



































and particularly a light rail system, which
would serve their needs better than
expressways. The desire to preserve the
unique residential character, and to prevent
environmental degradation, has long been
a priority of residents groups in these
areas.

From the beginning the road has served
as a vehicle for the advancement of
Brereton’s political career. An energetic
‘rising star’, he has impressed observers
with his capacity to pick up languishing
schemes and push them through despite
adverse public reaction, at times playing
one interest group against the other.

When the road was first announced,
residents responded with the formation of
several groups, in particular the Anti-
Freeway Action Committee (AFAC) in
Woolloomooloo and Communities for
Action on Traffic (CAT) at the Surry Hills
end of the road. From the beginning these
groups were faced with a dilemma: while
both shared a strong, well developed
commitment to public transport as the
solution to the city’s traffic problems and
their own transport needs, they were also
faced with the necessity to ensure the best
possible outcome for the communities they
represented, given that a road was presented
as a fair accompli. Thus both groups had
different concerns and priorities, reflecting
the road’s varying impact along its route.

From the outset, the consultants em-
ployed by the DMR began to liaise with
residents in order to carry out a demo-
graphic survey and to seek residents’
opinions. Shortly after Brereton’s initial
announcement, residents were invited to
comment on a series of six options displayed
locally. (Public transport was included as
anoption at this stage, but it was clear that
it would never be fully evaluated or
considered seriously.) Later, after the tunnel
proposal was announced, the consultants
distributed a brochure to every household
in the area, entitled ‘The Eastern Dis-
tributor, Preferred Scheme (We'd Like to
Know What You Think)’. Frequent meet-
ings were held between the consultants and
community representatives where the
groups were able to raise their concerns
about the road’s impact. The members of
AFAC and CAT were run off their feet
during this year-long process: studying
proposals, calling public meetings to dis-
cuss ‘options’ and issues with residents,
meeting with the consultants and writing
submissions.

To some extent this type of consultancy
process is valuable in that communities can
feel they have some control over ‘develop-
ment’, whereas previously they had none
whatsoever. This was the first time in
which the DMR employed consultants to
prepare the Environmental Impact State-
ment for a road and to seek community

Builders Laborers march in support of Green Bans, 1974.

reactions to a road proposal. Some people
maintain that such processes expose tech-
nologically oriented bureaucracies such as
the DMR to the broader social and
environmental impacts of road schemes.
On the other hand, the whole exercise
could be viewed as an attempt to legitimise
a development by appearing to involve
respected community groups in the plan-
ning process, while serving to defuse and
devitalise resident reaction.

Brereton displayed characteristic aplomb
in utilising the wider media to announce
the various road proposals, while the DMR
and its consultants concentrated on local
groups, with the effect of limiting debate to
the local level. The continued seeking of
responses to the various proposals and
exhibitions also played some part in pre-
empting the Environmental Impact State-
ment which appeared in August 1985,
about one year after the initial announce-
ment. By this stage the Distributor had
become old news and the groups involved
found-it difficult to obtain media coverage
for their responses. One group, Action for
Public Transport, attempted to draw media
attention to the fact that the cost-benefit
analysis contained within the EIS had a
negative value, but had little success.

It is likely that the Eastern Distributor
provided the opportunity for a ‘dress
rehearsal’ for the DMR’s new style of
‘consultancy’. In October 1985 the first of
30000 glossy brochures were distributed to
householders living along the route of the
planned $70 million freeway leading from
Sydney’s western suburbs into the city.
These also featured the phrase: ‘We’d like
to know what you think.

While no grand plan has ever been
announced, activists are convinced that the
DMR, under Brereton, is progressively
implementing part of the earlier scheme

which would have seen Sydney crisscrossed
with 550 km of expressways. This is occurr-
ing in the DMR’s characteristic manner of
developing short, separate freeway stretches
that create uneven traffic conditions and
thus the pressure to link the pieces®.
Should the DMR repeat ‘consultation in
isolation’ with eachi group of local residents
affected by a freeway then the whole
process must be regarded as a cynical and
deceptive exercise. Consultation at this
level is a poor substitute for broad com-
munity determination of transport policies.
Since the forties, Australian transport
policies have been dominated by the roads
lobby, while residents, environment and
public transport consumer groups have
usually found themselves on the defensive.
This imbalance has beenand still is reflected
in the relative strength of the DMR
compared with the public transport author-
ities. The DMR’s road budget has always
been generous and the resources available
for research and planning on roads have
dwarfed those available to the public
transport sector. No one body exists to
review the state’s transport needs in a
comprehensive manner; road planning has
become a substitute for transport planning.
To many it may have seemed that the
successful anti-freeway campaigns of the
1970s signified some kind of definitive
victory for the anti-freeway lobby. When
the Wran Labor government fought and
won the 1976 state elections public trans-
port featured as a major plank in the
electoral platform. The Wran government
did in fact fulfil many of its promises and
rehabilitated the public transport system
which had suffered from thirty years of
neglect’.
However the roads lobby has not been
inactive, and public transport has slipped
from the public agenda. During 1984 the
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DMR received an extra $26 million to take
its roadworks budget to a record $978.9 mil-
lion; this had risen to $992 million in the
1985-6 budget. By contrast, public transport
received what is referred to as a ‘subsidy’ of
$425.4 million, a drop in $29 million from
1984-5 funding®. There has been a steady
decline in funding since 1982, which has led
to a progressive cut-back in some services
and the development of a ‘private enterprise’
mentality. At the same time the National
Road Motorists Association continues with
frequent calls for extra road funding, using
misleading, familiar arguments involving
petrol levies and increased traffic?.

Some observers link the state govern-
ment’s turn-about on public transport with
the privatisation philosophy which increas-
ingly pervades the Labor Party. There are
other links and interests operating: the fact
that every union represented on the New
South Wales Trades and Labour Council
voted unanimously in favour of the Eastern
Distributorillustrates the interplay between
industry, unions and government.

The resurgence in freeway activity coin-
cides with developments in the road freight
industry. New container terminals have
been built or are planned for White Bay,
Pyrmont and Botany Bay. These will
involve thousands of extra truck journeys
daily, often with hazardous loads!0, Since
the opening of Port Botany in 1979, an
increasing amount of freight has been
handled at Botany Bay: between 1981 and
1984 the throughput of containers jumped
from 80000 per year to 200,000 per year!!,
and another four new container terminals
were under consideration in March 198412,
The opening of the port has attracted
hazardous industries and storage facilities
for hazardous goods to the Botany area.

In 1979 the Kirby Inquiry was set up to
look into the question of transport for
goods handled at Port Botany. However,
the recommendations of this inquiry,
including one that loaded containers be
compulsorily railed from Botany Bay, have
never been implemented. Although the
government agreed to implement these
findings in February 1982, the matter has
since been referred to a committee of
review!3, Indications are that the Kirby
Inquiry’s recommendations have been
unofficially overturned, and that policies
favouring road, as opposed to rail freight
transport are being implemented. It is
commonly believed that the demise of the
Kirby Inquiry was largely due to intense
lobbying from the Transport Workers
Union.

During 1985 residents faced with various
freeway proposals met together and com-
pared notes. It became apparent that these
roads formed part of a grid designed
primarily for the benefit of freight trucks

travelling to and from various container

terminals and particularly the growing
complex at Botany Bay. A feeling of
frustration and bitterness is developing
amongst activists; in spite of government
lip service to ‘consultation’ there has been
little real consideration given to the com-
munity’s health, environmental and trans-
port concerns.

All this sits uneasily with the New South
Wales Labor government’s present attempts
to portray itself as environmentally aware
and to promote its record on rainforests
and national parks to attract the ‘con-
servation’ vote. However one analyst!4 has
suggested that this is the only area of
environmental policy where significant
differences exist between government and
the opposition, and the government’s stance
serves to divert attention from urban
environmental issues, where performance
has not kept up with rhetoric. Transport is
a perfect example of this. Efforts by one
section of the bureaucracy to control air
pollution and encourage positive lifestyles
are rendered futile by larger scale activities
promoting dependence on road transport.

Transport policies in New South Wales
are currently being determined at a covert
level which is inaccessible to the general
community. In order to democratise this
process it is necessary to expose what is
occurring and to open the area to public
scrutiny and debate. The Inner Regional
Transport Group (wHich represents a
coalition of residents and community
groups) has called for a full inquiry into the
transport issue, believing that this would
be a good first step. There isalso a need for
renewed public education on basic envir-
onmental principles, so that transport

questions are viewed from a broader
perspective than at present. The present
scenario, in which authorities appear locked
into an expansion of the freeway system, is
creating deep disenchantment. It has
become yet another impetus for those who
are seeking alternative political strategies
for acheiving change.
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‘We'd like to know what you think’: DMR propaganda.
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THIS IS NAMIBIA
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Three faces of South African occupation. Top right: Police break up SWAPO
rally in Windhoek. Top left: Housing in the Rehoboth ‘homeland’. Botiom:
South African Defence Force in Namibia.
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By George Venturini

Namibia is the largest vestige of
colonialism in the southern African
continent. It occupies a large
territory of 824000 square kilo-
metres of semi-arid, mineral-rich
land — an area slightly greater

| than that of New South Wales.

Bounded on the west by the Atlantic
Ocean, Namibia borders on the
north with Angola, on the east with

.| Botswana; by the narrow Caprivi

Strip.— extending 500 kilometres
eastward — it shares borders with

. both Zambia and Botswana; on the

south and south-east 1t faces South

| Africa. South Africa occupies it
. illegally and has all but annexed it.

Namibia’s population, which is estimated
at 1.5 million, is composed predominantly

| of peoples of the Bantu language family:
| the Ovambos, the Hereros and others.

Persons of European descent (Africans,
English and Germans) make upabout 11%
of the population.

Last century Namibia was occupied by
English and Germans; during the First
World War by South Africa. After the war,
in 1920, Namibia — then called South
West Africa — became a League of Nations
mandate under South African administra-
tion. After the Second World War and the
establishment of the United Nations (UN),
the UN General Assembly called on
members administering mandated territor-
ies to place them under the Trusteeship
System. Only South Africa refused to
comply. In 1949 South Africa enacted a
law which in fact converted the territory
into its fifth province.

Under the pressure of world public
opinion and the demands of the people of
South West Africa, on 27 October 1966 the
UN General Assembly adopted Resolution
2145/ X X1 in which it affirmed the inalien-
able right of South West Africans to self-
determination and independence. The
resolution abolished the mandate and
declared that the UN would assume direct
responsibility for the terrrtory. In 1968 the
General Assembly changed the name of the
territory to Namibia and called on UN
member states to render aid to the Nam-
ibian patriots in their struggle for indepen-
dence.

An advisory opinion of the International
Court of Justice, handed down on 21 June
1971, declared that the continuing presence

of South Africa in Namibia was illegal.
South Africa ignored the court’s opinion
and embarked upon an extension to
Namibia of its apartheid policy. Until the
late 1970s, Namibia was administered as
part of the Republic; since then, South
Africa has been devolving administrative
power to persons of its trust in Namibia.
The UN Council for Namibia, set up in
1966 to take responsibility for the territory,
has been unable to establish a presence
there.

In April 1977 the Western members of
the UN Security Council —— Britain,
Canada, West Germany, France and the
USA began discussions on the con-
stitutional future of the Territory with the
South African government througha group
of officials — the Contact Group. The
activities of the Contact Group led to the
UN Resolution 435 on 29 September 1978.
The Resolution has formed the basis of all
subsequent UN and Contact Group
negotiations. It proposes the establishment
of a ceasefire, the holding of free elections
— one person, one vote - foran assembly
todraft a constitution and further elections
for a parliament to lead Namibia to
independence. For specious reasons South
Africa refused to abide by Resolution 435.

Since 1958, when it was founded, the
South West Africa People’s Organisation
(SWAPQ) has led the struggle for the
liberation from colonialists and foreign
economic interests. SWAPO has been
engaged in a guerrilla war against South
African occupation since 1963. In 1973
SWAPO was recognised by the UN General
Assembly as ‘the sole and authentic
representative’ of the people of Namibia,
while the UN Security Council set May
1975 as the deadline for South Africa to
announce its withdrawal. South Africa
responded by only reluctantly acknowledg-
ing Namibia’s separate international status
in 1975, and continued to set up an
apartheid regime.

Since 1982 the UN has continued to pass
resolutions against South Africa, while in
1983 the puppet administration set up by
South Africa disintegrated, and was quickly
replaced by two men, both South African
appointees. In mid-April 1985 President
Botha announced that South Africa would
re-establish an interim government with
limited powers in Namibia, which would
exclude SWAPO. South Africa would
retain control of Namibia’s defence and
foreign relations. The SWAPO President
said that if South Africa took unilateral
steps to declare independence for Namibia,
SWAPO ‘would crush it’. The transfer of
powers took place in mid-June. By the end
of the month, in a move seen by many as a
step towards establishing a docile puppet
regime, the South African government set
up a ‘transitional’ government in Namibia.
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In an official UN publication
containing data available as at
mid-1974, the economy of Namibia
was described as a dual economy,
consisting of a predominant modern
European exchange sector and a
traditional subsistence African
sector. The simplicity of this
symmetry embodies the tragedy of
Namibia.

The exchange sector is represented by
large mining companies controlled by
foreign economic interests and guided
entirely by whites. Africans provide the

unskilled coerced labour for these enter-
prises. The traditional subsistence economy

is practised exclusively in the reserves — .

lately designated ‘homelands’ - which
make up less than half of Namibia.

Namibia i1s the world’s second largest
supplier — after South Africa — of gem
diamonds which lie beneath the barren
soil. Inaddition to diamonds, Namibia has
a great variety of mineral deposits including
copper, lead, zinc, tin, vanadium and
petroleum. Statistics after 1965 are scarce,
South Africa’s first act after economically
incorporating Namibia was to prohibit
information on production of specific
minerals, prospecting and concessions in
the territory.

Foreign investment has increased rapidly
since 1966. Namibia has become the largest
refined lead, the second largest cadmium,
the third largest zinc and the fourth largest
diamond producer in Africa. Encouraged
by low taxation and generous concession
areas, mining companies — based in
Britain, Canada, West Germany, South
Africa and the USA -~ have made the
mining industry the largest employer of
African labour and the largest single
contributor to Namibia's exports, gross
domestic product and government revenue.

Uranium and diamonds were the
dominant mineral subsectors by 1979.
Diamond production ona large scale dates
to the 1940s, that of uranium oxide to
1976. Copper, lead and zinc are, like
diamonds, older industries. They have
been adversely affected by post-1974 prices,
but are in a position to recover if the
anticipated mid-1980s price boom occurs.

Comprehensive data beyond 1979 are
not available, but some figures are. It is
possible to state with considerable certainty

_thatat the beginning of this decade Namibia
had sufficient resources to form the basis
of an independent and self-supporting

economy -— if it could have gained its
independence.

Namibia’s proven resources are signif-
icant in global terms for gem diamonds,
uranium, arsenic and germanium. Minerals
remain central to the economic structure of
the territory, contributing to almost half
the gross domestic product and making up
about 95% of goods exported. Because
foreign interests operating in Namibia
concentrate on the extraction of minerals
for quick profits which are in turn
repatriated, other sectors of the economy
are neglected to the extent that the territory
has become highly dependent on imports
for most of the basic requirements, includ-
ing food. Most of what is produced is
exported, and most consumer goods are
imported. The economy is thus tremend-
ously dependent on forces over which the
Namibian people have no control.

Development in Namibia has been sub-
ordinated to the need of foreign corp-
orations to maintain shareholder dividends.
Because of this, ina country with one of the
highest gross domestic products per cap-
itam in Africa, the black population is
among the poorest in the world.

A black labour force is employed in
Namibia's economic activity. It consists
almost entirely of workers from the north
of the territory — migrant workers in their
own country. According to statistics
published by the South African govern-
ment, nearly one-third of all Ovambo
workers are employed in the mines. These
miners undertake some of the most
arduous, dangerous and unpleasant jobs
going. One observer, writing about a
copper mine in Namibia, has remarked
that:

Miner at Tsumeb copper mine.

Itis difficult to imagine, let alone describe, these
working conditions without actually experienc-
ing them. To gain a small impression, try to
imagine 15 pneumatic drills going full blast ina
small enclosed room with a temperature of over
99 degrees Farenheit and the operators working
knee-deep in water and drilling not down, but
horizontally.

A black worker on a recently opened
mine concluded:
We are just helping whites to get a lot of money.
You get 20 rands and he gets hundreds of rands.
Many whites are just people who stand behind
others and call for progress.

The low level of taxation and the
generous concession area offered
by the South African government
have encouraged many companies
to invest in Namibia. The most
important of these new venturers
has been RTZ (formerly Rio Tinto
Zinc, a British-based transnational
corporation with global interests in
base metals and uranium) with its
enormous open-cast mine at Roes-
sing. Located near Swakopmund,
inland from the central coast, in
the middle of the barren coastal
Namib Desert, Roessing is the only
active uranium mine, the most
important single economic project
in the country — and currently the
largest single producer of uranium
in the world.

The mine is run by Roessing Uranium
Ltd, a company which has been controlled
at different times by a consortium; it has
always included companies from some or
all of Britain, Canada, France and South
Africa. The following table, from a 1984
study, discloses what is publicly known
about the current shareholding in Roessing.

Roessing Uranium Lid shareholdings
Rio Tinto Zinc (RT2) 41.35%
Rio Algom (Canada) (subsidiary of

RTZ) 10.0%
General Mining and Finance Corp-
oration of South Africa 2.3%

The Industrial Development Corpora-

tion of South Africa 13.47%
Minatome SA (France) 10.0%
Others 22.88%

Sources: RTZ and Rio Algom's shares are
taken from the RTZ 1978 Annual Report.
The other figures are based on slightly
conflicting data from a variety of sources.

These shareholders are not the only
foreign and multinational companies
directly connected with the extraction of
Namibian uranium. Urangesellschaft of
West Germany prospected for uranium in
Namibia and helped develop the Roessing
mine; a US company, the Western Knapp
Engineering Division, held the manage-
ment contract for the design engineering,
procurement and construction of the mine.

Attempts at commercial production at |

Roessing began in 1975, but problems with
abrasive ore that damaged machinery and
a fire which destroyed one facility in 1978
caused delays in the actual start-up of the
mine. It was not until 1979 that the mine
reached the target production of 5000 tons
of uranium oxide per year. Uranium has
now surpassed diamonds as Namibia’s
major mineral export and, while all
uranium currently exported comes from
Roessing several other mines are under
development.

Witnesses testifying at the Uranium
Hearings held by the UN Council for
Namibia in 1980 estimated that Namibia’s
reserves range from 100000 to 180000
tonnes of uranium oxide -— enough for
25-40 years of mining life. Asan independ-
ent producer, Namibia has the potential to
become the fourth largest producer of
uranium, after Australia, Canada and the
USA.

Consolidated Diamond Mines’
operation at Oranjemund in south-
west Namibia.

Special mention needs to be made
of the working conditions at Roes-
sing because of the health hazards
connected with uranium mining,.
Such mining is dangerous in the
best of circumstances. The water
supply is easily contaminated.
Waste from the millings — tailings
left in the open — continues to
release radioactive materials into
the atmosphere. Inhaled uranium
ore dust and thorium attack
workers’ lymphatic systems.

Miners are exposed to varying degrees
of radioactivity throughout the mining,
milling, and waste disposal of the uranium.
The consequences of this exposure are
bothshortand longterm. It may take 15 to
20 years for lung cancer to develop, but
respiratory diseases and genetic risks occur
in a much shorter time.

Workingand living conditions at R oess-
ing are frightening. The mine is an enorm-
ous open pit. The millings are not covered
and the prevailing morning winds blow
dust from the tailings into the compound

where the non-white miners live. All
workers have been supplied with respirators
but they are required to wear them only in
very dusty areas or when one of the
chemical plants breaks down. When there
isa breakdown, a thick acrid smoke covers
the mine and people feel sick even if they
wear the respirators.

Roessing has not been in operation long
enough for longterm damages to be visible,
and it is even doubtful that health statistics
are being kept. What is shocking is that the
danger is known, the exposure is deadly,
and yet the conditions continue. White
workers, who live away from the minesand.
do not suffer night-time pollution; are
given thorough medical tests several times
a year. Tests include x-rays and blood
tests. In contrast, non-white workers are
only x-rayed.

As the question of Namibia’s independ-
ence has become an international issue, the
mining sector — which more than any
other is dominated by transnationals like
RTZ — has become obliged to take a close
look at its treatment of its non-white
workers. But despite all these pressures,
the inherent inequalities of the system and
the vast discrepancies between the earnings,
experiences and expectations of white and
non-white workers have remained in all
essentials unchanged. In other sectors of
the economy, the conditions that workers
can expect are even worse.

The foreign economic interests
which exploit human and natural
recourses of Namibia are among
some of the world’s largest corpor-
ations and financial institutions
from North America and Western
Europe. In time, exploitation has
become more frantic in pace and
aiding and abetting by governments
has become more overt.

In large part the involvement of trans-
national corporations in Namibia is
accounted for by three principle corpor-
ations operating in the mining sector:
Consolidated Diamond Mines of South
West Africa (CDM), a subsidiary of De
Beers Consolidated Mines, an affiliate of
the Anglo American Corporation of South
Africa; Tsumeb Corporation Ltd,
controlled by Newmont Mining Corpora-
tion and Amax, both US corporations;
and Roessing Uranium Ltd. These three
corporations account for about 95% of
mineral production and exports and hold
approximately 809 of the territory’s
mineral assets. In addition, a number of
corporations based in South Africa control
the fishing industry, and firms based in
Canada and the UK are involved in
marketing another of Namibia’s major
exports, karakul furs.

The foreign corporations are cooperating
to a great degree with the occupying army
and puppet government to defeat SWAPO
and preserve their privileged position.
South African Defence Force and Air
Force strength in Namibia is presently

| estimated at between 80 000 and 100 000; in

addition there are 10500 police, reserves,
mercenaries and vigilantes. The foreign
corporations are part of, and contribute to,
this military force in several ways.
Firstly, there are strategic products
supplied to the army. The most obvious of
these is oil, without which the military
machine could not run. There is also a
substantial financial contribution made to
white interests both in Namibia and South
Africa in the form of salaries and taxes.

Secondly, the corporations are setting -

up their own security forces. Roessing has
a private commando force of 69 which,
according to Sir Anthony Tuke, chair of
RTZ, is ‘to protect’ its employees and its
equipment. In this case, ‘protection’ means
close cooperation between Roessing secur-
ity guards, South African police and armed
white employees. The protection extends
to action against non-white workers, par-
ticularly during industrial unrest.
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In the case of uranium, the colonial
condition of Namibia is aggravated
by the confluence of the economic
interests of huge transnational and
the strategic interests of their host
governments. Roessing uranium
mine has a key place in South
Africa’s nuclear strategy and is
major exporter of uranium to the
industrialised world. From 1976 to
the end of 1981 deliveries of
uranium oxide under existing
supply contracts from the mine to
its customers — including Britain,
West Germany, Japan and Spain
— are believed to have totalled at
least 13400 tonnes. These contracts
commit Roessing to the export of
atleast 65 000 tonnes of oxide up to
the year 2000 — most of it to
Britain and Japan.

Because of the political sensitivity of the
project, details of Roessing’s contracts
have been kept secret by the mine's
management, RTZ and the South African
government. The extraction and purchase
of Namibian natural resources is banned
by the UN Council for Namibia Decree No
1, of 27 September 1974. This however has
never been accepted by the major Western
powers, all importers of Roessing uranium,
though they have been worried they could
face an international protest.

In the case of Britain it is now an open
secret that the uranium produced at
Roessing went first, and for years, to the

British Nuclear Fuels Corporation, which
has signed a longterm contract to purchase
7500 tonnes of uranium oxide between
1976 and 1982. RTZ had managed to
acquire longterm contracts to supply the
entire uranium requirements needed to
fuel Britain’s nuclear power stations.
Compounding danger with danger, Britain
is dependent for uranium on a single,
privately owned concern. ;

News about commercial activity involv-
ing uranium just pops up unexpectedly —
and then there is silence. That was the way
inwhich, on 24 January 1983, John Moore.
British Under-Secretary of State for
Energy, announced that Britain cease
buying Namibian uranium oxide from the
Roessingmine, and that the contract would
end in 1984,

Regardless of the party in power, the
British government has played a consistent
and major supporting role in formulating
Namibian uranium policy. Its longterm
contract with RTZ, on the one hand,
underwrote the mine and, on the other,
gave Britain a low-cost oxide source, Britain
does not accept the validity of the 1971
International Court of Justice opinion.
especially the section which makes post-
1966 natural resources projects such as
Roessing analagous to ‘contracts’ between
thief and receiver. In general it has argued
that the contract with British Nuclear
Fuels and the existing RTZ role are in
Namibia's interest — a perception not
shared by SWAPO.

The British stand is not surprising. RTZ
has counted among its directors Lord
Carrington, currently North Atlantic
Treaty Organisation Secretary-General and
formerly British High Commissioner to
Canberra and Foreign Secretary with the
Thatcher Government; former prime
minister, Sir Anthony Eden; Lord Assh-
eton, a prominent Conservative; Lord
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Shell and BP ofl tanks at Walvis Bay, Namibia

Shackleton, former Leader of the Labour

Party in the House of Lords; Lord Byers,
former Leader of the Liberal Party in the
House of Lords; Baron Green of Harrow
Weald, former Chairman of the Trade
Union Congress; and Lord Charteris,
former secretary of the English Queen.

Originally Japan was to have been a
major customer, but it insists that it
withdrew in 1976 because of the political
implications of importing uranium from
Namibia. However, according to a report
prepared for the US Department of Energy
by the Massachuetts Institute of Tech-
nology (MIT) in 1982:

Political pressures ultimately lead to cancellation
of the Japanese contracts for Namibian uranium,
although contracts for a similar amount were
instituted with the parent company RTZ. Some
reports tie the Japanese contracts with RTZ
Namibian production and it seems unlikely that
RTZ could supply such large amounts withou

using Namibian production . . . )

Japan, the major importer of Namibian
uranium, now ‘launders’ its supplies
through a Swiss tax haven: RTZ Mineral
Services in the Swiss canton of Zug.
According to the MIT report, Japanese
power utilities signed contracts in the early
1970s for 30000 tonnes of Namibian
uranium — a surprisingly large quantity
— to be delivered between 1977 and 1990.
This amount represents just over half of
Roessing’s anticipated output.

France has never given details of its
contracts with Roessing. But the MIT
report disclosed that the country was due
to receive 11000 tonnes between 1981 and
1990. When the socialists took power in
France, it was announced that the
Namibian uranium imports would be
halted. But in 1982, the Minister for
Cooperationand Development, Jean-Pierre
Cot, made the revealing remark:

As for Namibian uranium, if it continues to
arrive in France, it is not in the form of direct
import. France imports uranium only from
South Africa.

France is eager to ensure sources of
uranium outside of US control. A French
energy company has a 10% equity stake in
the Roessing mine, and uranium dealings
appear to be tied to sales of French nuclear
weapons and delivery systems like Mirage
jets and Crotale guided missilies, and
billions of dollars worth of uranium
enrichment plant and equipment to South
Africa.

Finally, France was involved in the
distribution of Namibian uranium. For
years, uranium oxide from Roessing was
airfreighted to Paris and used to meet
RTZ’s contract with British Nuclear Fuels.
Flights from Windhoek began in secrecy
early in 1978, shortly after Roessing had
reached regular levels of production. The
secret flights might have ended in 1979,
after workers at a French airport planned
to protest the secret shipments. Today
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other routes of delivery to Western states
are reported to be in operation, as ship-
ments from the Roessing mine continue.
In general the conversion of Namibian
uranium first from uranium oxide to
uranium hexaflouride and then to enriched
uranium, is carried out by private and
state-controlled corporations in France,
the UK and the USA. Additional enrich-

ment is also carried out by a consortium |

known as URENCO, which is a joint
operation of Uranit of West Germany,
Ultra-Centrifuge Nederland of the Nether-
lands, and British Nuclear Fuels.

West Germany has not disclosed how
much uranium it is purchasing from
Namibia. The MIT report showed that two
companies, Urangesellschaft mbH (which
has a 5% stake in Roessing) and Veba AG,
had contracted to buy 6140 tonnes of
Namibian uranium between 1975 and 1986.
Germany’s nuclear power program has
sought to build up assured sources of
uranium oxide by joint ventures and
research abroad. There has been sub-
stantial cooperation in atomic research
between German enterprises and state
entities in South Africa.

The position of Canada is indicative of
the complexity of the situation. Although
Canada has enormous reserves of uranium,
Canadian corporations are involved in the
extraction, prospecting, processing and
sale of Namibian uranium. In addition to
RTZ’s Canadian subsidiary’s stake in the
Roessing mine, Falconbridge Nickel Mines
of Canada (which already operates the
Oamites copper mine in Namibia) has
exploration claims in the Roessing area. [t
is also involved in prospecting in Koaka-
land in the far north-west of Namibia,
following the decision of the South African
administration to open the so-called
‘homelands’ to prospecting in 1978.

InSeptember 1981 press reports revealed
that Namibian uranium was being imported
into Canada for processing by Eldorado
Nuclear Ltd, a crown corporation, on
behalf of RTZ. Greenpeace investigators
had discovered early in 1981 that Namibian
uranium had been imported into Canada
on vessels of the Kerr (Canada) Lines. The
Canadian shipping company would receive
from an agent for RTZ in Cape Town a
shipment of ‘ore concentrate’ without any
warning about the radioactive nature of
goods. The Canadian port and road
transport authorities knew nothing either.

Canada does not seem excessively
concerned that it imports Namibian
uranium from South Africa even though it
does recognise South Africa’s jurisdiction
over Namibia, or that it exports non-
Canadian uranium in full knowledge that
this export removes the material from the
more stringent safeguards that apply to
uranium of Canadian origin to prevent it
being diverted for military purposes.

o

Roessing uranium mine.

This gives some impression of the
complexity of sale, security of
supply, technology, defence and
financial issues involving Britain,
Canada, France, West Germany,
the USA, the Netherlands and
Japan. This complex of issues faces
SWAPO, a liberation movement
which is seeking to establish a
rational policy for the management
of uranium reserves.

For the last twenty years at least, trans-
nationals and their host governments have
practised the political economy of grand
larceny, stepping up production while the
taking is good, and almost expecting —
should Namibia gain its independence —
nationalisation without compensation.
Namibia’s mineral resources, while large,
are not infinite, and various estimates put
the life of the gem diamond deposits and
Tsumeb base metal deposits at no more
than twenty years. By the time depletion
occurs, foreign companies will have taken
out billions of dollars worth of minerals
from Namibia. The rapid rate of mining
and the impending exhaustion of estab-
lished mineral resources will cripple the
prospects of the development of an inde-
pendent Namibia in the future. The
exploitation of these resources has led to a

substantial flow of wealth to foreignm

economic interests. It has not benefited the
Namibian people.

Transnationals were lured to Namibia
because of unusually high profits made
possible by the extension to the territory of
the South African government’s apartheid
regime, which essentially guarantees
foreign economic interests an abundance
of cheap, enslaved labour. In complete
disregard of the relevant resolutions and
decisions of the UN and the worldwide
campaign against South Africanand other
foreign economic interests operating in
Namibia, certain Western nations continue
to maintain their wide-ranging economic
interests in Namibia and South Africa.
Moreover, the unwillingness on the part of
these countries to prevent the activities of
transnationals and their subsidiaries
operating in Namibia has contributed to
the unscrupulous illegal exploitation of the
territory’s human and natural resources.

This article is an edited excerpt from a paper
presented by Dr Venturini at the Canberra
Conference on Namibia, 30 August-1 September
1985, organised by the Campaign Against Racial
Exploitation (CARE) for the United Nations
Council for Namibia. The full paper, ‘Namibia
and the International Trade in Uranium’, looks
in more detail at the issues covered in this article,
and also examines Australia’s role vis-g-vis the
Namibia issue, the uranium industry, the trans-
national marketeers and the trade in uranium.
Copies of the paper are available for $5 from:
CARE, PO Box 51, Kensington Park, SA 5068.
Tel: (08) 332 6474. Reports from the conference
are published in the October 1985 edition of the
CARE Newsletter.

Further information on the Namibian people's
struggle for independence (and how you can
offer support) can be obtained from the
Australasian and Pacific Mission of SWAPO,
Room 207/9, Floor 2, 328 Flinders St,
Melbourne, Vic 3000. Tel: (03)612792; 61 2793.
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POLITICAL DIRECTIONS
FOR THE PEACE AND
 ENVIRONMENT MOVEMENTS:

In view of the interest expressed and the
amount of material received for the
‘political directions’ series of articles, we
have decided to continue the discussion
into the 1986 editions of Chain Reaction.
One notable gap we hope to fill has been
contributions from women. Sexism
operates in the peace and environment
movements as in broader society; women
are given less opportunity than men to
develop confidence to write and voice
their opinions. We hope that women will
feel encouraged to contribute.

We also hope that articles will be written
in accessible language and avoid
pretentious diatribe. This is not because
we are anti-intellectual; rather we wish to
encourage the better ‘educated’ to
communicate their ideas in ways that are
neither alienating or disempowering, such
as by avoiding mystifying language.
Many people, because of their gender,
race, class etc., aré denied access to
education and so are often excluded from
serious discussion, We believe they
should be given every encouragement to
be heard.

Perhaps there are one or two points you
would like to make — please don’t feel
intimidated by the length of articles we
have published so far. We welcome short
contributions, as well as long ones. Once
again we would prefer an outline of what
you plan to write (especially for long
articles) so the collective can discuss it
and offer suggestions.

The response we have received has been
excellent. We even received a mention
from the inconsequential Micky
Barnyard, in his predictable article
attacking the introduction of peace
studies into schools (‘Peace studies
nonsense unmasked’, The Age, 15
October 1985). Barnard exposes the
‘seamless web' of peace studies — the
incorporation of anti-nuclear, pacifist,
feminist and other perspectives into the
subject — which he links with ‘the
informal debate about strategies for
“social change” taking place outside the
schools among elements of the “peace”
and environmental movements’. He
continues:

For instance, discussion this year in the pages
of Chain Reaction . . . as cited approvingly by
the [Communist Party of Australia] newspaper
Tribune last week, canvasses a symbolic
merging of banners that would present ‘a new
vision which unites the green of the ecology
movement, the red of traditional socialist
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ideals, the purple of the women’s movement,
along with the flags of the Aboriginal and
Third World movements’. It all leads back to
the theory that capitalism is the centre of
exploitation, social injustice and all other evils
of the day.

Like wow . ..

We have also received news of two
conferences planned for Easter 1986 in
Sydney — the ‘Broad Left’ and the
‘Getting Together’ conferences — which
will discuss similar areas to those
canvassed by the ‘political directions’
project. Both are aimed at building links
and greater cooperation between people
in various social movements and
discussing possibilities for forming a
broad coalition or network between the
movements.

The idea of ‘Getting Together’ came from
an affinity group of activists, the Liffey
Group, who had worked together on the
Franklin campaign. The conference
organisers outline their aims:

In movements ranging from natural healing
and human potential therapies, to land rights,
the women’s movement, peace and
environment movements and many more,
people are moving away from the narrow
perspectives of exploitative materialism and
living with a different view of the world. A
view which places the needs of people and the
needs of the Earth before the needs of the
systems (industrial, social, and political) which
control us . . .

The aims of the ‘Getting Together’ process are
to facilitate the deliberate and careful
discussion of our options for united action; to
encourage the development of understanding
between people in the various movements; and
to promote the exploration of new and
creative means towards our common goals.

A conference is being organised for next
Easter. It will bring people from a wide range
of movements along with individuals who
share our goals and aspirations. A great deal
of liaison work is being done around Australia
well before the conference to set the discussion
process going, and a series of pre~conference
newsletters is being produced to act as a forum
for ideas exchange and debate.

The ‘Broad Left’ conference was initiated
by a group of eleven individuals from a
variety of organisations in Sydney, who
sent a draft statement of aims to activists
around Australia in August 1985, asking
for sponsorship of the conference. Over
200 have agreed to date. The statement
begins:

Pressing issues of current concern strongly
suggest that broad left and socialist forces
should come together in an open atmosphere
to discuss perspectives for the left in Australia.

We believe that it is both desirable and timely
for those broad left forces who share similar
perspectives to discuss how to develop more
effective left responses to current political
developments in Australia, and to the vital
issues of the 1980s and 1990s.

The left faces two major strategic issues at
present:

e Firstly, the emergence of a much more
radical and ideologically confident right wing,
which has launched a new conservative
offensive against the labour and progressive
movements, designed to roll back many social
reforms and to put in office hardline
conservative governments of the Thatcher and
Reagan models.

@ Secondly, the challenge of building effective
mass movements for progressive reforms and
more far-reaching changes in a period of
Labor governments and the relationship of left
and progressive forces to the existing Labor
governments.

Among the concerns listed in the
conference statement are the nuclear
arms race, the influence of multinational
corporations, the rundown of
manufacturing industries, continuing
unemployment and growing poverty,
Aboriginal land rights, failure to
implement key aspects of the Accord,
discrimination against women, re-
emergence of racism, growing media
monopoly, environment protection,
sustainable resource use, and assaults on
progressive reforms in education.

The statement continues:

. these and other issues should be discussed
by the broad left forces with the aim of
developing agreed perspectives for work in the
labour and progressive movements to:

e combat reactionary and conservative force;
o develop pressure for progressive and
democratic changes;

e promote the need for more far-reaching
changes which really tackle basic social
problems;

® build a more effective left in Australian
politics.

We believe that a national broad left
conference could make a significant
contribution to these tasks . . .

While it is unfortunate that the two
conferences will clash, it is encouraging
to hear that the organisers are looking at
possibilities for interaction between the
two meetings, such as joint discussions or
social events. For further information on
the two conferences:

e Getting Together conference ¢/-130
Davey St, Hobart, Tas 7000. Tel:
(002) 23 5112.

e Broad Left conference, PO Box 17,
Railway Square, Sydney, NSW 2000.

Chain Reaction collective.

Please send letters and outlines
c/- Sue Armstrong.

By Trevor Blake

The struggle of people within various social movements for a
more humane future has reached a crucial and delicate stage in
Australia. During the late 1960s and early 1970s, the anti-war,
womens, environmental and other movements, seeking a radical
reordering of social priorities, or even of basic social structures,
reflected a sufficiently broad politicisation to unsettle dominant
interests and win important victories. Elements of the union
movement played an active role in some of these struggles, while
the electoral fortunes of the Labor Party rose on a tide of
reformist fervour.

Yet the tempo of struggle and level of overt popular
commitment for social change has diminished significantly. In
recent years the ALP, dominated by its right-wing, has assumed
the mantle of responsibility for effective management of the
capitalist economic juggernaut, working from a premise of the
essential reconcilability of the interests of capital and labour. At
the same time, the increasingly cynical competition among. the
major parties for the hearts, minds and votes of ‘middle Australia’
has, with the cooperation of the mass media, greatly narrowed
the scope of public debate regarding the future of Australian
society. Resurgent conservative political groups, backed by
corporate interests, are the dominant force shaping the political
agenda and rolling back hard-won social reforms. While the left
of the ALP fluctuates between inter and intra-factional skirm-
ishes, and hckmggts wounds, the Australian Democrats have
taken the front-running in promoting aspects of social movements’
concerns in the parliamentary sphere — though these movements
have now begun to participate directly in the electoral fray.

Predominant trends suggest that political pragmatism, corp-
oratist accommodation, electoral convergence and a profound
cultural lethargy threaten to undermine social movements seeking
nonviolent, radical social change. This is so even in the face of
continuing soclal oppression and misery, environmental des-
truction and military lunacy. What, then, are the signs for hope?
How can we move forward?

Trevor Blake is a lecturer in the Graduate School of Environmental
Science ar Monash University, Vicioria, and has been involved with
Environmenialists For Full Employment.
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The state of social movements

Following a period of expansion and consolidation, a number of
social movements have entered a phase of reflection and dialogue
regarding their goals and tactics as they attempt to confront the
complexity and magnitude of structural and practical obstacles
to desired change.

The labour movement represents the longest established and
seemingly still the most broadly-based and powerful non-
capitalist political force in Australia. Consequently, relations
between the labour movement and other progressive groups are
of pivotal importance in the struggle for a more humane society.
Yetitis glaringly apparent that increasing bureaucratisation and
conservative influence within the trade unions and ALP has been
paralleled by the faltering strength of the socialist or left-wing of
tHe labour movement. However, some socialist groups have
begun to move beyond past preoccupations with the production
and distribution of economic factors, and the role of the state in
regulating these processes, to take up the concerns of and build
links with other movements — for example, the women’s,
environmental and peace movements. The eco-socialist dialogue,
the program of the Socialist Alternative Melbourne Collection!,
and the proposed Easter 1986 gathering of the ‘broad left’ are
notable recent initiatives in this context.

Unfortunately, a significant degree of suspicion regarding
tactical motives as well as basic commitments has retarded the
development of cooperation between progressive sections of the
left and other social movements.2 Many feminists point to the
continuing dominance of patriarchal, authoritarian attitudes and
structures within the left, while many environmentalists point to
the pervasive failure of the left to transcend the anti-ecological,
utilitarian values of industrialism. For their part, many socialists
assert the primacy of class relations and emphasize
the naivete of a large proportion of feminists and environ-
mentalists regarding the political-economic obstacles to structural
social change3. In the face of the domination of patterns of
economic development by multinational corporations and
financial institutions, coupled with the obeisance of political
elites, the reality of extensive exploitation, unemployment and
impoverishment, and the oppressive and alienating labour
processes experienced by most people — in ‘developed’ as well as
‘underdeveloped’ countries — assume a priority in the minds of
most socialists, displacing attention from less tangible or even

‘secondary’ issues of transformation of cultural values and
interpersonal relations.

It would appear that the left has tended to underestimate the
depth and strength of challenges to its analyses, tactics and
goalst. However, other movements are beginning to come to
terms with the left’s traditional concerns — although within an
expanded framework. Thus, radical elements within the environ-
mental movement are beginning to explore the cultural and
political implications of an ‘ecological world-view’, as well as
linking this perspective with political-economic issues implicit in
the formulation of strategies for ecologically sustainable dev-
elopment. Similarly, the far-reaching implications of a growing
feminist consciousness have found political expression in both
practices within the women’s movement and the generation of
critiques of and alternatives to current economic and social
policies and structures.

The peace movement of the 1980s has emerged out of the
coalescence of sections of the anti-war, environmentalist and
other movements of the 1970s, with the support of some
progressive christians. This movement has succeeded in triggering
a high level of concern in the community regarding the nuclear
threat by identifying the moral issues involved and also tapping
more basic anxieties. The mainstream media has been crucial in
sustaining public awareness of the peace movements’ concerns
— though attention has focussed on ‘newsworthy’ events rather
than empathetic, critical exploration of the issues involved.
Actions aimed at specific national issues like foreign bases,
visiting warships and uranium mining have received less
sympathetic attention from the media (and the federal ALP
government) than mass rallies with more diffuse aims related to
international disarmament. Nevertheless, the increasing con-
sciousness of the interdependence of peace, social justice and
environmental issues — in relation to political-economic and
socio-cultural structures — which is slowly emerging reflects an
important aspect of maturation within the peace movement.
Despite this, the relationships between militarism, imperialism,
and industrialism, and underlying political, economic and cultural
factors, and therefore alternative approaches to societal organ-
isation, development and defence, remain poorly understood>.

The black land rights movement has been, and still is, of
enormous significance in the broader struggle for progressive
social change. As well as providing a focus for blacks’ political

In conversation with Fred, Natty suggests a ‘Coming out of the Woods’ conference. ’
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identity and economic demands, the land rights issue has exposed
the arbitrariness of legal property relations, the narrowness of
economic definitions of the value of land, the political power of
mining and grazing interests, the links between cultural
oppression, economic exploitation and environmental
destruction. Related issues have been highlighted by groups
supporting community-based development and the struggles of
oppressed peoples in the Third World, though the connections
and parallels with the Australian context have not gained
widespread public recognition. i

Community-based social welfare organisations and related
political groups committed to improving the situation of, or
winning social justice and basic rights for the poor, unemployed,
disabled and other marginalised sectors of the population, have
engaged in a variety of practical and tactical initiatives. At the
neighborhood or community level, important grassroots dev-
elopments have occurred with the establishment of neighbour-
hood houses, child care, food and health cooperatives, tenants
unions ‘and the liket. Communal cooperatives are still an
important manifestation of alternative lifestyles, and, in varying
degrees, alternative social values and structures. However, the
signs are that the deep psycho-social roots of individualism or
privatism in Western culture are being reflected in the erosion of
an orientation toward cooperative practices, and, more fund-
amentally, of a concern for the cultivation of caring relationships
between people and with the environment, in the communal
settlements or collectives of the 1980s7. Though there are many
exceptions, these communities tend to be inward-looking and
somewhat isolated from radical oppositional struggles. Neverthe-
less, their experiences undoubtedly offer vital lessons with respect
to the potentials for and obstacles to cultural transformation.
Both communal and self-help collectives represent positive
manifestations of a movement toward a more humane society.

Over the past twenty years there has developed a growing
reaction to the materialism of patriarchal, industrial culture,
characteristic of both capitalist and socialist societies. A self-
conscious concern with the meaning of life, and openness to the
non-material or spiritual level of existence, began to gather
impetus in the 1960s with the growth of the counter-culture’s
interest in Eastern religion and personal development (paralleled
by the growth of evangelical christianity). More recently, concern
for the spiritual sources of creativity, mutuality and ‘inner peace’
has begun to occupy the attention of ‘green’ environmentalists as
well as some feminists. Furthermore, parts of the christian church
have begun to assert with renewed vigour the connection between
true spiritual integrity and support for the oppressed. The
development of politically-conscious, christian communities
amongst the Third World poor over the past few decades has
raised the question of what appropriate forms of action might be
undertaken by Western christians in the quest for a more caring
society.

The relationship between political ideologies, cultural struc-
tures and spiritual awareness is obviously complex — and is the
subject of much debate. Similarly, the relationship between the
psychology and tactics of political activism is receiving increasing
attention, especially in relation to the dynamics of aggression and
authoritarianism and the alternative ethos of nonviolence. While
the building of mutualistic, caring relationships within affinity
groups of activists is undoubtedly desirable, given that our daily
praxis will reflect our progress towards the creation of an
alternative society, the cultivation of a spiritual awareness of our
interdependence might be seen to be a necessary dimension of the
process of transformation. Indeed, the cultivation of such an
awareness would appear to be linked with the emergence of a
non-egoistic, socially committed, moral passion which is essen-
tial to sustain a synergistic momentum towards both psychic/
spiritual and social emancipation.

Ralph writes a pre-conference discussion paper.

Points of Convergence

A number of general features of the state of social movements in
Australia are worthy of comment. First, at an intellectual and
ideological level, amongst the diverse groups committed to
nonviolent, radical social change we may note:

e highly contrasting theoretical perspectives in terms of analyses
of causal relationships and practical priorities;
e limited understanding (though growing awareness) of the
interdependence of different social issues; and
e a striking convergence of basic social values.

Secondly, at a practical, organisational and individual level we
may note:
e largely divergent organisational goals with typically little
communication or cooperation between movements, except
through overlapping individual involvement (though this
situation is rapidly changing);
© contrasting styles of organisational operation and tactics;
e pervasive difficulties in linking the political activities of
organisation; with the personal needs, expectations and inter-
actions of individuals;
e highly limited and over-stretched resources (money, facilities,
people) for sustaining political activities.

In sum, there is both a great diversity and a substantial
commonality of orientation and experience. Two aspects warrant
close consideration here. First, the malaise and faltering
momentum of most social movements may reflect, in part, the
intellectual, moral-political and personal uncertainties of people
comprising these movements. A simplistic, dogmatic intellectual
and moral purity may stimulate or sustain — at least for a time
—a political commitment based on emotional zeal. However,
individuals whosg political preoccupations are wholly externally

oriented, and who fail to recognise their own egoistic motivesand |

aggressive modes of behaviour, will inevitably provoke conflict %,
A maturing of perspective, reflecting an expanded awareness of
both real world complexities and personal motivations, will
contribute to the growth of, paradoxically, both a more critical
pragmatism and an authentic openness at an interpersonal and at
a collective level. Acknowledgement of uncertainties, ambiguities
and interdependencies is essential for the broadening of per-
spectives and maturing of political commitment and judgement.
Unless matural tolerance and cooperation exists within and
between social movements struggling for a more humane future
there can be little prospect for winning broadly based and active
support in the community at large. More than that, goodwill
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must be combined with a sense of humour and affirmation of the
joys of lifel
* Second, granted the improbability of a radical consensus
regarding the relative significance and interrelations of class,
patriarchal and ethnic domination, industrialism, imperialism
and militarism, material, psychosocial and spiritual human
needs, grassroots initiatives, mass opposition and parliamentary
politics, what common ground or meeting point can we identify
and build upon? It would seem that most of us share a
; commitment to a struggle for a more just, participatory and
sustainable society responsive 1o basic human needs, democratic
involvement and ecological realities. Indeed, a number of value
imperatives appear to be widely shared amongst radically
oriented people:
e All people should have access to their basic material needs and
be able to achieve a minimal level of comfort.
e All people should have opportunities for personal fulfilment
through work, creative activities and social interaction.
e All people should have substantial control over their own lives,
including opportunities for involvement in decision-making
affecting their work, community and environment.
e All people should be able to live in freedom from fear of war and
personal violence.
e Ecological systems and natural resources should be conserved
to provide for human needs in the future.
o Other species should be protected and suffering of animals
minimised.

While certain of these value statements might be open to a
plausible, essentially conservative interpretation, taken together,
especially in the context of the imperative of involvement in
decision-making, the integral radical thrust is sustained. If the
validity and interdependence of these value imperatives is
accepted, the key question is: what political response is
appropriate?

A rationale for linking social movements

In view of, on the one hand, the substantial commonality of
values held by many people in diverse social movements, and on
the other hand, the profound political-economic and cultural
obstacles to realisation of these values, a good case can be
identified for significant cooperation between organisations
involved in different movements. The limited - though important

— achievements of individual movements in recent decades
suggest that some linkage of efforts may be a prerequisite of a
renewed. expanded and powerful mobilisation for progressive
social change!0. Furthermore, if a major part of the Australian
population is to be persuaded that it is within irs power to
contribute to the creation of a more humane society, then it will
be necessary to articulate a cohesive alternative vision which
would be meaningful in the context of people’s current experience.
So long as the various social movements pursue their goals in
virtual isolation, they may be played off against one another by
dominant interests (eg ‘jobs versus environment’, ‘employed
versus unemployed’). It is essential that we both explore the
connections — including conflicts — between our various
concerns and begin to articulate and propagate the elements of an
alternative vision.

What linkages might be forged between different social
movements? There are a range of possibilities:
e information-sharing (newsletters, research etc);
o resource-sharing (office space, equipment, paid staff, media
skills etc);
o dialogue to promote constructive criticism, mutual under-
standing and sharing of experience regarding organisation,

tactics etc: oy P
e dialogue to develop shared positions on specific issues;

e cooperative action on specific issues;
e formation of a network of organisations committed to ongoing
cooperation encompassing the above possibilities (‘Network for
Action’);
e formation of a network or coalition of organisations commited
to a broadly based struggle toward structural change (‘Coalition
for Change"); )
@ formation of a broadly based extra-parliamentary organisation
committed to radical social change (‘Radical Change Movement’);
e formation of a broadly based radical parliamentary party
(‘Radical Party’)
e formation of a network of organisations engaged in practical,
cooperative activities (‘Grassroots Network’);
e formation of a broadly-based radical organisation integrating
political action directed toward structural change with practical,
cooperative activities (‘New Society Movement’).

Important initiatives corresponding to a number of the above
options have, of course, already occurred in Australia. Qur
challenge is to broaden and stengthen the linkages.

Téddies in workshop on coalition structures.
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Some anticipated objections

At this point we should perhaps consider potential reasons why
closer linkages between different social movements might be
judged either impractical or undesirable.

First, it is apparent that radical political organisations tend to
operate at the limits of their capacities, in terms of immediately
available skills, energies and resources. Substantial interaction
with organisations outside (or even within) the movement of
which they are a part may appear impossible. Two observations
may be made here. First, choices inevitably have to be made
between concerted responses to current issues and strategic
actions in response to longer term structural goals: the basic
problem is that of strategic intergration. Secondly, the building
of links with other organisations may, over the medium-term,
significantly increase capacities to respond to current issues —
indeed, such an increase might be regarded as a measure of the
justification of inter-organisational cooperation. While a strong,
mutual commitment to cooperation would be essential, longterm
success would depend upon a gradual engagement, slowly
building effective relationships and trust.

Secondly, substantial centralisation of radical political activities
might lead to bureaucratisation and the concentration of
organisational power, weakening the opportunities for grassroots
involvement and the impetus for creative initiatives within
particular areas of concern. This very real danger underscores the
necessity of organisational structures which pivot upon grassroots
involvement, though the problem of effective interaction or
coordination must also be confronted. Decentralised activities
may be politically effective if they are at least informally linked
within a broader strategy of action. Some form of network
linkage would appear to offer an appropriate structure. Argu-
ments for ‘strategic separatism’ espoused by many black activists,
radical feminists and some disabled groups — so that they might
sustain their own public voices and organisational styles of
practice, and so avoid being swamped by more dominant groups
of activists — command respect, yet potential modes of
networking need not have undesirable consequences.

Thirdly, quite fundamental divergences of goals, ideologies,
interests, structures and tactics do exist between radical organ-
isations — these cannot be wished away. Yet even if these
differences are undeniable, to emphasise their significance as
against areas of mutual concern or shared values can only
perpetuate the relative political weakness of radical movements.
The challenge is to identify and build upon what we do have in
common, rather than persistently indulging in pious dogmatism
or myopic parochialism. The reality is that our various concerns
are highly interdependent, and only through constructive mutual
criticism and cooperative action can we promote a movement
toward viable alternative structures. If we cannot aspire to a
comprehensive radical consensus, areas of agreement can be
defined and actions coordinated. Beyond that, the inevitability
and desirability of a radical pluralism must be accepted. If we
cannot begin to overcome the fragmentation of our various
movements, there can be little hope of convincing the population
at large of the practicality as well as the desirability of radical
social change.

At the same time, it is also apparent that radical alternatives
are only likely to prove attractive if they incorporate the
possibility of substantial diversity of social structures and
lifestyles. Rigid blueprints prescribed by dogma will inevitably
alienate the yet-to-be-converted, as well as being inconsistent
with the creation of an alternative ‘social ecology’ through an
experientially grounded, participatory, reflective process.
Abhistorical revolutionary strategies of transformation imposed
through authoritarian edict may be expected top result in
catastrophic social dislocation and continuing oppression.

Edward, burnt-out activist at twenty-six. Life’s no picnic.

The appropriate form of linkage between different organ-
isations and individuals committed to radical social change
cannot be prescribed. Attitudes toward such a prospect will vary
markedly and a range of forms of interaction might be adopted
within an evolutionary process of gradual linkage.
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Marvellous, SAM, 1985.
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Trevor Blake is currently organising a conference with the tentative title
‘Gathering for Change’, with the aim of bringing together people involved
in different movements committed to nonviolent, radical social change,
to discuss cooperation and interaction between movements. It will be
similar to the Getting Together conference planning for Sydney at Easter
1986, but will have a predominantly Victorian focus. For further
information, contact Trevor ¢/- Environmental Science, Monash-
University, Clayton, Vic 3168,
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By George Venturini

McMenamin’s and Wishart’s analysis of the limitations of the
Nuclear;Disarmament Party (NDP) campaign was quite correct:
“The nuclear arms race is only a result of twentieth century
industrial civilisation and the rivalries between different blocs. A
frightening consequence, but a consequence, nonetheless. For the
NDP, the basic question of causes will remain its stumbling
block. (‘Towards a red and green coalition’, Chain Reacrion41)

1 hope 1 may be forgiven for two faults: firstly, for not
contributing to the laceration of the NDP. | leave that to media
personalities who left, or threatened to do so and are now
counting heads to decide finally, and to many of those who have
remained but insist on contributing nothing more than their
heartfelt emoting and their aimless babbling. Secondly, for
repeating myself to some extent: see *Open letter to an accidental
Senator [Vallentine]', Peace Studies, April 1985.

My view in the debate is put simply thus: we either sink our
differences and unite in a grand Rainbow Alliance, or we will
continue to be electorally irrelevant and our differences will sink
us separately, one by one.

Before 1 explain who e are, 1 may be allowed to declare my

position. I have been studying the issue of uranium in its legal, .

economic, political and social implications for the last nine years.
As I came to understand the link between nuclear power and
nuclear weapons [ broadened by interest in peace studies, if the
description fits, and disarmament — nuclear at first, and then of
all kinds -~ to reverse the trend of our society towards nuclear
omnicide. Of course, I share the three basic goals of the NDP. But
my position is more than a point of arrival.

If we wish to translate into action the rhetoric about their being
‘millions of us’, then our constituency must be enlarged to the
blacks, the migrants, the women, the conservationists, the youth,
the pensioners, the unemployed and the political non-conformists
and soclal outcasts. Among the latter  would place all those who
have an unconventional style of loving, living or thinking — such
as the consumers of various brands of socialism and communism.
What would it matter if, in the interests of unity and success, the
cherished liturgy and the imported ways of thought need be made
more consonant to what my friends identify as ‘Australian
conditions™ That is, [ submit, a broad coalition, gathering all the
colours of a Rainbow Alliance under one banner. Of course, the
organisational demands and the electoral strategy may be
difficult to agree to — but not impossible.

The signs however are not auspicious — both here and abroad.
Asusual, | hope I am wrong, The ‘free world’ is moving rapidly to
the right.

Dr Venurini is a Friend of the Earth and was a Senate candidate for the
Nuclear Disarmament Party in the December 1984 election. This is an
edited version of a longer article available from the author.

(LIMITED RESoyRCes)
¥ IMAGINE THE CoLoURS. . - .

[F You CAN MANAGE THAT,YouU SHoULD

BE ARLE To (RAGINE THE ALLIANCE.

36 Chain Reaction

BRENDAN REA

Here in the province a most shallow prime minister, a Paul
Hogan with a law degree, has recently returned to the Lodge.
There at home, just earlier, six out of ten of the two out of three
Americans entitled to vote returned Reagan to the White House.
In all but one of his 53 films Reagan played the successful good
guy, the hero, the rescuer. During the fifty-fourth, the filming of
which has cost untold miseries to powerless Americans, he was
cast as truth, justice and ‘the American way’. The message
remained simple: ‘traditional values’ at home, a heavily armed
presence abroad. '

The posology worked like a dream, largely because Americans
are living in a dream. The dream is induced by a down-home
style, genial smile and practised delivery of inanities: free
enterprise, hard work, moral values, love of country, religious
fervour. They find sustenance in the loudness which covers and
drowns ignorance of things foreign. Ironically, the razzamatazz
amounts to silence. Life becomes a four-year Hollywood
production. Kinematic illusion becomes reality. That dream and
that illusion are like an opiate, necessary to support the silence
about real life, which would otherwise be impossible. Who would
not want to believe that one lives in a good country, where it still
makes sense to build a house, to have babies, save money, go on
vacations, develop one’s career?

Overseas the “Western Democracies’ have some problems but
— speaking personally — there is nothing I can do. Such sense of
vicarious worth — powerlessness really — is gnawing away the
heart of the “‘Western Democracies’. Much of the paralysing fear
the Americans have, we have. The language of their fear is ours.
The tune is familiar; it goes like this: We cannot trust the

"Russians, they want to take over the world, so how can we

negotiate with them? I do not think 1 could do anything
politically, I have only got one vote, and besides the politicians
just make promises and break them. You cannot trust them
either. I do not read the papers anymore. It is too discouraging.
Maybe everything will work out.

War is certainly coming, the prophets have told us so, but if we
get in a safe place and purify ourselves we will be saved. I'll
probably be killed right at the start, thank goodness.

[ try not to think about it too much. (Incidentally, when the
thinking gets tough I turn off and declare the whole effort
‘academic’ — an eight-letter word. | would not want to run the
risk of being labelled an ‘idealist” — another eight-letter word).
Our nuclear weapons are protecting us from a Russian attack. If
we keep our military strength up, we will be safe. We can afford
whatever it costs. It is our survival.

Yes, you cannot trust the Russians. They are not like us.
Murderersand despots, they lie when they feel like it. Qur bombs
will protect us and our friends, preserve freedom, democracy and
free enterprise.

This is the scenario, this is the script. And it wasall acted out to
consummate perfection before cameras and microphones. Is it
any wonder then that a modern Jeremiah from Minnesota,
reasonable, knowledgeable and decent could not have a chance to
be listened to? Americans and their dependants are in no mood to
listen to any rational argument, particularly when it requires a
lengthy presentation and it poses what the French would call /a
problematique.

The political process is then debased to a collection of quips or
one-liners: ‘Youain't seen nothing yet’, to deny the reality of what
has actually happened, and keep the electorsaway from their real
interests. That pap earned Reagan four more years. We are
treated to no different meal: “The only trust I'seek . . . is your trust
that we will continue to put Australia first’.

If this is not the solution what is then the problem, /g
problematique? 1t calls for the study of an interrelated set of
challenges to human existence caused by human actions.

A new coalition of forces must first of all address a policy of
atonement for the ravages on the Aboriginal inhabitants of this
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land. recognise their rights — a particularly difficult endeavour,
as this will require the application of a system which is still foreign
to them and imposed on them, to preserve their religious life and
sacred sites. This must be done by having the Aborigines on our
side, because past promises made to them either have been
betrayed or have not attracted their confidence. We must actasa
matter of duty, without any expectation. This must be an act of
conscience. We must look for.the support of those men and
women whom the Aboriginals still respect. Perhaps the
Aborigines may trust us once more.

It is this trust which will encourage other minorities to believe
that we are not some new brand of racketin the ‘ethnic industry’. 1
am thinking of people like the Greeks, who twice voted for Mr
Hawke’s party, soon to find that their country of the heart was
spied on from space by appointment to the CIA. How many
nautical miles between Greece and Italy? Forty. And how many
kilometres from Greece to Yugoslavia? None.

Ina world rendered more sinister by growing violence, torture,
terrorism, assassination, disappearances, and police or military
force by government and would-be governments, Australia may
appearasan oasis of peace. A Rainbow Alliance must throw light
over the darkest spot of the Australian psyche, the inherited
taints of being — still at least in thought — an English colony.
For instance, Greek, Yugoslavian and Italian migrants are
expected to understand and accept the transliteration of the
English custom expressed with the word ‘discretion’.

One way of moving to a democratic life is firmly to establish the
rights of all social and minority groups, in a peaceful, educated
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and free society. We must address ourselves to the sponsorship of
land rights, human rights, education, to dismantle the military-
industrial-bureaucratic-academic complex, in a spirit of freedom
of information particularly about alliances, treaties and bases.
The Rainbow Alliance must advocate the abandonment of a
life-style given to discrimination, secrecy and clientelism. That
would inject a hope for a rosy future, what all migrants to this
country shared and add a new colour to the flag of the
Alliance.

Publicity seems to me the best way of doing away with foreign
interference in the life of this country, and of removing — to the
extent we may domestically do so-— the threat of nuclear war and
incineration of the globe. Such open attitude to our neighbours
-- no matter how distant or represented as unfriendly — would
go a long way in clearing the skies from gloomand addinga good
blue background. And wouldn’t that make of the Alliance the
peace party?

Abroad (but not exclusively) we should turn our attention to
such problems as the population explosion, food distribution
inequities causing daily mass starvation, the growing gap between
richand poor, erosion and urbanisation of farmland, destruction
of forests, poisoning of the ecosphere by industrial chemicals
(both toxic waste and ‘useful’ chemicals like pesticides and
herbicides), garbage, sewerage, smog, and so on. Historically the
Agrarian-Conservatives, by recent ‘revelation” the Hawke
Laborites, because of equivocation the Democrats, none of the
extant parties takes more than a perfunctory, amateurish attitude
to the four ‘E’s economy, employment, energy and ecology. If

we said it clearly and were seen to mean it, why shouldn’t the
greenies be with us?

To say that la problematique appears to be a single problem
caused by our limited awareness, may sound informed, relevant,
academic. Those are eight-letter words — just like idealist. Here
in Australia we call it bulishir.

Even to remind Americans that their budget deficit is
$200 billion while Reagan advocates a constitutional amendment
to require a balanced budget may be informed — it certainly is
academic. To tell them that their country has reached the highest
poverty level since the great depression may be relevant — but
again academic. The equation of American elections may very
well be this: thirty-five milion votes for Reagan over twenty-five
million votes for Mondale equal thirty-five million persons living
below the level of poverty. There are eight million more than
since Reagan began. Of those thirty-five millions twenty-four
millions are white. The poor are mostly white, not black or
brown, mostly women not men, mostly children not adults.

But — I am admonished — if you get a chance to be such a
killjoy, to speak like a prophet of doom, to spread your gloom
around, it is because you live in a system which is rolerant. 1 pause
and count the letters of that word. Tolerant is another eight-letter
word, here in Australia we identify that with bullshit.

Mainly by people who have no first-hand experience, and often
know no more than what is peddled by the media controlled by
the Farty Foxes, Perry Kaker or Lord Smut, we are told that
there is no counterpart here of the American condition. Or is
there?

Having comfortably settled the unemployment at almost 9%,
the glorious process of reconciliation, recovery and recon-
struction continues.-There are some minor pitfalls. An unchival-
rous critic may insist with the minister for private schoolsand an
infidel may challenge the guardian of youth despair and point this
out. But luckily for them there are not many Hollingworths to
remind us that one out of five children in Australia is reared in
poverty.

We must widen our attention, from proliferation — through
population and pollution — to poverty. This must be redefined
expansively to include moral, spiritual, educational as well as
physical poverty. Those children reared in poverty are ill-
educated in a symbiotic private-public system of which they
become the victims, until they move to the role of the unemployed
— or functionally unemployable. Why should their parents
continue to vote for a ‘Labor’ which will exact from them,
without giving anything in return, the last pound of flesh? Its
colour could cover a very large spectrum.

Amidst the self-induced emotion and the pompous listing of
national priorities: growth, equity and peace, against the lily-
white scenario of self-congratulatory alliteration, in the resound-
ing emptiness of reconciliation, recovery and reconstruction, a
pot-stirrer may be forgiven for playing a strident note and asking:
‘What sort of recovery leaves almost three million people in
poverty? What future is contemplated if 359 of them are
children?

These people — who experienced the worst of the recession
—have again been taken for granted and pressed into waiting for
the fruits of economic growth. Before it benefits them, there is
rumour of another recession. On the other side of the social scale,
as the Brotherhood of St Laurence tells us: ‘In November 1982 a
single pensioner’s payment was 8.9% below the poverty line; by
November 1984, the difference had increased to 109%. Is this what
growih means?

Why should nota good, honest campaign intelligently directed
to the pensioners attract the vote of ‘grey power”?

The Institute of Family Studies informs us that: ‘There is an
urgent need for action to reverse the trend towards increasing
inequality and hardship . . . there is clearly a need for a greater
commitment to reversing the increasing slide into poverty by

families with children’. Is that the new meaning of equiry?

The Salvation Army expresses concern that: ‘For those stuck
in poverty, the situation is becoming intolerable . . . the Salvation
Army is becoming less able to “lend a hand” to the extent required
today. But why should people be forced into the situation where
they need this kind of assistance? We want to see a reduction in
need, not an increase in charity.” Can this be the road to peace?

Would 1 be forgiven for adding that there is a growing gap
between those fortunate enough to have regular paid work and
those with little prospect? The statistics are.all too familiar: 2
million Australians, including 600000 (officially) unemployed
peopleand 1.5 million pensioners, are today worse off than they
were before Hawke came to office. Studies, reports and
investigations are scandalously repetitious. The situation does
not change. With Fraser or with Hawke, it is not improving:
unemployment ‘stable’ at 8-99, 25% for the under 24, 50% if one
is black and lives in Western Australia. The average period of
unemployment is now over ten months. Over 300 000 people have
been unemployed for more than six months; 220000 have been
Jjobless for at least nine months. Men between 45 and 54 spend an
average 18 months out of work. For many of these people, the
chance of finding work is fading.

A Rainbow Alliance could mobilise the red of their anger,
before they yield to the seduction of the red-necks.

Toall these people, would it have been, to use the words of the
Messiah of platitudes at the Sydney Opera House last November
‘a grab bag of unachievable electoral promises’ to commit a
conservative government to:

¢ an equitable reform of the taxation system instead of cosmetic
exercises which rob Simon to pay Saul;

e a further expansion of employment opportunities;

© housing for low income people;

e an increase in pensions and benefits; and

e an overall meliorist policy which — as Curtin said — ‘stands for
humanity as against material gain’, an instrument of change in
the interest of decency and human dignity?

What is so unacceptably ‘radical’ in this basic program that it.

would not appeal to a large constituency? Why should this
instead be concerned with the intellectually enfeebling exercise of
‘wooing the conservative centre”? Women, who must manage
amidst incredible difficulties and keep the family together among
these abominations, who still receive two-thirds’ pay for equal
work, who are the largest class of the most abused victims, should
contribute the purple of their rebellion.

Or are we all to be asked: ‘where is the money coming from?

Well, let me rejoin: where did $50 million come from to buy the
yellowcake Queensland Mines cannot — at least now — sell to
France?

Prosperity, I am told, will come from peddling uranium, a
decision reached apparently on the spur of such moral vacuity as
suggests that ‘if you do not play the game, you cannot make the
rules’, for the intellectual profanity that the best way of
contributing to non-proliferation is that of opening up the largest
uranium mine in the world, and on the rationalisation that if we
do not sell uranium others will.

Nuclear ships and nuclear weapon-armed ships which may
enter or land in our ports are the premium we must pay for the
insurance we seek from a great and powerful friend. If this is not
the language of shopkeepers, what is?

Once again, you cannot trust the Russians. The bases - we are
told — are part of a world system of detection and deterrence. If
this is not the language of courtiers, what is?

There are some noises of whipped-up dissent. A fallen Liberal
and former Minister for the Navy between 1960 and 1969, who
presided over the effort to bring to the negotiation table the
black-pyjama-clad-commo-bastards in Vietnam, by authorising

the bombing of that land from the sea, has recently come out
against those bases. k

There has been some yapping by the drover’s dog as to the ease
with which the bases may be closed, almost overnight. Such
re-assurance is no more credible than what the Foreign Minister
said in Geneva and 4t the United Nations. It carries no more
credit than the denial of our deep entanglement in Reagan’s Star
Wars. The electromagnetic railgun which is being developed at
Maribyrnong Laboratories directly contributes to the proposed
American ballistic missile defence system. And there are other
indications of our complicity: a new satellite system code named
“Teal Ruby’ to be testéd in 1986, laser research, the Australian-
designed Jindalee over-the-horizon radar, collection of infrared
data of Soviet missile launches from Nurrungar — which is one of
the many foreign lg?§es Australia hosts and over which it claims,
with decreasing credibility, to have ‘joint control’. A Rainbow
Alliance could put an end to that.

A Rainbow Alliance need not write a long platform of
undeliverable promises, but it may detail — with a simplicity
which be the mark of earnestness — a program for an Australia
free of fear, prejudice, poverty, secrecy, a colonial mentality of
obeisance to big world powers which breeds the spirit of the
pimp, the attitude of the enforcer and the ugliness of the local
bully — as were recently revealed against Aotearoa (New
Zealand). ]

We will not, indeed should not, present a glossy polish and the
slick conmanship of the ‘packagers’ we have not got. Thank

heaven! We ought not to try and become the better local
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managers of foreign power and privilege on which the present
system of government rests. So why should not this Rainbow
Alliance be for an Australian Republic?

It 1s patently absurd that at the heart of what is called a
democracy in this country there be a distant, foreign, hereditary
institution the most crucial activities of which are secret and
unaccountable, and which regards change as something to be
embraced only in the last resort. All sorts of rationalisations are
urged on behalf of the monarchy — such as it being the surest
social cement in a pluralistic society, the personification of
authority in “The Crown’, the symbol of the Commonwealth
unity. This is outdated colonial rubbish. Should Australia really
care about being a pluralistic society and becoming a
multicultural society, then one of the means is the recognition of
the moral equality of its citizens and another is a system of
proportional representation which acknowledges the existence of
many voices and prides itself about unity in diversity. No person
who can read, write and reason in English as well as in another
language should accept less than that. What is offered instead is
cheap electioneering pap dished out by racketeers of the ‘ethnic
affairs’ industry. No child of the European Resistance is prepared
to surrender to the confusion between social indifference and
toleration and to mistake election rituals for democratic
participation.

I for one see this country as emotionally dependent upon a
spent power, tied to its societal money system, alienated from the
people of Asia to which we belong, befogged by superstitions and

ignorance, paralysed by distant symbols of a resounding

anachronism, mesmerised by inherited privilege — that too many
Australians experience vicariously, as they become distracted
from their real interests, oblivious to social injustices, conditioned
by Victorian values and other horrors that this monarchical,
enfeebling bondage carries. In the end we all pay for it.

The monarchy exerts upon our national life a profoundly
corrupting influence. Daily print, radio and box treat even the
royals’ natural functions of life, especially the business of
breeding, as well-nigh miraculous. Even in relating the most
banal non-events newsreaders use tones of hushed awe and
ceremonious ‘respect’. Most Australian politicians — including
the present prime minister— have raised sycophancy to the level
of a sporting effort.

A populace like Australians, not particularly well-known fora
demonstrative nature anyway, is offered day after day, month
after month, and year after year this drivel about the royals which
satisfies the irrational appetites of the community. Careful
administration and acceptance of that drivel feeds off a caste-
ridden, horse-riding, philistine nation — throttled by the school
tie, full of excrement, living off increment — and makes up this
outpost of an empire which is as dead as a dodo.

The question of Australia becoming a republic is not — as an
up-start like Mr Hawke would want us to believe — of no value to
us. Nor is becoming a republic an end in itself. Even when we
become a republic there will be a massive work to do, for we will
need to purge ourselves of the archaic influences which still
degrade our character, which deform our society and which
retard our progress. Only shallow men — and women — such as
we have at present both in government and in opposition may
assert that Australia becominga republic will make no difference.
When that happens we will be able to substitute rational
judgement for ritual, incantation, fantasy, ignorance and fear.

The republic, because of the fundamental equality at birth of
its citizens, is the expression of rational judgement. The
monarchy is at the pinnacle of that pyramid of power without
authority, government without accountability, which makes of
this country no more than a client-state, almost fully integrated in
the international division of labour and capital which is not of
our making, a forward-post for alien interests, the quarry of
ill-gotten fortunes and economic privilege, a sub-tropical
constitutional dependence of no greater value than a modern
satrapy. Nothing could be more greatly misnomed than accusing
Mr Hawke of maintaining a presidential posture. He is more the
holder of a provincial governorship on behalf of foreign power
—a commission agent for foreign capital.

Amidst the occasional embarrassment in speaking of socialism,
Hawke’s program is simply this: to maintain unchanged the
structure of ownership and power. The ‘new’ formula is to take
from each according to her/ his consumption and to give to each
according to political clout. ‘Labor’ has painfully become the
alternative of the old regime, it has trivialised even the purpose of
clections. As such it may carry the heavy responsibility of
opening the door to a Reagan and Thatcher-like government,
that is, a government right of Mr Howard!

These are not revolutionary ideas, they are not new, they are
not demanding a ‘leap in the dark’. Dr H C Coombs, an eminent
Australian, the embodiment of reason, advocated basic reforms
in November 1984 in his John Curtin Memorial Address at the
Australian National University. He said: ‘The political vacuum
created on the Left will be filled, perhaps for a while by a single
issue or splinter parties but before long by a more radical party
outside the Labor Party.’

The Rainbow Alliance could become that party; it could
inherit the tradition of the Australian Labour Movement, which

in the words of Curtin --- *has no concern with big business and

... stands for humanity as against material gains and has more
resilience, more decency and dignity and the best of human
qualities than any other political movement.’
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By John Englart

The peace movement and the ecology movement are facing a
crisis. A crisis of organisation and of strategy for eliminating the
violence of nation states, corporations, and the violence in social
relationships. A crisis of means and ends. The harmony of means
and ends is essential to achieve a cooperative and caring society
based on ecological principles. Gur methods of action are as
important as the goals we seek.

Over the last year in Australia we have seen the growth of the
Greens, and the more spectacular formation and growth of the
Nuclear Disarmament Party (NDP). A call has also been made
for a ‘red and green coalition’. All of these have in common an
attempt to organise people in the peace and ecology movements
into a political party to achieve some measure of reform and
change.

The Labor Party also aims at a limited amount of reform, as
long as there are votes in reform. Principles have been sacrificed
to achieve power or stay in power. Where a well-planned
grassroots campaign, like preserving the Tasmanian wilderness,
is perceived as vote getting, the ALP will support it. Where a
campaign is seen as vote losing, like uranium mining or the
Daintree rainforests, it will refuse to take action. The example of
the ALP is important to consider because its roots were in a
popular movement — the labour movement. Do we want to
follow the same parliamentary path as the ALP and end up
continually pursuing power at the expense of principles?

My contention is that the political party style of organisation
results in the continuation of the problems we face. We need to
look at how polifical parties help maintain the pattern of
domination of human by human, and human of nature. We need
to look at the value system underlying domination and hierarchy.
And we need to adopt methods of organisation in keeping with
our goals — to decentralise power and decision making, and to
empower individuals to think and act for social change.

The alternative to party organisation is the small group,
sometimes called affinity group or collective. It is in the small
group where our values and socially conditioned aggressive,
dominative, submissive or competitive behaviour can be

John Englart is presently a member of the Redfern Black Rose Anarchist
Bockshop Collective, and has a beert a supporter of Friends of The Earth
(Svdney) since 1975.
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challenged. Individuals can feel a sense of their own power to
achieve changes in themsclves and society. Through building
networks of collectives, affinity groups and individuals we can
achieve a grassroots culture of resistance based on initiative,
cooperation and solidarity. We can nurture non-exploitative
lifestyles, undermining domination, the basis of hierarchical
society.

Social conditioning and domination

Our society is based on some people having more decision-
making power than other people. The organisation of society
reflects this, from corporations, parliaments and bureaucracies,
to many volunteer and ‘alternative’ organisations. In the green
and peace movements this method of organisation can often be
found. Hierarchies, both formal and informal, are everywhere.
With them we see the patterns of domination and competition
and a general disregard for life.

This value system has been consistently instilled in each of us
from birth, through social conditioning by our parents, sexual
repression, our indoctrination in school, and our experiences at
work or play. None of us are immune to it because of its
predominance in every institution of society.

It is this value system which allows the elite at the top of
hierarchies to manipulate the people below them. In this way
governments use nationalism and patriotism to prepare for war
and to fight wars. The violence inherent in war can be seen as a
patriarchal drive to power — of man extending control, of man
striving to prove himself above nature, animals, other races and
womin. It is a perception of the world as being divided into
opposites — one inferior, the other superior. The act of one
nation forcing itself on another nation is an act of rape.

In the domination of womin by men, a constant war is waged
on womin by the threat and practice of sexual abuse and rape.
Womin are portrayed as inferior to men, as objects to be owned
and exploited. The institution of marriage has enforced a system
of ownership and control of womin’s bodies. Control exercised
through a male monopoly on medicine and fertility control. The
nuclear family which results is an ideal production and
consumption unit for a capitalist and patriarchal society. It isin
the nuclear family that basic conditioning of children to the
dualistic value system of domination and submission takes place.

Womin are allowed to advance in patriarchal society only if
they adopt the hierarchical male values of the society. In this way
some womin are able to achieve positions of power, through
emulating masculine behaviour and adopting a dualistic hier-
archical thinking. However, this is only viable for a small
minority. The vast majority of womin remain trapped in
traditional female roles of caring and nurturapce, tending the
human wreckage of hierarchy and competition. Their role in
patriarchal society is crucial, for if women did not revive their
husbands, sons and lovers to take their places in the hierarchy,
society would degenerate into unregulated social violence.

The war against nature begins in the domination of human by
human. The rape and domination of nature commenced with the
suppression of communal and tribal land rights. The holistic
spiritual coexistence between humanity and nature was sup-
planted by individual land ownership and exploitation of nature.

Nature, the earth, had become inferior — a thing to be owned,
exploited raped — and assigned the role of womin — Mother
Earth. Instead of a sharing, nurturing and cooperation between
humanity and nature, we now have relationship of greed,
exploitation through mass agriculture, factory farming and
production, and a general alienation and separation from nature.
Instead of a true spiritualism arising from our relationship with
nature, we have adopted patriarchal gods made in man’s image.

As Murray Bookchin has described in his book, Towards an

- Fcological Society:

Ecology in my view, has always meant social ecology: the conviction that
the very concept of dominating nature stems from the domination of
human by human, indeed, of women by men, of the young by their elders,
of one ethnic group by another, of society by the state, of the individual by
burcaucracy, as well as of one economic class by another or a colonised
people by a colonial power. To my thinking social ecology has to begin its
quest for freedom not only in the factory but also in the family, not only in
the economy but also in the psyche, not only in the material conditions of
life but also in the spiritual ones. Without changing the most molecular
relationships in society - notably, those between men and women, adults
and children, whites and other ethnic groups, heterosexuals and gays (the
list, in fact, is considerable) - society will be riddled by domination even
in a socialistic ‘classless’ and ‘non-exploitative’ form. It would be infused
by hierarchy even as it celebrated the dubious virtues of ‘people’s
democracies’, ‘socialism’, and the ‘public ownership’ of ‘natural resources’.
And as long as hierarchy persists, as long as domination organises
humanity around a system of elites, the project of dominating nature will
continue to exist and inevitably lead our planet to ecological extinction,

Political parties

The problem with organising political parties to achieve the goal
of an ecological society is that, by their inherent structure and
endorsement of parliament, they perpetuate hierarchies and
domination. By its nature, the electoral process is biased against
social change. Representative democracy, whether socialist or
capitalist, is used to disguise the sources of power. It is provided
so that people will be generally content with their submission and
obedience to elites as long as the excesses of injustice and
exploitation are seen to be controlled. Direct participation in
electoral politics acts as endorsement of parliament as a
mechanism for social control.

The sources of power do not only belong to the state, but also
to the mass media (who manipulate public opinion), local and
transnational corporations, bureaucracies, and the underlying
value system. The basis of the power of all elites is the power we
give them: our obedience and submission to authority. When
people refuse to obey the directions or commands of an elite,
despite threats or use of repressive sanctions, we challenge the
power of the elite. In the conscious act of disobedience to
authority, we are making a choice of empowering ourselves.

The form of political organisation needed to participate in the
parliamentary process will most likely be a hierarchy. Electora!
campaigning means leaders and candidates are selected tc
represent their followers. Questions such as: who decides policies®
how will decision-making occur? what structures are used? who is
selected as candidates? all have to be answered. To be electorally
effective it needs thousands of members. Because of the size of the
organisation and its attempt to use a system based on hierarchical
values, there will be pressure to adopt many of those values in the
structure of the party. There will emerge leaders and followers,
some people will have more influence in decisions than others,
and a tyranny of the minority if majority rule decision-making is
used. These contribute to alienation and feelings of powerlessness
by members and supporters. Running election campaigns will
drain money, time and energy from organising grassroots
campaigns directly on issues to trying to win more votes.

When candidates are successfully elected, there are constant
pressures to compromise principles for the sake of limited
reforms, for the elected representatives to have more power than
other members in the party, and for a cult of expertise to develop.
These attributes have all been exhibited in the German Greens. A
growing split is oceuring in the German Greens over whether to
enter a coalition with the Social Democratic Party, and achieve
limited reforms through government. Petra Kelly, a founding
member of the Greens, argued strongly against coalitions, saying:

Without ministers. without coalitions, we are capable of politics, because
we have a different claim to power than the Social Democrats. We have to
make this state system of repression superfluous and not start to repair it.
What happens when the Greens start talking about the acceptable limits
of dioxin?
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The German Greens have also had parliamentary representatives
disobeying Green policy and refusing to hand over their positions
in parliament to new people.

Even when radical reforms can be initiated through parliament,
they will be sterile without the support of an active grassroots
movement. [t is more likely such radical social changes will be
more actively defended if they are initiated by a grassroots
activist movement. Parliament then becomes just a very
expensive and superfluous rubber stamp for social change.

The Nuclear Disarmament Party

The problems and the split in the NDP can be traced to its
formation. The first mistake was in not adequately working outa
structure and decision-making mechanism for the organisation.
Because all the effort was put into running a successful election
campaign, the necessity for establishing firm structures was left
till after the election. This only resulted in deferring arguments
over structure, and making the crisis and the split in the
organisation more bitter and profound.

The second mistake, arising from the unresolved question of
structure, was the presence from the start of an informal elite and
hierarchy in the organisation. Concurrent with this, Barrie
Griffiths (in Green Alliance Newsletter no 10, November 1984)
alleges:

[TThose who formed the NDP did so without even consulting with those
key people in the organisations and networks which constitute their
primary support. Had it been their intention to do so, there would have
been no better way to ensure a relatively feeble anti-nuclear/green
presence in this election.

The absence of anti-hierarchical structures, the existence of an
informal elite and its mass media appeal, made the NDP a target
for other groups. The Socialist Workers Party (SWP) operated as
an organised faction within the NDP and probably contributed
substantially to the NDP election campaign. Their reasons for
working within the NDP were probably to recruit new members
to their own party, and to exert influence through a well-
organised faction if the NDP were successful. The SWP has a
long history of entering other organisations to achieve its own
ends. On the other hand, the NDP was open to manipulation
because of its structure (or lack of).

The Greens and PANDA

Both the Greens and Peace And Nuclear Disarmament Action
(PANDA) face the same dangers in organisation as the NDP: of
formal or informal elites present or developing in the

organisation; and an organisational structure which is hier-
archical or encourages hierarchical values. Neither organisation
actively pursues the issue of decentralisation of power and
decision making as fundamental in their organisational structure. ,
This could be largely due to elites in these organisations acting to
protect their own power and interests. Eulogies and policy
statements on grassroots democracy and activism may sound
very nice, but mean nothing if those policies are not implemented
within the organisation.

With the split in the NDP, Western Australian Senator Jo
Valentine has become an independent member of parliament.
Although PANDA will work as her supporting organisation, she
is not formally accountable to them for decisions she will have to
make. Similarly, when the Greens in Sydney ran an independent
candidate in the federal election, they were operating only as a
support group. There was no formal accountability by the
candidate to any individual or organisation. The grave danger is
that the people we elect to power are not responsible or
accountable to us for the decisions they make,

Neither the NDP, the Greens or PANDA have considered that
the participation in parliamentary elections acts to endorse the
state as the legitimate mechanism for achieving social change.

The small group as a method of organisation

Electoral politics and mass organisations have a strong tendency
to be ineffective in empowering individuals for social change. In
fact, further alienation of people from their own power is more
likely to occur. What we need are forms of organisation to
challenge all forms of violence, domination and exploitation in
society. We must challenge this violence on an individual and
social level. To solve the questions of domination, submission
and obedience on a personal level, an everyday level, results in
attacking the basic problems and sensibility of hierarchical
society. To not work on the personal level means that any
changes brought about are only reforms to the system, while the
patterns of domination remain the same. Success at the broad
political level would only be temporary, for the old structures (or
even worse ones) will grow back from their basic social and
interpersonal roots.

Basic insights to the problem of domination has come through
various traditions. The anarchist movement has inspired the need
to eliminate hierarchies through organising in small groups and
federations of groups. Much of the recent insight has come from
the feminist and ecology movements. The feminist movement
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awakened a wider audience to the use of small groups for
studying the personal aspects of power relationships, and
‘pioneered inrecent times consciousness raising and the collective
form of organisation. Similarly, the pacifist nonviolence tradition
has contributed much in the way of using consensus as a decision-

.making method, the use of nonviolent conflict resolution, and the
dynamics of violence/nonviolence. The ecology movement has
put forward an analysis based upon the human domination of
nature and our alienation from nature. All of these traditions
— anarchist, feminist, pacifist, ecological — have contributed to
the use of the small group or collective in effecting radical social
change.

It is in the small group where people gain support from each
other in their attempts to act differently; and to break with social
rojes assigned to them. The small group can create free space
where individuals can question submission and obedience to
authority, sex role conditioning and power relationships. It
provides an opportunity for individuals to analyse power and
domination from shared experiences, and to develop new skills,
new behaviour, new non-hierarchical and non-exploitative
lifestyles.

There are still dangers in the operation of a small group. If
personal politics and power relationships are not acknowledged
and confronted, the small group will become a tyranny of
structurelessness. Informal hierarchies do occur in small groups,
and power relationships exist when there are two or more people.

A basic aim of a small group should be to study the power
relationships and formulate mechanisms attempting to regulate
power. These structures could include: rotation of all tasks and
skills like meeting facilitation and minutes keeping; speakingina
certain order; spaces to allow emotions and feelings to be
expressed; and spaces to allow criticism and affirmation of
individuals and the group.

A further useful mechanism is consensus decision-making.
This process of decision-making encourages the participation of
all in formulating decisions. This builds group cohesion and
trust. It also makes for better quality decisions. Group members
learn to practise values and learn skills which foster better
relationships on both interpersonal and community levels.
Consensus demands that members of the group be more caring,
responsible and fair with each other.

And most important, the small group empowers individuals to
change themselves, overcoming their own fears and power-
lessness, and to act for social change in the community. As
individuals, we are isolated and powerless to change society. Asa
part of many networks and federations of small groups and
‘individuals working together, we can be effective. The range of
activities a small group may engage in are endless. Some may
choose an educational project, such as publishing a newspaper,
running a bookshop or resource centre, or running workshops on
particular issues or skills. Others may be more action oriented;
organising marches, vigils or direct actions. Still others may be
for building alternatives to hierarchical values: agricultural
communes and health food co-ops and shops; appropriate
technology cooperatives; and housing collectives. Some groups
may be purely consciousness-raising groups. The importance of
all these tasks is that they form part of a counterculture to the
predominant hierarchical values based on domination and
exploitation.

Occasionally, there will be the need for small groups to work
together on some project or action. Coordinating structures will
be necessary. Reaching consensus among all the small groups or
individuals participating may be more difficult, but is still
realisable and desirable. In such situations the autonomy of the
small group must be respected. If it is not, the coordinating
structure will become an elitist central control, another hierarchy
imposing its will on people.

Yo only heve fo look Jo see the difference

Political parties versus the small group

The differences in political parties and small group organisation
are many, and the results of their actions differ markedly.
Political parties are seen as a shortcut to radical social change,
but in fact they tend to adopt and maintain the hierarchical values
which are the basis for the threat of nuclear war and ecological
destruction.

Our movement must be grassroots to challenge the inherent
violence of the state. It must be prepared to educate and act, to
take nonviolent direct action to counter the violence of patriarchy
and capitalism. And it must be a truly international movement to
counter the power rivalry of nation states and transnational
corporations. To think globally and act locally is a worthwhile
maxim. While developing inter-regional networks, we must
pursue social change on a local level. Social change based on
personal experiences and our everyday lives. To develop new
values which involve responsibility and initiative, caring lifestyles
which are ecological and non-exploitative. Only in attempting to
free ourselves of all demination, can we eliminate the danger of
all war and ecological disaster.

Many of the ideas for this article come from the anarchist or libertarian
tradition. Much of the recent experimentation with forms of organisation
and structures has come from the feminist, pacifist and ecological
movements of the late 1960s to the present. I choose to label these ideas as
ccological anarchism or green anarchism, but these are only my labels to
identify ideas and a method of organisation. Much of the recent
experimentation with small group structures and consciousness-raising
has been re-entering and enlivening the anarchist tradition.

It is perhaps significant that the centenary of anarchist organisation in
Australia, will be celebrated in Melbourne in May 1986. The anarchist
movement in Australia has had its history and ideas consistently
suppressed and violently distorted. This centenary celebration should
help to cast a new light on the influence of anarchism in Australia’s radical
past, and at the same time provide valuable insights into the future of
anarchist ideas and their impact on social change in the future.

The following books and phamphlets I found useful and inspiring while
preparing this article:

e Murray Bookchin, Towards an Ecological Society, Blackrose Books,
Toronto, Canada, 1980.

e Howard Clarke, Making Nonviolent Revolution, (pamphlet), Peace
News & Mushroom, Nottingham, UK, 1981.

e Penny Strange, /1'll Make a Man of You . .. A Feminist View of the
Arms Race (Pamphlet), Peace News & Mushroom, Nottingham, UK,
1983.

e Gene Sharp, Politics of Nonviolent Action (3 volumes), Porter Sargent,
USA, 1973.

e Gaston Level, Collectives in the Spanish Revolution, Freedom Press,
London, 1975.

e Manual for a Living Revolution, Building United Judgement, and other
titles from New Society Publishers, Philadelphia, USA.

e Handbooks for Franklin River and Roxby Downs blockades.
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Rocking the Foundations: A history of
the New South Wales Builders Laborers
Federation 1940-74, produced and
directed by Pat Fiske, black and white,
16 mm and video, 92 minutes. Available
from Sydney Filmmakers Co-op.

Tel: (02) 660 8999

Reviewed by Joe Wacher

Rocking the Foundations is an invigorating
documentary of the rise of the New South
Wales branch of the Builders Laborers
Federation (BLF) as a powerful political
and social force, culminating in the ‘green
bans’ of the early 1970s and the subsequent
dismantling of the branch by Norm
Gallagher and the federal branch of the
union.

Jack Mundey, BLF secretary in New
South Wales from 1968 to 1973, said of the
green bans:

... probably for the first time in the world, a
union, in the manner in which the Builders
Laborers did in New South Wales, set about to
not only concern itself with economicissues, but
intervened directly on social issues. . . . the
linking up of the resident action groups,
progressive architects, engineers and other
citizens with the Builders Laborers to in fact
hold up work [allowed] ordinary citizens a say in
the planning process . . .

The New South Wales branch respons-
ible for the green bans emerged out of
rank-and-file dissatisfaction with union
officials in the forties and fifties. The BLF
leadership of that time was unsympathetic
toworkers’ concerns and was characterised
by corruption and violence. A Rank and
File Committee was formed to oppose the
leadership, and gained the support and
confidence of workers, eventually winning
union elections in 1961.

The new BLF officials set about re-
organising the union with particular
emphasis on making it democratic. This
included instituting a policy of limited
tenure for officials, encouraging close
liaison between officials and membership,
and giving workers the power to negotiate
conditions on site. They initiated campaigns

ers Laborers during International Women’s Day march, 1973.

for better wages, accident pay and per-
manency — builders laborers were only
employed on a casual basis — and they
encouraged women into the building
industry. Rocking the Foundations shows
the appalling working conditions of
builders laborers in the forties and fifties
and the resulting ‘Civilising the Industry’
campaign by the BLF.

InJune 1971 the BLF and the Federated
Engine Drivers and Fireman’s Association
placed a black ban — later called a green
ban — on the clearing of Kelly’s Bush, the
only remaining bushland on the Parramatta
River. This action, taken at the request of
the residents of Hunters Hill, was the first
of this kind by the New South Wales BLF
to protect Sydney’s natural, historic and
human environment. \

Green bans were imposed on low income
residential areas including the Rocks,
Woolloomooloo and houses occupied by
Aboriginal people in Redfern. These areas
were under threat from developers and
proposals for 550km of inner city
expressways. By November 1973 there
were over 40 green bans in place holding up
over $3000 million worth of building

investment. The BLF was also active in the
Vietnam Moritorium movement, the
Aboriginal land rights struggle and other
social issues of the day.

Predictably, vested interests moved
quickly to quash the New South Wales
branch, In 1972 moves were made to
deregister the union federally, which
succeeded in June 1974. In October 1974,
Norm Gallagher, the federal secretary,
with other federal officials, moved into
New South Wales and set up an opposition
branch. New South Wales branch officials
were often not allowed onto work sites,
although federal officials had free access.
Workers were often refused jobs or their
pay packets if they did not join the federal
branch.

In March 1975 the New South Wales
branch recommended that its members
join the federal branch and carry on the
fight within the union. Immediately, New
South Wales branch officials, many
militants and most women were banned
from the union. The campaign for per-
manency was dropped, and most green
bans were lifted. However, changing
attitudes of government and the community
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(for which the BLF can claim some credit)
and declining economic conditions meant
that most of the areas protected by the
green bans were saved.

Rocking the Foundations is comprised
of interesting archival footage to illustrate
the colourful history of the New South
Wales BLF. Even though the film runs for
90 minutes it never drags; it races from
early construction sites to demonstrations
to public meetings to violent confrontations
at evictions by Kings Cross thugs backed
by police. There are many humorous
commentaries by builders laborers, former
BLF officials, residents and activists.

The film was produced and directed by
Pat Fiske, a member of the BLF in the
green ban years. The film has been in the
pipeline since that time but has taken the
back seat to many films she was involved in
the late seventies. This included the
documentary Woolloomooloo which Pat
made with Denise White and which was a
finalist in the 1979 American Film Festival.
Pat also narrates the film, and she described
her involvement in the BLF:

Like thousands of others, 1 got involved with
this union. In one way or another, we were swept
up in what became a powerful social movement
when the Builders Laborers put the environment
...and people . . . ahead of their own jobs.

Rocking the Foundations is an enjoyable
and inspiring film which gives an insight
into the idealistic and radical early
seventies. I came away feeling that in some
ways we have not progressed and many
even have gone backwards since then. In
the film it appeared there was a broad
coalition of groups fighting to maintain a
liveable environment in Sydney and fighting
for other social justice issues. The peace
movement appears to be the only area
where this coalition exists today.

The film is particularly relevant to
Sydney in present times, when some of the
schemes that the BLF helped to stop have
resurfaced but in less grandiose forms. The
only way these schemes will be halted is if
they are opposed by coalitions similar to
those which existed in the green bans
period, especially since the government has
become more adept and sophisticated in
quelling opposition, as shown in its
manouverings to build the Eastern Distri-
butor (see Jan Ardill’s article, this edition).

Joe Wacher is a fulltime worker with Friends of
the Earth (Sydney).

Books

Seeing Green: The politics of ecology
explained by Jonathon Porritt, Basil
Blackwell, London, 1984, 249 pages,
$9.95 (softcover).

Reviewed by Phil Shannon

Jonathon Porritt, in Seeing Green, notes
with satisfaction the ‘teeming greenery’ of
the many groups intervening on behalf of
the environment as industrialism threatens
to plunge the Earth ‘down the plughole of a
blighted biosphere’. Porritt, a spokesperson
of the Ecology Party and Director of
Friends of the Earth in England, believes
that the ecological movement (with a
formal membership of three million in the
UK alone) is no longer a bunch of ‘woolly
hatted, woolly minded lentil-stirrers’. It is
now a political force which, if organised
through a specifically green party, can
create a revolution in harmonising people
and the planet.

Porritt trenchantly reiterates the eco-
logical dangers we face, particularly the
crisis proportions they have reached in
Britain and the rest of Northern Europe.
The gloomy picture convinces him that
managing the symptoms of the crisis
through ‘mere reforms in conservation and
pollution control’ is not enough. Rather
than trying ‘to make an unworkable system
work’ environmentalists should be tackling
the cause of the crisis as well, namely
industrial-based economic growth.

This is to be done by exercising political
power through a green party active on the
streets and in parliament. Whilst Britain’s
electoral system makes any hopes of green
members of parliament in Westminster
appear demented, the Ecology Party, feels
Porritt, does have realistic prospects at
local government level for influencing
energy-conserving, ecologically sound
policies through appropriate financial
grants and incentives, research and
development funding, and the design and
monitoring of legally enforceable
standards.

It is not, however, just a rigged voting
system that prevents the Ecology Party
representing the many people concerned
about the environment. Porritt’s tone of
annoyance with the established political
bodies and parties (to which people have
traditional and deep-rooted attachments)
becomes at times intolerant and dismissive.
He offers abuse instead of friendly but
principled criticism.

On the one hand, whilst he may lose few
friends, he could undercut green unity by
his attacks on what he sees as the lunatic
eco-fringe. He raises his voice against the
‘humbug’ of the anti-parliamentary green

fundamentalists, and against the eco-
anarchists ‘carping on about the inherent
evils of party politics’, and against the anti-
election ‘activists’ who ‘sitaround analysing
the green fluff in their navals’.

On the other (left) hand, he starts yelling
with sweeping denunciations against ‘the
Left” (=the Labour Party), ‘Communism’
(FRussia) and ‘socialism’ (=anti-human,
anti-nature marxist materialism). Ecolo-
gically he has no time for Reds, or the pale
pinks or the gingerly green members of the
labour parties or the unions. Whilst much
of their track record does provide ample
justification for his attitude, his frustration
leads him to misrepresent the labour left
and is, unfortunately, likely to alienate the
environment’s potential and necessary allies
in the labour movement. Against Porritt’s
assertions, the democratic left (certainly in
Australia) has become much greener.
Communist China, as even Porritt notes,
doesn’t ‘turn up its nose’ at human sewerage
as a source of energy and fertiliser. Porritt’s
Marx is made of straw -— for his time,
Marx, whilst no lentil-stirrer, was radically
advanced in his awarenes of ecological
issues.

Nevertheless, if you can stand the
denunciatory noise, Seeing Green is an
educative and entertaining book. Free of
any terminal academicism or malignant
jargon, it is written with humour and an
idealism for peace and ecological harmony
that doesn’t shirk the need for the en-
vironment movement to grapple with
questions of power and politics.

Phil Shannon is a member of the Communist
Party of Australia and a public servant in
Canberra.

Greenham Common: Women at the
Wire, edited by Barbara Harford and
Sarah Hopkins, The Women’s Press,
London, 1984, 171 pages, $10.95
(paperback).

Reviewed by Sue Armstrong.

The women’s peace camp at Greenham
Common, now four years old, has inspired
worldwide actions for peace. Yet Greenham
women had to struggle with men
supposedly supporting a women’s initiative
to be allowed to have a women only camp.
On communicating their desire to these
‘supportive’ men that they wanted the
camp to be women only the women met
with the following response:

The men went completely mad. Their worst
elements came out. There was one bloke staying
here for a couple of days who had come
specifically to give us a workshop on self-
control. Well he couldn’t take it — he bashed
into this cauldron of boiling water almost
spilling itall over one of the women, and then he
just stormed off. Someone else was going wild
saying, ‘I built this structure’, and picked up an
axe and started to chop down the tarpaulin.

Women ar the Wire documents the
history of the camp, weaving the fabric of
the book from fifty individual accounts
from women involved, with commentary
from the editors. From this infinitely read-
able personal account of the camp the
validity of making the camp women only is
clearly seen. One contributor argues that
as there is so little space in this male-
dominated world where women can find
their political voice, strength and confi-
dence, that it is a necessity to have some
male-free environment. Another poses the
question: with so many avenues to oppose
the nuclear industry why do men have to
work at Greenham?

One story, which perhaps provides the
answer, speaks of the chronic emotional
malnutrition of women, in the way they are
constantly used, manipulated and drained
of energy by men. It also describes the way
in which women have been denied, their
needs ignored to the point they cannot
state what they want. “That’s oppression,
not to know as a woman that you are
oppressed. . .

‘Emotional malnutrition’ goes on all the
time, in the home, the street, in ‘paid’ work.
This is why the need for the Greenham
camp to be for women only is so important;
itisa way of taking power, asserting rights
and demanding that needs be fulfilled
without being crushed by men’s dominant
need to take everything.

In the struggle for women to have the room to
express our full power and truly become a
women’s peace camp, men did not give up their
power. Women took our power.

This book traces the new realms of action
and analysis what Greenham has led people
to. It provides a plethora of imaginative

ideas for effective, empowering actions
which can be undertaken by women.
Actions which make strong statements
without being ‘macho’ are discussed, for
example, when 200 women entered the
base disguised as furry animals to have a
picnic,

The effect of jail on women imprisoned
for their efforts is examined, with the

-resultant broadening of thought and

analysis of these women’s experiences.
Details of the inhumane treatment of
prisoners are supplied and attention is also
drawn to the racial, class and economic
injustices for which the imprisoned are
victimised.
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The accounts of international tours by
Greenham women includes examples of
their growing opposition to all forms of
militaristic oppression. These accounts also
detail the women’s struggles with tour
organisers not to allow themselves to be
made into ‘experts’, ‘leaders’ or ‘mega-
stars’, as well as their attempts not to allow
themselves to be politically manipulated
by both Western and Eastern blocs,

Also described is the verbally violent
abuse the women are subjected to from
those on the other side of the wire. This was
a catalyst for the women to redefine ‘peace]
to include the absence of rape, sexual
harassment, domestic violence — the daily
threat all women live under.

Whether the women at Greenham have
achieved their ‘big’ political aims is not the
subject of this book. That hopefully will be
the subject of some future historian’s work,
in which case the Greenham women will
have contributed invaluably to the ultimate
aim of avoiding nuclear war.

Sue Armstrong is a Chain Reaction collective
member and is currently completing a thesis on
militarism and sexist repression.

DI a

(Australian) Big Red Diary 1986:
Nicaragua! and Latin American
Directory, compiled by Amanda

Goodall, Pluto Press, London, 1985, 160
pages, $7.95 (paperback).

Reviewed by Sylvie Rogers

Would it interest you to know that Allende
won the presidential election in Chile on 4
September 1970; or that on 1§ June 1954
the US government destroyed the Arbenz
government in Guatemala? (Could your
dad’s birthday, dole form lodgement dates
or video payment reminders compete with
these anniversaries?)

On the other hand, you may prefer
photographs and cartoons from Nicaragua
each week to remind you of Latin American
peoples’struggles. Or maybe all you wanta
diary with a comprehensive listing. of
progressive movements, including peace
groups, Central American support groups
and left bookshops. Whatever you are
seeking, this is the diary for you — the
pocket-sized Big Red Diary 1986.

Although billed as the Australian Big
Red Diary, only the last one-fifth of the
diary — the ‘Australian Big Red Directory’
— is specifically for local readers. In part,
it seems to be drawn from Chain Reaction’s
1984-85 Activist Contacts listing, published
in Chain Reaction 28 (July 1984), with
additional sections covering radical and
feminist bookshops and publications, pol-
itical parties, and trade union groups; and
more comprehensive listings of gay groups,
women’s liberation organisations and
international development aid and solid-
arity groups.

The diary has lively graphics, a clearand
comprehensive introduction to the history
of the Nicaraguan revolution, and, best of
all, a guide to how you can help save the
tiny nation from a US invasion. The
alternative in Christmas presents for an
interested friend or that uncle in the RSL ..

Svivie Rogers is amember of the Chain Reaction
collective.
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Dear Readers,

How are you all? I've been asked by that
perennial group of people whose labour
and life energies go into the pages of this
magazine — namely the Chain Reaction
Collective/ Cooperative, — to write a few
words about one of the flock who has
strayed. One Linnell Secomb.

It seems to me she strayed a couple of
years ago, in leaving Melbourne for the
sunny and life-force strengthening
environment of Sydney. But she
remained a member of the Chain
Reaction Collective, even there. But it
will be too far in Scotland, so Linnell has
resigned.

Linnell's involvement with Chain
Reaction and Friends of the Earth goes
back many years. In 1980 when I first
came along to Chain Reaction as a
volunteer, a uni student with no skills at
all, Linnell was the volunteer coordinator
of the Earth News section. She was
undoubtedly effective at coordination of
volunteers as I learnt many skills in
editorial, graphic art and general
organisation whilst helping on Earth
News. As well, she was involved in the
Strategy Groups of FOE Collingwood,
which was in the days when Chain
Reaction shared office space with FOE.

As a result of Linnell’s lobbying, FOE
Collingwood must have been one of the
first community/ political activist groups
to take on an affirmative action
employment policy setting the ratio of
women employees to men employees as
60:40.

Linnell’s involvement in a group called
International Development Action at the
time was important for Chain Reaction’s
presentation of articles dealing with the
problems of nuclear-militarisation and
independence in the Pacific Islands. She
organised and edited the very well
received ‘Free the Pacific’ supplement in
Chain Reaction 23 (Autumn 1981). This

Linnell, circa 1983.

brought to light many of the independent
struggles in places such as Belau and the
Marshall Islands. It was important not
only for informing Australians of the
need to support the Nuclear Free and
Independent Pacific Movement but also
strengthened links between Australian
and Pacific activists.

Readers who feel frustrated at Chain
Reaction’s lack-of coverage of an issue
which they know to be in need of public
airing should take note. Getting material
published in magazines like Chain
Reaction is not such a a hard task. It
simply requires a phone call or a letter to
the editorial collective with follow-up
consultation to see if editorial space can
be set aside, and if assistance can be
given with costs such as phone and
postage expenses; and of course they will

give editorial advice. But remember they
are busy, so follow-up contact is
important.

In Autumn 1982, Linnell joined Mark
Carter and Leigh Holloway as an
employee editor of Chain Reaction. That
period was a hectic time to take that job
as the Collective was settling in after a
move to a new office, as well as
broadening the coverage of the magazine.

Some of our longterm readers probably
recall the debate in the letters pages over
feminist and socialist content in the
magazine. A Backstage in Chain
Reaction 30 (Summer 1982-83) in
response to that debate explained that
Chain Reaction sought to encourage
contributions from a diverse range of
views as possible. Linnell encouraged
many contributions which gave
outstanding feminist and socialist input
into Chain Reaction. The ‘Exploding the
hydro job myth’ article was considered
important for the campaign to save the
south-west Tasmainian wilderness.

Linnell left to study at Sydney University
in 1983. She continued to be involved
with Chain Reaction peripherally whilst
working on the Communist Party
magazine Australian Left Review.

P'm sure all readers irregardless of
political difference will realise the
contribution Linnell has made to the
development of Chain Reaction as an
important polemical journal of the
environment movement and wish her well
overseas.

Linnell, there’s a FOE group in Scotland
you know.

1985

Phew! Chain- Reaction got through its
eleventh year of publication, despite lack
of funding, dwindling bank account and
increased pressures on collective members.
A busy year, with lots to distract us from
the business of getting the magazine out on
time. Among the more momentous of
these was the birth of Luke in March, to
two of the collective, Faye and Keith.

We have received much encouragement
from many sources, and we would like to
thank the many people who have given
helpful comments and praise during the
year, as well as those who gave their time
and energy in producing Chain Reaction.
And not to forget our patient printers,
beaut bromiders and terrific typesetters.

Best wishes for 1986 to all our readers.

Jonathon Goodfield
for the Chain Reaction collective.

Bye, Richard Shelton.
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Thirty-six back copies of Chain Reaction
— all of those published from autumn
1976 (except vol 2 no 3 of which we will
supply a reprint of the major stories) —
are available as a set for $53. Add another
$2.50 to include this edition (no 44).

Single copies and class sets of each
edition are also available.

All post free.

Send orders to:

Chain Reaction Cooperative Ltd

GPO Box 530&, Melbourne, Vic. 3001.
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December 1984-—January 1985, no 40 —
Woodchip exports, bases protests,
Montebello tests, jarrah ‘rehabilitation’,
alternatives to plant patenting, US nukes
go bankrupt, Synroc. $2.50.

April—May 1985, no 41 — Forestry in
Papua New Guinea, MX missile tests, a
red and green coalition?, Roxby water
threat, Wimmera water, Maralinga,
Bhopal. $2.50. .

August 1985, no 42/43 — NDP split and
beyond, a green party?, land rights and
the bicentenary, control of minerals in
Australia and Canada, forest bureauc-
racies and the timber industry. Green-
peace bombing, Pine Gap, youth peace
conference. $3.50.
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