  Malcolm also attended 
classes at Canterbury University, 
eventually gaining a Certificate of Li-
beral Studies. He was proud of this 
achievement, which made him eligi-
ble to enroll for a regular degree 
course at the University. Unfortu-
nately, at about the same time, the 
Government of the day brought in 
very substantial increases in univer-
sity fees, and Malcolm decided not 
to pursue his dream of higher 
education any further. 
 
Handwritten Letters To Editor; 
Peace Activist 
In addition to his avid consumption 
of books, Malcolm was a lifelong 
subscriber to the Press, and usually 
started every day by reading each 
issue almost in its entirety.  For ma-
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ny years, he was also a frequent 
writer of letters to the editor. He 
wrote on a variety of topics, but with 
a few common themes: support for 
the Labour Party and for society’s 
underdogs; opposition to the arms 
race; criticism of the foreign policy 
of the USA, and sympathy for their 
rivals, the former USSR and China. 
His letter-writing probably reached 
its height in the 1980s, when he was 
sending them at the rate of about 
one per week. Many of these letters 
advocated passionately for the anti-
nuclear stand taken by the 1984-90 
Labour government.  
 
Malcolm joined several peace and 
disarmament groups, such as the 
former Sumner Peace Group and 
the former New Zealand Nuclear 
Free Zone Committee* frequently 
assisting with delivery of leaflets, 
and he made several trips to various 
parts of the South Island, mostly at 
his own expense, to speak at public 
meetings on disarmament and anti-
nuclear themes.  
 

*My obituaries of the Sumner Peace 
Group and of Larry Ross, the leader 
and driving force of the NZ Nuclear 
Free Zone Committee, are in PR 23 
(June 2001, http://www.converge.or 
g.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr23.pdf) 
and PR 44 (November 2012, http://
www.converge.org.nz/abc/pr/pr-bac 
kissues/pr44.pdf) respectively. Ed.  
 
He always felt that these efforts had 
been worthwhile, and that he had, 
as he stated with characteristic mo-
desty, “contributed in a small way” 
to the anti-nuclear movement even-
tually becoming the mainstream 
view in New Zealand. His letter-wri-
ting slowed, then eventually ceased 
when it became increasingly rare to 
have his letters published: Malcolm 
never learned to use a computer, 
and his letters were always hand-
written.  
 
In the last decade or so of his life, 
Malcolm began to suffer from va-
rious health problems, including 
heart trouble and diabetes. In 2012 
he had an operation to replace three 

heart valves, and was fitted with a 
pacemaker. In 2016, he suffered a 
stroke that greatly reduced his mo-
bility.  In March 2017, he moved into 
Edith Cavell House, a retirement 
home in Sumner. He eventually be-
came wheelchair-bound. However, 
his mind remained quite sharp, and 
he continued to enjoy reading the 
Press and the Listener, and partici-
pating in weekly quizzes. 
 
In June 2020, Mary joined him in the 
rest home after also suffering a 
stroke. They were fortunate to be 
able to share a sunny room at the 
front of the building (jokingly re-
ferred to by Edith Cavell staff as the 
“honeymoon suite”), and Malcolm 
was clearly pleased to have Mary 
with him.  In October 2020, Malcolm 
& Mary celebrated their 65th wedding 
anniversary at Edith Cavell House. 
In recent months, Malcolm had in-
creasing breathing difficulties, and 
was clearly declining.  But the end 
came relatively peacefully, at about 
3a.m. on the 12th of August, 2021. ■ 

BOB WHITE  
(1930-2021) 
 

By Peter Wills 

 
Peter is a veteran peace activist who has recently retired 
from the Department of Physics, University of Auckland. 
Ed. 
 
Robert E White was a nuclear physicist who ended up 
spending a major part of his career opposing military 
applications of scientific knowledge taken from the field 
to which he had contributed most. It wasn't just that 
experimental nuclear physics was being squeezed at the 
University of Auckland, faced off against some cabal of 
the privileged wielding academic-financial swords.  
 
In Bob's case it was personal, an overriding frustration 
with where he found himself and no easy way to where 
he had wanted to be. So, the peace movement of the 
1980s was an opportunity to take on the mantle of a new 
obsession: the NCND policy of the United States Navy to 
"neither confirm nor deny" the presence or absence of 
nuclear weapons aboard their vessels, especially when 
they were visiting foreign ports.   
 
Everyone knew the policy was a farce, nothing more 
than a blanket cover up, but for Bob it was an affront that 
had to be reduced to a state of universal disgrace with 
irrefutable facts; and, in the process, the gospel of 
ANZUS* would be exposed as a monumental lie (*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 re-
mains in force today, but only between the US and 
Australia. Ed.). 

He set out to obtain legal proof, meeting the highest 
scientific standard of truth, that "not denying" was 
actually a demonstration of guilt.  The documents proved 
it and any government, anywhere in the world, that had 
done less than the 1984-elected Lange government, 
which effectively said "we don't believe you, we'll make up 
our own mind", was complicit in US nuclear policy, espe-
cially its holding on to the right to carry out a nuclear first 
strike against an enemy, as it had already done in 1945. 
As a result of his tenacity, he eventually came to the end 
of his quest, but his final achievement and all the other 
things he had accomplished in the process were never 
properly recognised by academic officialdom. 
 
SANA; Centre For Peace Studies 
The New Zealand chapter of Scientists Against Nuclear 
Arms (SANA) was born in April 1983 at the annual 
meeting of the NZ Institute of Physics (NZIP). Bob's 
newly arrived nuclear physics colleague, Patricia Lewis, 
was the midwife who knew what to do and Bob and I lent 
our support, along with chemist Brian Davis. Not 



 

48        Peace Researcher  62        November 2021 

everyone at the NZIP meeting 
appreciated political themes being 
discussed and referred to, but 
nationwide support for the initiative 
was so great that there were soon 
branches of SANA in four or five cen-
tres, everyone enthusiastic about 
participating in and applying their ex-
pertise within the context of the 
general anti-nuclear sentiment that 
was taking hold of the country.  
 
SANA served as an enabling umbrel-
la organisation for scientists who 
were involving themselves in di-
verse activities of the broader peace 
movement, so it is not surprising that 
Bob was as likely to be found out on 
a yacht protesting the visit of a US 
cruiser or submarine as writing a 
tract about nuclear power or organi-
sing a meeting of SANA members. 
 
By the mid-1980s Bob was devoting 
most of his time to peace issues, so 
much so that he found it possible to 
normalise what he was doing within 
the University's academic prog-
rammes. Ably assisted by Pam Oli-
ver and others, he was the driving 
force behind the foundation of the 
Centre for Peace Studies (CPS), 
which opened at the end of 1988, 
initially housed within the Depart-
ment of Physics. He retired from his 
salaried position in 1990, motivated 
partly by a desire to free up a 
position for a younger person who 
might "freshen up" the department.   
 
Bob continued on as Director of the 
Centre, serving in that role for 18 of 
its 20 years of operation.  He wrote 
ten of the 15 Working Papers pub-
lished by the Centre, the first entitled 
"The Neither Confirm Nor Deny Poli-
cy: Oppressive, Obstructive and Ob-
solete". Much of his research for 
these papers involved working in 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and 
Trade in Wellington, examining files 
released under Official Information 
Act requests. He obtained access to 
a considerable number of significant 
documents relating to the history of 
the nuclear free legislation and its 
operation, not all of which are yet 
freely accessible.  
 
Bob was invited to a number of in-
ternational conferences where he 
spoke on aspects of his research 
and other peace issues, particularly 
as they applied to the Asia-Pacific 
region. These conferences included 
the first international conference to 
be held in Vladivostok (in 1988) 
after the easing by the Soviet Union 
of relations with the West. 

Undermined By University 
The Centre survived on occasional 
grants from the Public Advisory Com-
mittee for Disarmament and Arms 
Control (PACDAC) and the time "do-
nated" by academic staff of like 
mind with Bob, as well as visiting fel-
lows and students who managed to 
gain degree credit for work on some 
aspect of peace studies. Then, in the 
same way as he had corralled around 
four score willing colleagues from 
disciplines across the academic 
spectrum to support the founding of 
CPS, Bob initiated the offering of a 
university course on conflict resolu-
tion in the Centre for Continuing 
Education. The course ran for three 
years (1994-1996).  He also pursued 
an initiative to set up a graduate 
diploma course, but there was no 
support forthcoming from the Uni-
versity's power structures.   
 
It was around then that the Centre 
was forced to transfer its administra-
tive allegiance to the Faculty of Arts, 
the university hierarchy being con-
cerned that peace studies was cer-
tainly not a part of physics and may 
not even be a proper academic 
discipline at all. It seemed evident to 
the powers that be that the Centre 
did not embody the appropriate ex-
pertise, credentials or experience to 
continue in its then current form.  
 
Subsequently, Bob and I attended a 
meeting at which we were told that 
Nicky Hager did not have the aca-
demic credentials to be allowed to 
join the Centre in an honorary capa-
city in order to continue his research 
into what we now call the Five Eyes 
intelligence network (then the UKU 
SA Agreement). Thwarted again, 
Bob grumpily mumbled something 
virtually inaudible (a characteristic 
one eventually warmed to) and 
found a way to keep on doing every-
thing else. In the event, the Centre 
published a Working Paper by Nicky 
entitled "The Origins of Signals Intel-
ligence in New Zealand" before his 
monumental book Secret Power 
came out in 1996. 
 
One of the most important events 
that Bob organised was a seminar 
to evaluate the 1992 report of the 
Bolger government's Special Com-
mittee on Nuclear Propulsion. Our 
immediate boss, Head of Physics at 
Auckland, Alan Poletti, was the only 
member of the Committee who 
turned up and since the Committee 
no longer existed, he was unfettered 
in expressing his personal opinions. 
He gave a scathing account of the 

peace movement's opposition to nu-
clear powered warships and charac-
terised the movement's modus ope-
randi as nothing short of scurrilous.  
 
Champion peace researcher Owen 
Wilkes was there, having newly done 
a complete about turn on the issue, 
agreeing with Alan that nuclear pro-
pulsion was nothing to worry about 
and it was high time the peace 
movement grew up and stopped 
their scaremongering. However, Po-
letti and Wilkes had quite different 
ideas about what the peace move-
ment should be doing instead. 
 
Alan advocated that we embrace 
the post-Cold War Pax Americana 
and Owen declared that there were 
"overwhelming important reasons 
for keeping out of military alliances 
with the US" (Peace Researcher 31, 
October 2005, http://www.converge. 
org.nz/abc/pr/pr-backissues/pr31.pd 
f, is a special issue devoted to 
Owen Wilkes. In Murray Horton’s 
obituary of Owen, see the subsec-
tion headed “Leaving The Peace 
Movement”. Ed.). 
 
We all had our say and Bob com-
piled the talks into a CPS Occa-
sional Paper, a document that exists 
today as a valuable historical record 
of a significant episode in the un-
successful struggle to prevent glo-
bal developments such as the re-
cent advent of AUKUS (the 2021 
pact between the US, UK and Aus-
tralia, which will start with the US 
providing the means for Australia to 
build nuclear-powered submarines. 
Ed.). 
 
The Centre was finally closed in 
2008, partly because the University 
of Otago had accepted a generous 
offer for the founding of what is now 
the National Centre for Peace and 
Conflict Studies after Auckland had 
shown no interest in the proposition. 
Bob just kept on going with his own 
work, moving to Christchurch in 
2012 and becoming involved in re-
search into the shipment through 
some of our ports of cargoes of ura-
nium material from Australia to the 
United States and other destina-
tions.  
 
“Unfinished Symphony” 
His health deteriorated in 2013 and 
he never finished the book he was 
writing on New Zealand's nuclear 
policy and its ramifications. He inten-
ded to provide wide access to the 
documents he saw as historically sig-
nificant and not yet present in the 



      49 

 

Peace Researcher  62        November  2021 

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 requirements. We are particularly inter-
ested in reports of original research on peace topics in Aotearoa and the wider 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 

public domain. Others of us, with the help of his 
daughters, will now see to it that this important part of 
Bob’s bequest is preserved and eventually made 
available as a sort of "unfinished symphony". 
 
Bob was a fairly quiet, unassuming man who did not 
compete for attention or prominence in the male-domi-
nated professional environment in which he served. He 
respectfully had no time for all that nonsense.  However, 
when he stepped out into the arena of the peace 

movement his modest working style enabled him to get 
on and accomplish what he set out to do and he greatly 
affected those of us who were alongside him.  We will 
be reminded of him as we join our friends in Australia 
opposing the grotesque nuclear submarine deal that 
AUKUS has delivered. We will wish that Bob could still 
be here to help us. 
 
(Thanks to Rosemary and Melanie White and Paul 
Barker for their assistance in writing this obituary).■ 

 

CAFCA/ABC Organiser Account 
 Financial Report For Year Ended 31 March 2021 
 James Ayers, Organiser Account Treasurer 
 Presented to Campaign Against Foreign Control of Aotearoa Annual General Meeting, 29/9/21 
         

        2021    2020   
Income        
 Pledges      $20,821.20     $20,755.20   
 Donations from members    $12,834.02       $8,362.25   
 Interest (incl. CAFCA term deposit)     $1,259.12      $ 1,776.31   
 Other                 $0.00               $0.00   
Total Income       $34,914.34   $30,893.76  
         

Expenditure        
 Contractor      $45,132.00    $43,464.00   
 Internet/phone          $131.71          $797.55   
 Printer              $39.00            $36.55   
 Other                $0.00          $170.00   
         $45,302.71   $44,468.10  
         

Cash surplus (Deficit)               -$10,388.37             -$13,574.34  
         

Summary 
Opening Funds        $3,677.79   $17,252.13  
         

Add surplus (deficit)    -$10,388.37   -$13,574.34   
Add CAFCA donation     $15,000.00              $0.00   
Closing total funds        $8,289.42     $3,677.79  
 

Represented by         
Term deposit Kiwibank              $0.00              $0.00   
00 Account Westpac        $8,289.42      $3,677.79   
 

Total Organiser Account Funds      $8,289.42     $3,677.79  

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). 
 

Donations welcome.  
 

Our bank account details are:  
ABC  
Kiwibank 
389000 0619007 00  
 

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.   
 

You can also personally deposit cash into ABC’s account at any Kiwibank branch. If you do that, make sure that you in-
clude your name as the reference. 
 

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


