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by Isabel Macdonald

On January 20, several 
hundred people protested 
in front of the US consulate 
in Toronto to demand the 
immediate withdrawal of 
Ethiopian troops from Somalia. 
“Somalia should not be a 
theatre of proxy wars and the 
hidden agenda of Ethiopia 
and its American allies”, said 
Shukria Dini, an organizer with 
the Coalition of Concerned 
Somali Canadians (CCSC), 
the group that organized the 
demonstration. The CCSC 
emphasizes the illegality of the 
occupation, which violates the 
principle of state sovereignty 
enshrined in the UN Charter, 
as well as UN Resolution 1725, 
which forbids neighbouring 
states from deploying troops to 
Somalia. The occupation is also 
a violation of the African Union 
Charter. Dini emphasizes the 
gendered impact of the occupa-
tion, citing reports of Ethiopian 
soldiers raping women in 
Somali towns and villages.

CCSC demands an 
immediate end to US diplo-
matic and military support for 
the occupation, and a halt to 
US bombing of Somalia. The 
coalition also demands that 
the Canadian government join 
the international community in 
denouncing this illegal aggres-
sion against Somalia.

Prime Minister Stephen 
Harper has not made any official 
statements about Ethiopia’s 
occupation of Somalia.

The rally included speakers 
from the Trade Unions Against 
the War, the Canadian Arab 
Federation, the Coalition 
Against Israeli Apartheid, the 
Canadian Peace Alliance and 
the Toronto Coalition to Stop 
the War, as well as an anti-occu-
pation coalition of people from 
one of Ethiopia’s largest ethnic 
groups, Oromos Against the 
Ethiopian Invasion of Somalia.

Acting with US support 
and funding, Ethiopia invaded 

Somalia in the last days of 
2006, replacing the Islamic 
Courts Union (ICU) with a 
government led by US-backed 
warlords. The ICU, which took 
power in Somalia six months 
before the Ethiopian invasion, 
were credited with restoring 
stability for the first time since 
civil war tore the country apart 
in the early 1990s. The ICU had 
been criticized for imposing 
unpopular religious rules in the 
country, but remained popular 
for its stabilizing effect; during 
its brief reign, the Mogadishu 
airport had been opened for the 
first time in over a decade.

Former CNN and BBC 
producer Tim Lister reported 
that “when the Islamic Courts 
were expelled, some residents 
of the capital were relieved that 
strict Sharia law, which had 
forbidden movies and televised 
soccer and the chewing of the 

narcotic qat leaf, was gone. But 
for most, apprehension was the 
dominant sentiment.”

Last week, the Washington 
Post reported that US special 
forces had participated in the 
Ethiopian invasion of Somalia.

Immediately following the 
invasion, US-backed warlords 
staged a crackdown on media 
outlets, including one founded 
by Somali refugees who lived 
in Canada but who returned in 
1999.

US planes bombed Somalia 
several times, claiming to target 
Islamic terrorists. A reported 
70 people were killed by the 
air strikes, with hundreds 
reported injured. Hundreds 
of families have fled the area 
of the bombings, fearing more 
attacks.

“The answer to terrorism 
is stable, democratic states, not 
rule by army warlords,” Africa 

Action director Nii Akuetteh 
told the New York radio and 
television show Democracy 
Now! “Some of these people that 
the US has armed are actually 
terrorists, so even if the US is 
trying to protect its interests 
in the region, it is going about 
it in a terrible way... It seems to 
me it will make the situation 
much worse.”

Speaking on the same 
program, Salim Lone, former 
spokesperson for the UN 
mission in Iraq, said that “the 
US has been trying for many 
months now to try to undermine 
the Islamic Courts Union. 
They have been violating the 
existing UN resolutions since 
1992, which forbid any armed 
assistance to Somalia... the US 
has been violating the arms 
embargo, over the UN and using 
private contractors to funnel 
arms to the warlords.”

In 1993, Canadian troops 
operating in Somalia tortured 
and killed Shidane Arone, a 16-
year-old Somali, and tortured 
several other Somalis, many 
of them children. The ensuing 
scandal was known as the 
Somalia Affair, but a commis-
sion charged with investigating 
the incidents was shut down 
before it finished its work. No 
one was ever officially held 
responsible.

It is estimated that 100,000 
Somalis now live in Canada.

Canadian News

Toronto, January 20, 2006: A demonstration organized by the 
Coalition of Concerned Somali-Canadians against the US-sponsored 
occupation of Somalia.  Isabel Macdonald

Protesters Denounce Illegal Occupation of Somalia
Coalition of Concerned Somali Canadians calls for immediate withdrawal of Ethiopian troops
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by Chris Sands

This trash-strewn Kabul 
suburb is dotted with giant 
furnaces used for baking bricks. 
Yet not so long ago the smoke 
coming from these chimneys 
carried the stench of charred 
human flesh. People were 
cooked alive here in the 1990s 
simply because they belonged to 
the wrong ethnic group or fought 
for the wrong commander.

The men who murdered 
them are not the insurgents 
NATO-led forces have been 
struggling against. This is a 
Shiite neighbourhood and its 
residents are staunch opponents 
of the Taliban. But after five 
years of trying to eke out an 
honest living from Afghani-
stan’s shattered economy, they 
have had enough and are once 
again waiting for war.

“Yes, soon the jihad will 
start. I will fight against the 
Taliban and the infidels, the 
foreigners. If your stomach is 
empty, of course you will do 
something and what we will 
do is fight,” said Yahya, a local 
labourer.

“I will kill [foreign] civilians 
and not soldiers. There won’t 
be any soldiers on the ground; 
they will all have disappeared 
and you will just see them in 
the sky in their planes. But I 
will kill civilians because they 
have stolen all our money. All 
the money that’s been given 
to Afghanistan goes in their 
pockets.

“Of course I will kill you 
if you come back to see me 
when the jihad starts. That 
happens when there is fighting. 
I have seen men kill their own 
brothers.”

Strip away all the NATO 
talk of winning hearts and minds 
and it becomes clear the nation 
is approaching meltdown.

As the insurgency grows 
stronger, so does the fear and 
anger among the Shiite Hazara 
community. Following a civil 
war in the early to mid 1990s, 

they faced a brutal campaign 
of ethnic cleansing under 
the Sunni-extremist Taliban 
regime. They are not about to 
let that happen again.

Qurban Hussain told the 
Dominion that the arrival of 
international troops had helped 
save his people from further 
bloodshed. But he also claimed 

a new wave of internecine 
violence lies just around the 
corner.

“At first, the four per cent of 
Hazaras who are rich will leave 
the country. But the others will 
stay here and the Taliban will 
start killing and arresting them. 
Those people who have got 
small houses will then have to 
sell them to get their relatives 
released,” he said.

The 32-year-old was 
speaking in what was once a 
notorious jail run by Shiites. 
Men from Afghanistan’s two 
largest ethnic groups, the 
Pashtuns and the Tajiks, were 
frequently imprisoned, tortured 
and murdered between these 
walls.

“The next civil war will be 
twice as bad,” said Hussain.

The building is now a 
warehouse and few signs of the 
horrors remain. One room still 
lies in ruins from a rocket attack 
and on a nearby door there is a 
child-like drawing of an obese 
man carrying a gun and a knife.

“The last civil war was 
horrible,” said Khoda Dad 
Attay, as he sat beside Hussain. 
“Even if we were at home or at 
work the rockets were raining 
down and killing us.”

He is now preparing for the 
next round of carnage.

“It’s 100 per cent certain 
we will fight the Taliban. We 
will fight them to the best of our 
ability,” he said.

Afghanistan’s Shiites are 
found mainly among the Hazara, 
an ethnic group believed to have 
descended from Genghis Khan’s 
Mongol hordes. Their heartland 
is in the province of Bamiyan, 
where they were massacred by 
the Taliban regime.

Haji Mehdawi, a former 
militia commander, said most 
of them had surrendered 
their weapons after the 2001 
invasion. Now they want them 
back.

“We just want peace 
because we are hoping the gov-
ernment will build schools, will 

build hospitals, will improve 
our economic situation. But to 
be honest, nothing has been 
done,” he told the Dominion.

“Many times I have met 
the Americans in Bagram, and 
I have met the Canadians. I 
have said, ‘Give us guns and we 
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Qurban Hussain told the 
Dominion the arrival of 
international troops had helped 
save his people from further 
bloodshed. But he also claimed a 
new wave of internecine violence 
lies just around the corner.  

Chris Sands

“Yes, soon the jihad will start. I 
will fight against the Taliban and 
the infidels, the foreigners. If 
your stomach is empty, of course 
you will do something and what 
we will do is fight,” said Yahya, a 
local labourer.  Chris Sands

Shia in Kabul Preparing for War
Residents warn sectarian violence is just around the corner

Accounts
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by Anna Feigenbaum

Upping the Anti…a 
journal of theory and action… 
was started as a project of the 
Canadian-based Autonomy and 
Solidarity Network. The pub-
lication positions itself within 
contemporary social justice 
struggles, serving as a catalyst 
and forum for debate. The 
journal draws upon Marxist and 
(if quite contentiously) anarchist 
frameworks, highlighting 
the importance of collective 
action, individual reflection and 
analysis in activist projects. 

As a nation, Canada is 
positioned throughout the 
journal as an agent of oppres-
sion in both domestic and 
international struggles, giving 
rise to questions of global 
solidarity, the localization of 
activist struggles in the Global 
North and the ways in which 
movements can inform each 
other. The journal’s commit-
ment to “theory and action” is 
demonstrated through its focus 
on building conceptual tools, 
its poaching of analytic devices 
from a multiplicity of academic 
disciplines and its attention 
to questions of accessibility, 
language and “insider speech.”   

Issue Three’s editorial, 
entitled ‘Growing Pains,’ argues 
that anti-capitalists need 
to work within the anti-war 
movement to insist on broader 
analyses of imperialism. The 
authors contrast “united front” 
politics with the “pedagogy of 
confrontation.” Where united 
front politics enable a broadly 
endorsed action around gener-
alized demands, the pedagogy 
of confrontation reacts directly, 
aggressively targeting agents 
of power. While anti-capital-
ist struggles of the late 1990s 
(Seattle) and early 2000s 
(Quebec City) were marked 
by a combination of these 
forms of protest, the anti-war 
movement has been dominated 
by the united front approach. 
In an insightful and provoca-

tive attempt to bridge these two 
modes of political resistance, 
the authors argue that both 
approaches share a concern 
with the question: “What is my 
responsibility to the Other?”

This question shifts the 
focus away from debates about 
the effects of tactics, towards a 
concern over motivations for 
acting. Regardless of where 
on the spectrum of tactical 
diversity one falls–be it aggres-
sive confrontation (destroying 
military records), or general-
ized demands (marching for a 
ceasefire)–what happens if we 
start by addressing questions 
of why we care and what it 
is we want to transform or 
eradicate? This call for more 
thorough and complex analyses 
of the imperialist motivations 
for war in the current anti-war 
movement echoes concerns and 
dissent that has been lodged 
since mass demonstrations in 
2003, as well as debates that 
occurred throughout the Cold 
War period. 

Moving to issues of micro-
resistance, AK Thompson 
offers a critical response to 

Richard Day’s book Gramsci is 
Dead: Anarchist Currents in 
the Newest Social Movements. 
Thompson addresses the 
current state of anti-globaliza-
tion movements, capturing the 
melancholic hope of “activists’ 
come-down” after large mobi-
lizations in the late 1990s/
early 2000s. Here, the writing 
stands out. Thompson’s lucid 
essay offers a poetic and highly 
critical engagement with Day’s 
genealogy of anarchist affinity. 
Day promotes a “politics of 
the here and now” in the 
Global North that is inspired 
by movements in the Global 
South. Entirely unconvinced, 
Thompson argues that this 
obscures political organizing in 
the Global South, such as that 
of the Piqueteros in Argentina. 
While Piqueteros began locally, 
the movement became broad-
based, blockading streets, 
occupying ticket stations and 
government buildings to win 
back jobs, make demands 
regarding working conditions 
and shut down the flow of 
capital. Thompson says that 
Day’s proposal serves as a “salve 
for the wounded,” making false 
promises about the potential for 
anarchist resistance that mask 
the kinds of confrontation with 
failure that activists and organi-
zations in the Global North need 
to address in ongoing projects.  

More implicitly critical of 
anarchist affinities, Aijaz Ahmad 
offers an historical analysis of 
revolutions of the right and the 
left in his interview in Upping 
the Anti. Ahmad situates party 
politics in relations to both 
reformed and transformed class 
relations, taking us through 
struggles in Afghanistan, Iran, 
Venezuela and Bolivia. Inter-
viewer Keerey’s questions at 
times seek reaction from Ahmad 
(“Is there a clash of civiliza-
tions?”) and prompt informative 
distinctions (between European 
social democracy and Indian 
parliamentary communism) 
that give room to the breadth 

and depth of Ahmad’s position 
that a revolution that shifts 
class power requires a party to 
meet the infrastructural, daily 
needs of the mobilized masses. 

RJ Maccani’s article on the 
Zapatistas aims to be “more 
informational and inspirational 
than prescriptive.” Maccani also 
situates struggle in relation to 
the Global North, taking care to 
credit the thoughts of activists 
and theorists in Mexico by 
speaking openly and self-reflec-
tively in what comes together as 
a dialogical (if overly zealous) 
exploration rather than a 
polemic. With this tone, it stands 
out from pieces in the issue. 
Maccani describes the Zapatista 
movement as blurring Western 
distinctions, re-imagining a 
homogenized class struggle as 
a movement of diverse mar-
ginalized populations whose 
Other Campaign reaches out to 
“workers, indigenous farmers, 
women, youth and queer folks.” 
Maccani details the Zapatista 
role over the past 12 years in 
facilitating and shaping global 
resistance to neoliberalism 
from the First Encuentro to 
the first World Social Forum in 
Brazil in 2001, addressing the 
Zapatista approach to elections 
as well as the role they have 
played and might further play in 
Latin American and the United 
States. Maccani discusses how 
the Zapatistas at times allied 
with larger NGOs and the Party 
of the Democratic Revolu-
tion (PRD), but ultimately, as 
outlined in the Sixth Encuentro 
released in 2005, they look 
toward “the humble and simple 
people who struggle” as the 
agents of social change, while 
continuing “to extend their 
ear and their solidarity” to the 
people of Latin America.  

Moving to domestic con-
testations, this issue’s round-
table is on the Six Nations Land 
Reclamation struggle. Tom 
Keefer’s introduction to the 

“Our Piece in the Jigsaw Puzzle”
A Review of Upping the Anti No. 3

Those interested in Upping 
the Anti are encouraged to 
subscribe and offer financial 
support.

»  continued on page 22
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Review Editor: Linda Besner, ljbsnr@mta.ca

Review

Kingdom, Phylum
Adam Dickinson

Brick Books: 2006.

Dickinson’s second collec-
tion is an impressive, if heady, 
look at our classification systems, 
with poems ranging from “Pre-
cambrian” to “The Humours” 
to infinity itself. “Density,” the 
opening poem, spans four pages 
without a single stanza break. 
Though stunning, it sometimes 
suffers from over-density, and 
could benefit from a good edit 
without losing anything essential. 
Still, it marks a new direction for 
Dickinson, one that places him 

alongside poets like Don McKay 
and Ken Babstock in scope. 
In “Kingdom, Phylum, Class” 
we see Dickinson at his best: 
playful, funny, genuine. “Maybe 
commitment is love that has dis-
covered taxidermy, or taxonomy, 
I could never keep them straight. 
Maybe it is both—thinking that 
is stuffed and sorted.” For a poet 
concerned with how language 
separates us from the natural 
world, it must be said that 
Dickinson sometimes exacer-

bates the problem, with poems 
that must first be decoded in the 
mind, and then, if we’re lucky, 
the heart. Halfway through the 
collection, Dickinson’s abstract 
thinking finds a more embodied 
expression, and these poems are 
ultimately more successful. The 
closing poem, “Great Chain of 
Being,” is sure to be dog-eared 
and mailed to friends. 

–Bren Simmers

 Types of Canadian Women 
K.I. Press

Gaspereau Press: 2006.

Press makes clear from the 
index of key words, including 
“obscurity”, “quiddity”, 
“penises”, and “herrings, red,” 
that the rigidity of the original 
Types of Canadian Women, 
published in 1903, has been left 
behind. Rather than the Who 
What Where of the original text, 
Press uses her cheeky, terse 
sense of humour to explore 
the wilderness of the personal 

lives she’s imagined from pho-
tographs of nearly fifty typical 
Canadian women of the period.  
The poems range from journal 
entries: “16th May/ I dreamt a 
wildcat swimming with its baby 
in its mouth./ I think Maria 
is stealing the candle-ends./” 
to an admission in prose by a 
“Daughter of witches”: “We came 
to where the men are tied to 
trees, tied down in animal sinew 

and smothered in furs, tied on 
a tether so long sometimes we 
hang them kitelike in the black 
skies, waiting.” Though the 
satirical construct does at times 
limit the potential for emotional 
connection to the work, Press’ 
artful and fearless imagination 
lifts the poems out of mere clev-
erness.  

–Sheryda Warrener

Home of Sudden Service
Elizabeth Bachinsky

Nightwood Editions: 2006

Elizabeth Bachinsky’s 
second poetry collection is an 
unsettling little book about 
surviving adolescence on the 
border between the suburban 
and the rural. It describes “the 
landscape of my youth: freeways 
superb in all their trash and 
glam,” a world where “our 
fumbling rose, not out of desire, 
but desperation.” Bachinsky’s 
simple, often gritty diction is 
coupled with an unusual yet 
assured use of form. Her vil-

lanelle, “For the Pageant Girls: 
Miss Teen Motel 6, Et Al,” 
demonstrates Bachinsky’s ret-
rospective take on adolescent 
understanding: “Unfair! What 
did we know / but that our loves 
seemed dull and strange.” Her 
prose poem “Near Miss,” on the 
other hand, promises the escape 
routes of time and humour. The 
collection’s first three sections 
present a series of points of view, 
though the subject matter—a 
relentless reality in a harsh envi-

ronment—remains constant. 
Bachinsky’s cool tone slips 
subtly between earnestness and 
irony, and this coexistence is at 
the heart of the matter. Through 
its young characters, Home of 
Sudden Service explores suspen-
sion and suspense, anticipation 
and futility. This restless, elegant 
book suggests further accom-
plishment to come.

–Jane Henderson

Hitch
Matthew Holmes

Nightwood Editions: 2006

Hitch, a debut collection 
from New Brunswick poet 
Matthew Holmes, stands up con-
fidently to take its place in the 
ranks of Can-Lit poetry.  While 
not startlingly original, Hitch 
offers a near-perfect balance 
of poetic styles and subjects.  
There are prose poems about 
famous scientists and their 
theorems–“Heisenberg’s Uncer-
tainty Principle” is brilliant–and 
poems which range in form from 

the “ghazal of July storm” to the 
more formally daring section 
“Hitch,” an exploration of 
knots.  While in no way strictly 
“regional,” readers familiar with 
the Maritimes will recognize 
place-names like Memramcook.  
Holmes is not a poet who wallows 
in the confessional mode, but 
pieces like “beth seeking poems” 
let the reader glimpse the interior 
life of the author while rising to a 
more elevated level of meaning, 

something beyond the personal.  
Some of the best pieces in the 
collection muse on household 
objects: fridges that get 
discarded and eye their nervous 
replacements from the porch, 
or the mathematical theory for 
dust bunnies, “where t is time 
between/ and the existence of 
brooms is a given.”  Hitch is an 
adeptly executed knot of poetic 
skill and engaging thought.   

–Matthew J. Trafford
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by Stefan Christoff  and 
Dru Oja Jay 

When newspapers send 
correspondents afield to report 
on world events, the position is 
fraught with opportunity and 
responsibility. Opportunity to 
share meaningful insight into 
current events, and responsi-
bility to accurately report on 
them.

In many cases, unfor-
tunately, other motivations 
prevail. For the owners and 
editors of the few papers that 
shell out for foreign corre-
spondents, the opportunity to 
shape public opinion seems too 
tempting to pass up, even if it 
comes at the expense of insight 
and accuracy.

The Globe and Mail’s 
Middle East correspondent 
Mark MacKinnon has been 
publishing dispatches on the 
ongoing political crisis in 
Lebanon regularly from Beirut. 
MacKinnon’s reports are 
often superior to the generic 
newswire reports carried by 
many newspapers. Regrettably, 
this speaks more to the skewed 
quality of wire reports and less 
to the Globe correspondent’s 
capacity to promote accurate 
understanding of events in 
Lebanon.

It’s no secret that the 
Globe and Mail prefers certain 
political actors in Lebanon to 
others. When in 2005, hundreds 
of thousands of Lebanese 
demonstrated in response to 
the assassination of former 
PM Rafik Hariri, eventually 
resulting in the withdrawal of 
Syrian troops, amidst intense 
US pressure on Damascus, 
the Globe ran a series of front 
page stories, touting the “pro-
Western” “Cedar Revolution” 
that was sweeping the country. 
Globe editorialists praised the 
IMF-mandated “free market” 
reforms of “pro-Western” 
forces, which won a Parliamen-
tary majority in the subsequent 

elections.
When larger street protests 

hit Beirut in recent weeks, 
however, Globe coverage was 
to be found in small doses, 
nowhere near the front page. 
It is in this context that Mark 
MacKinnon’s frequent reports 
are published.

MacKinnon’s reporting 
from Beirut is dominated by 
a neat division of Lebanese 
politics into “pro-Syrian” and 
“pro-Western” camps, a theme 
that is repeated multiple times 
in every one of 19 dispatches 
that were examined for this 
analysis. On the other hand, 
MacKinnon barely mentions 
the summer Israeli offensive 
that destroyed most of the 
country’s civil-infrastructure, 
and killed thousands, mostly 
civilians. MacKinnon mentions 
the offensive in less than half of 
the reports we examined, and 
then usually only in passing.

A look at the evidence 
shows that MacKinnon’s Syria-
vs-West division is erroneous, 
while Israel’s summer offensive 
is the defining factor in the 
current political situation on 
the streets of Beirut.

MacKinnon cites Gen. 
Michel Aoun, the Christian 
leader of the “Free Patriotic 
Movement” party, as one of the 
key supporters of the Hezbollah-

led protests, which he constantly 
characterizes as “pro-Syrian.” 
Overlooked by MacKinnon is 
the fact that Aoun was driven 
to exile in France by Syrian and 
allied Lebanese factions in 1990, 
and returned only with the 
withdrawal of Syrian troops in 
2005. As a result, it is awkward 
to characterize Aoun as simply 
“pro-Syrian.”

Hezbollah, on the other 
hand, maintains a strategic 
alliance with the government 
in Damascus, though this is far 
from the central focus of the 
current protests.

Why do these unlikely allies 
find themselves demanding 
a greater share of cabinet 
seats? Because, as MacKinnon 
mentions in passing in one 
article (but does not mention 
at all in 17 out of 19 reports on 
the subject), “recent opinion 
polls suggest Hezbollah and 
Gen. Aoun would combine to 
win more seats than the govern-
ment in a snap election.”

Why is this? It has every-
thing to do with the Israeli 
bombing of Lebanon that 
killed 1,100 people, displaced 
a full quarter of the country’s 
population, and systematically 
destroyed its key infrastructure, 
including roads, airports, power 
stations, hospitals, schools and 
refugee shelters.

During the assault, 
Hezbollah led fierce counter-
attacks, ultimately limiting the 
Israeli army’s ability to maintain 
a hold on the ground in southern 
Lebanon, and winning massive 
support from the Lebanese for 
their resistance.

The relatively well financed 
government and state insti-
tutions of Prime Minister 
Fouad Siniora–the leader of 
MacKinnon’s pro-Western 
camp–by contrast, did almost 
nothing to provide aid to many 
affected by the war, and offered 
no military defence against the 
Israeli attacks despite multiple 
bombings of Lebanese military 
bases.

At the height of the Israeli 
bombings, Ghassan Makarem 
of the grassroots relief organi-
zation Samidoun, told CKUT 
Radio that the “internally 
displaced Lebanese support for 
the resistance hasn’t wavered 
due to the level of aggression on 
the part of Israel.”

“Until now, there has been 
no action from the government 
or by the government agencies,” 
Maskarem added, “while many 
people in regions of Lebanon 
who are traditionally not sup-
portive of Hezbollah are shifting 
their support towards the resis-
tance.”

In stark contrast to the 
silence of Lebanese state 
powers during the war, the 
Free Patriotic Movement, 
Gen. Aoun’s political support 
base, mobilized hundreds of 
volunteers to provide frontline 
medical and humanitarian relief 
for internally displaced refugees 
from southern Lebanon, while 
thousands more opened their 
homes as impromptu shelters 
in the heart of East Beirut, a 
traditionally Christian area.

According to a broadly 
reported opinion poll conducted 
throughout the country in late 
July 2006 by Lebanon’s main 

Opposition demonstrations gather in Martyrs’ Square in Beirut on 
December 1. Blogging Beirut

The Manichean Middle East of Mark MacKinnon
Globe and Mail coverage of Lebanon suffers from ideological interventions

» continued on page 22
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by Anna Carastathis

On October 3, the Conser-
vative government announced a 
40 per cent reduction of Status 
of Women Canada’s (SWC) 
operating budget over two years, 
as well as new restrictions on 
the agency’s grant program. In 
what might be described as an 
effort to de-politicize SWC, the 
government has forbidden the 
agency from funding groups that 
undertake advocacy or lobbying 
for women’s rights. It has also 
removed the word “equality” 
from the agency’s mandate.

Following these cuts and 
restrictions, on November 28, 
Bev Oda, the minister respon-
sible for SWC, announced the 
closure of 12 of 16 SWC regional 
offices, to take effect on March 
31, 2007. Almost half of SWC’s 
employees–61 of 131–will lose 
their jobs. The four remaining 
regional offices (in Edmonton, 
Montréal, Moncton and Ottawa) 
will be required to provide 
services to expanded–critics 
say unmanageable–jurisdic-
tions. In the most extreme 
case, the Edmonton office will 
serve women and women’s 
groups across British Columbia, 
Saskatchewan, Manitoba, 
the Northwest Territories 
and the Yukon, in addition to 
those based in Alberta. This 
is an area of over 4.7 million 
square kilometres, constitut-
ing almost half–47 per cent–of 
the total territory occupied by 
Canada. Despite the foresee-
able increased workload, there 
are no plans at present to hire 
additional personnel to staff 
the Edmonton office, according 
to a SWC official. The Moncton 
office will serve Atlantic 
Canada; the Montréal office 
will serve Québec and Nunavut; 
and the Ottawa office will serve 
Ontario and national feminist 
and women’s organizations. 
Justifying this decision, Oda 
maintained that the regional 
office closures will help the 

SWC remain within its severely 
restricted operating budget, 
saving approximately $700,000 
in rent and utility bills.

Implying that the SWC is a 
“special interest” agency, Oda 
told the CBC that “[we] don’t 
need to separate the men from 
the women in this country.” 
However, on January 18, 2006, 
during his campaign, Stephen 
Harper vowed, if elected, to 
“take concrete and immediate 
measures [...] to ensure that 
Canada fully upholds its com-
mitments to women in Canada.” 
Now, the Conservative govern-
ment is claiming that downsizing 
SWC will actually better serve 
the goal of achieving women’s 
equality. As quoted in the 
Ottawa Citizen, Oda suggested 
that running a separate agency 
devoted to researching and 
mobilizing to improve condi-
tions facing women’s issues 

actually “weakens the ability 
of the equality of women to be 
instilled throughout the govern-
ment departments, agencies, 
and offices.”

According to Joyce Arthur 
of the Abortion Rights Coalition 
of Canada, Oda’s claim that 
the SWC “ghettoizes” the task 
of achieving women’s equality 
“reveals a fundamental misun-
derstanding” of the agency’s 
mandate. Arthur, who is 
working on the BC Campaign 
for Women’s Equality and 
Human Rights in Canada, 
explains that the SWC was 
set up to “help women mount 
campaigns and do research 
on particular issues affecting 
women, so that they can then 
take this work and lobby the 
relevant government ministry 
or department to make changes 
that will benefit women. The 
point of SWC funding is to help 

ensure that [the] government 
examines [its] policies and leg-
islation through a gender lens. 
The SWC [is] a conduit that 
allows women access to govern-
ment in general and to lobby for 
women’s equality at all levels.”

Opposition MPs have joined 
feminist groups and labour 
unions in calling for Oda’s res-
ignation, who is responsible for 
what Liberal MP Maria Minna 
(Beaches–East York) calls 
“the single largest attack on 
women’s services in the history 
of this country.” At the same 
time, Shauna Paull cautions 
against “personalizing these 
cuts to SWC to [Oda].” Paull, 
a feminist organizer active in 
the B.C. Campaign, argues that 
the cuts, restrictions and office 
closures are part of a system-
atic, “ideological demolition 
of [women’s] equality.” Arthur 
agrees. “[The] government has 
effectively removed women’s 
Charter right to equality by 
removing the mechanisms for 
achieving it.”

Arthur sees restricting 
the role of SWC to “service 
provision” (barring it from 
funding “political” groups, 
research or campaigns) as an 
effort to de-politicize gendered 
oppression. “It simply doesn’t 
make sense to restrict SWC 
funding to provide services 
directly to women, since that 
does nothing to address the 
systemic inequality that causes 
the need for those services 
to begin with,” she says. “For 
example, women’s groups 
fighting against domestic abuse 
combine their efforts at both 
helping individual abused 
women at transition houses 
and lobbying the government 
on ways to address and reduce 
domestic abuse in general. 
The two activities cannot 
be separated.” Barb Byers, 
executive Vice-President of the 
Canadian Labour Congress, 

“We are not a Special Interest Group”
Feminist organizations protest attacks on Status of Women Canada

Marching on Ottawa Hill on December 10 to protest Harper’s cuts 
to SWC. CUPE, David-James Fernandes

Gender

» continued on page 20
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This is What Development Looks Like
Part I: Skye Resources and land reoccupation in Guatemala
EL ESTOR, GUATEMALA-
Famed for having hosted an 
INCO nickel mining project 
from the early 60s until the 
mid 80s, Guatemalan village El 
Estor is back in the spotlight. 
Three years ago, Vancouver-
based Skye Resources took up 
the reigns of their predeces-
sors, promising another round 
of development and jobs for 
local people. From the ground, 
however, round after round 
of violent evictions are the 
most striking characteristic of 
the presence of the Canadian 
mining company in the region.

In mid-September, 2006, 
after years of living five or more 
families to a lot in the over-
crowded town of Chichipate–
located just west of El Estor–six 
groups comprising more than 
400 families moved onto lands 
belonging to the Guatemalan 
subsidiary of Skye Resources, 
Compania Guatemalteca de 
Niquel (CGN). The vast majority 
of the people that took part in 
what some have called “land 
invasions” are Mayan Q’eqchi’ 
peasant farmers. Their principle 
desire is to have enough land to 
support their families through 
subsistence agriculture.

Barrio Revolución is one of 
the newly settled communities 
in the area. It sprang up in recent 
months on lands that have 
been unused and unproduc-
tive for decades. In the face of 
much adversity–including one 
forced eviction on November 
12–community members built 
and rebuilt thatched-roof 
houses and a gathering place, 
organized regular meetings and 
had started planting crops of 
corn and beans.

I first visited the community 
in early December, after the 
first eviction. People showed 
me their thatched-roof houses, 
many still under construction, 
their gathering place, made of 
a large palm roof hoisted upon 
beams with a smoothed earthen 
floor and hand-made benches, 
and where they had started 
planting crops of corn and 

beans. Regardless of the diffi-
culties of the last eviction, there 
was a tangible sense of hope in 
the community.

Dona Fidelia, an elder living 
in Revolución, explained, “We 
are recuperating our lands, not 
invading them. Some of us were 
born on these lands, before any 
mining company arrived in the 
area.” Referring to EXMIBAL, 
the nickel company that mining 
giant INCO introduced in the 
region in the 1960s, Fidelia 
said: “EXMIBAL was not here 
first, our parents were.” In 
2004, EXMIBAL was bought 
by Skye Resources and began 

exploration on the renamed 
“Fenix Project” as CGN.

The community cemetery 
bears testament to her words, 
with headstones dating from 
the 1920s. It lies in the heart of 
Revolución. When EXMIBAL 
began to buy and clear lands 
in the 1960s, the people living 
there were coaxed out, or forced 
out. Some were murdered. In 
a steady voice, Fidelia explains 
what happened to her parents, 
who “actively and physically 
participated in defending their 
lands; activities for which they 
paid with their lives.” Stories 
such as Fidelia’s are not out of 

the ordinary for the peasant 
population in the area, many of 
whom lost friends, leaders and 
families in the internal conflict 
that plagued Guatemala for 36 
years.

Although some things have 
undoubtedly changed since the 
signing of the Peace Accords 
in 1996, a climate of fear and 
uncertainty has been main-
tained by CNG-Skye Resources 
since land reoccupations began 
in September. Locals I met with 
in December told of bi-weekly 
helicopter flyovers, fruitless 
meetings with company repre-
sentatives who would not allow 
community members to bring 
legal representation or transla-
tors and of a horrifying night 
of military and police evictions 
that took place in November, 
when hundreds of police and 
army personnel arrived to 
remove people from the lands.

The first eviction took place 
on November 12 and was carried 
out without an order signed 
by a judge, which is required 
under Guatemalan law. In 
statements reminiscent of the 
days of EXMIBAL, eyewitness 
testimonies from the night of 
the evictions reported groups 
of police and troops deployed 
from within the boundaries of 
company property–some using 
company vehicles–to evict 
people from their homes.

Revolución was faced 
with a second eviction order 
on December 27, 2006. The 
Christmastime eviction order 
appeared to be an attempt on 
behalf of CGN-Skye Resources 
to “go legal”–to follow proce-
dures for eviction from private 
land as dictated by Guatemalan 
law. That morning, the people in 
Revolucion were organized and 
expecting the worst. Residents 
learned that the eviction would 
not take place by listening to the 
local radio station.

The sense of relief was 
fleeting, however. Another 
eviction notice was filed for 
January 8, 2007.

December 2007–Community members in the meeting hut in Barrio 
Revolución.  mimundo.org, James Rodriguez

December 2006–Community members in Barrio Revolución. 
mimundo.org, James Rodriguez
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EL ESTOR, GUATEMALA–
Arriving in El Estor on the 
evening of Janurary 7, it was 
evident that something was 
amiss. Dozens of police vehicles 
clogged the thoroughfares of the 
nearby town of Rio Dulce and 
police were everywhere. The 
following morning, it was clear 
that evictions were imminent.

Having mustered at the 
headquarters of CGN-Skye 
Resources at 8am, 430 police 
backed by approximately 200 
members of the state military 
travelled the road to Barrio 
Unión, a reoccupied community  
of about 70 families. The police 
made their numbers very 
clear, forming a line between 
Barrio Unión and the main 
road. Public prosecutor Rafael 
Andrade Escobar read the 
eviction notice.

In retrospect, and dis-
regarding the injustice of 
the eviction, what happened 
at Unión was carried out in 
a measured manner. The 
community was given time to 
vacate and the housing struc-
tures were carefully dismantled 
by groups of workers employed 
by CGN-Skye Resources.

A second eviction happened 
later that day in a community 
called La Pista, where the 
community decided to vacate 
before the police arrived. Their 
structures were dismantled 
with less care and some were 
burned. As night fell, locals 
speculated about the eviction 
of Barrio Revolución, one of the 
largest and best-organized of 
the communities.

The morning of the 9th, the 
police and army mustered again 
at the CGN-Skye Resources 
headquarters. Police trucks 
lined the road in a grim parade, 
stretching for hundreds of 
metres and each carrying four 
or more heavily armed, black-
clad policemen. Armed private 
security guards rode in a white 
pickup, wearing company t-
shirts. Other security guards 
were positioned on the cliffs 

along the roadside and from 
above, a helicopter carried out 
flyovers of Barrio Revolución 
and Barrio La Paz. At about 
9:45am, the convoy began to 
roll towards Barrio Revolución.

Instead of sending a public 
prosecutor to read an eviction 
order, elite squads of riot police 
entered Revolución, moving up 
the river that runs through the 
centre of the community. Once 
the river was secured, police 
began to encircle the area, 
closing the people of Revolu-
ción into the western portion 
of the area, where many were 
congregated in their gathering 
place, awaiting the arrival of the 
public prosecutor.

Surrounded by police, 
about 50 people waited for the 
public prosecutor to read them 
the eviction notice. Among them 
were about a dozen women, 
including a mother holding her 
infant child and a few younger 
children. Time passed, and 
the police completely sealed 
off the area where people were 
gathered.

In the distance, an orange 
spot appeared. As it grew, brown 
smoke began to rise up into the 
air; a house on the other side of 
the river was burning.

Public prosecutor Andrade 
Escobar stood aside while a 
second house was set on fire, 
and then a third. He claimed 
that there was no signal on his 
cellphone to order his men to 
stop burning. Andrade Escobar 
continued to claim that the 

order to stop the burning had 
not arrived to the other side 
of the community. He claimed 
that he would have the Public 
Ministry press charges against 
the company employees that 
were burning the houses of the 
families of Barrio Revolución.

When asked why company 
employees were burning 
homes when it is the Public 
Ministry that was to carry out 
the eviction order, Andrade 
Escobar responded, “I handed 
authority over that section of 
the area over to a [CGN-Skye 
Resources] lawyer, therefore 
those responsible for this are 
company employees, not the 
Public Ministry.”

After nearly every home 
in the eastern section of Barrio 
Revolución was on fire, the 
two dozen people hired by the 
company to destroy homes were 
stopped. While heat continued 
to radiate from the smoldering 
structures, approximately 60 
members of the army filed across 
the field and into the forest 
surrounding the community. 
Ceasar Bora of the Indigenous 
and Peasant National Co-ordi-
nation (CONIC) described the 
situation as having “the same 
characteristics that we saw in 
many other cases during the 
internal conflict.”

Their houses now 
replaced by charred wood, the 
community remained sealed in 
by police and the army, while 
Andrade Escobar read the 
eviction notice. He ordered the 

residents of Barrio Revolución 
to dismantle their homes if they 
hadn’t already burned.

Some community members 
fought back tears; others stood 
quietly. Speaking as tears ran 
down his face, one man said, 
“They just burned my home. 
Where will my children sleep 
tonight?” Having obeyed and 
respected orders from the 
police, people’s houses were 
burned illegally in a show of 
force by company employees.

After reading the eviction 
order, Andrade Escobar quickly 
left the area to carry out a 
fourth eviction, in Barrio La 
Paz. After the disaster in Revo-
lución, the eviction in La Paz 
seemed peaceful, though the 
legal grounds for it were heavily 
contested.

More evictions are planned 
in the coming days and 
hundreds of peasant families 
have been made homeless in 
less than 48 hours. As the long 
afternoon wore on, the people 
of Barrio Revolución and Barrio 
La Paz worked tirelessly dis-
mantling the remaining homes, 
under heavy police supervision. 
A sprinkle of rain turned into 
a heavy afternoon shower and 
there was nowhere to go for 
shelter. The refrain of these 
communities, as they stood 
alongside the highway with their 
belongings, was unanimous.

“Development brings 
eviction; development brings 
displacement.”

The future is uncertain. 
Even as community members 
deal with the loss of their homes 
and possessions, the depth of 
their desire to live off the land 
remains profound. Unless 
the company and the state of 
Guatemala change their strategy 
radically, or the Canadian gov-
ernment steps in to intervene in 
the activities of Skye Resources 
in Guatemala, the ramifications 
of this conflict will continue to 
intensify.

Welcome to 2007; this is 
what development looks like.

Feature

January 9, 2007–A man who lost his home to the fires set by Skye 
Resources employees.                              mimundo.org, James Rodriguez

This is What Development Looks Like
Part II: Canadian mining firm burns homes
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by Susan Feiner and
Drucilla Barker

The key to understanding 
why Grameen Bank founder and 
CEO Muhammad Yunus won 
the Nobel Peace Prize lies in the 
current fascination with indi-
vidualistic myths of wealth and 
poverty. Many policy-makers 
believe that poverty is “simply” a 
problem of individual behavior. 
By rejecting the notion that 
poverty has structural causes, 
they deny the need for collective 
responses. In fact, according to 
this tough-love view, broad-
based civic commitments to 
increase employment or provide 
income supports only make 
matters worse: helping the poor 
is pernicious because such aid 
undermines the incentive for 
hard work. This ideology is part 
and parcel of neoliberalism.

For neoliberals the solution 
to poverty is getting the poor to 
work harder, get educated, have 
fewer children, and act more 
responsibly. Markets reward 
those who help themselves, 
and women, who comprise the 
vast majority of microcredit 
borrowers, are no exception. 
Neoliberals champion the 
Grameen Bank and similar 
efforts precisely because micro-
credit programs do not change 
the structural conditions of glo-
balization—such as loss of land 
rights, privatization of essential 
public services, or cutbacks 
in health and education 
spending—which reproduce 
poverty among women in devel-
oping nations.

What exactly is micro-
credit? Yunus, a Bangla-
deshi banker and economist, 
pioneered the idea of setting 
up a bank to make loans to the 
“poorest of the poor.” The term 
“microcredit” reflects the very 
small size of the loans, often 
less than $100. Recognizing 
that the lack of collateral was 
often a barrier to borrowing by 
the poor, Yunus founded the 
Grameen Bank in the 1970s to 

make loans in areas of severe 
rural poverty where there were 
often no alternatives to what we 
would call loan sharks.

His solution to these 
problems was twofold. First, 
Grameen Bank would hire 
agents to travel the countryside 
on a regular schedule, making 
loans and collecting loan repay-
ments. Second, only women 
belonging to Grameen’s “loan 
circles” would be eligible for 
loans. If one woman in a loan 
circle did not meet her obliga-
tions, the others in the circle 
would either be ineligible for 
future loans or be held respon-
sible for repayment of her 
loan. In this way the collective 
liability of the group served as 
collateral.

The Grameen Bank toasts 
its successes: not only do loan 
repayment rates approach 95%, 
the poor, empowered by their 
investments, are not dependent 
on “handouts.” Microcredit 
advocates see these programs 
as a solution to poverty because 
poor women can generate 
income by using the borrowed 
funds to start small-scale enter-

prises, often homebased handi-
craft production. But these 
enterprises are almost all in the 
informal sector, which is fiercely 
competitive and typically 
unregulated, in other words, 
outside the range of any laws 
that protect workers or ensure 
their rights. Not surprisingly, 
women comprise the majority 
of workers in the informal 
economy and are heavily rep-
resented at the bottom of its 
already-low income scale.

Women and men have 
different experiences with work 
and entrepreneurship because 
a gender division of labor in 
most cultures assigns men to 
paid work outside the home and 
women to unpaid labor in the 
home. Consequently, women’s 
paid work is constrained by 
domestic responsibilities. They 
either work part time, or they 
combine paid and unpaid work 
by working at home. Micro-
credit encourages women to 
work at home doing piecework: 
sewing garments, weaving rugs, 
assembling toys and electronic 
components. Home workers—
mostly women and children—

often work long hours for very 
poor pay in hazardous condi-
tions, with no legal protections. 
As progressive journalist Gina 
Neff has noted, encouraging the 
growth of the informal sector 
sounds like advice from one of 
Dickens’ more objectionable 
characters.

Why then do national 
governments and international 
organizations promote micro-
credit, thereby encouraging 
women’s work in the informal 
sector? As an antipoverty 
program, microcredit fits nicely 
with the prevailing ideology 
that defines poverty as an indi-
vidual problem and that shifts 
responsibility for addressing it 
away from government policy-
makers and multilateral bank 
managers onto the backs of 
poor women.

Microcredit programs do 
nothing to change the struc-
tural conditions that create 
poverty. But microcredit has 
been a success for the many 
banks that have adopted it. Of 
course, lending to the poor has 
long been a lucrative enterprise. 
Pawnshops, finance companies, 
payday loan operations and 
loan sharks charge high interest 
rates precisely because poor 
people are often desperate for 
cash and lack access to formal 
credit networks. According to 
Sheryl Nance-Nash, a corre-
spondent for Women’s eNews, 
“The interest rates on micro-
finance vary between 25% to 
50%.” She notes that these rates 
“are much lower than informal 
money lenders, where rates may 
exceed 10 per cent per month.” 
It is important for the poor to 
have access to credit on rela-
tively reasonable terms. Still, 
microcredit lenders are reaping 
the rewards of extraordinarily 
high repayment rates on loans 
that are still at somewhat above-
market interest rates.

Anecdotal accounts can 
easily overstate the concrete 

Opinion

Microcredit and Women’s Poverty
Granting this year’s Nobel Peace Prize to microcredit guru affirms neoliberalism.

A celebration of microcredit in Vanuatu. Microcredit may help 
individual women, but does little to alleviate poverty. Chris Gentle

» continued on page 20
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by Jaime Little

EASTERN CHAD–There used 
to be trees here on the desert 
edge of eastern Chad, where 
almost a quarter-million 
Sudanese refugees are currently 
camping out. They are Darfuris 
who made it across the border. 
Now they live in sprawling tent 
cities 20 times the size of any 
of the surrounding Chadian 
villages.

The refugees aren’t really 
supposed to leave the camps. 
But early every morning a 
brightly coloured train of 
women and girls can be seen 
slowly winding its way from 
the cluster of canvas tents. 
Some have donkeys, some carry 
babies, all of them have a long 
walk ahead.

They are searching for 
firewood. Food, water, sani-
tation and schooling are all 
provided in the camps, but no 
one has taken on the responsi-
bility of providing the refugees 
with fuel for cooking. All of the 
food rations provided to the 
refugees by the World Food 
Programme–dried beans, 
wheat flour and the like–require 
cooking before they’re even the 
least bit edible. With an average 
of seven mouths to feed in each 
family, some of these women 
will walk 40 kilometres before 
they find enough dead branches 
and fallen twigs to last a few 
days.

They are lucky if they make 
it home with their haul. Far from 
the camps, often wandering 
alone in the brush, these 
women and girls become targets 
for angry locals who want to 
protect the meager wood supply 
for themselves. The women are 
threatened, beaten, robbed and 
raped. It is one of the gravest 
security threats for refugees in 
this region.

Here, collecting wood 
is considered women’s work 
because it is part of the 
process of preparing the food. 

Men–even the husbands and 
fathers of women raped during 
firewood collection–insist that 
they cannot search for the wood 
themselves, or even accompany 
the women, because it would 
be shameful and embarrassing. 
The women have a different 
explanation: they say if the 
men encountered local villagers 
in the bush, someone would 
certainly get killed. So the 
women and girls continue to 
leave the camps, and to face the 
risks.

Within the camps, aid 
agencies and women’s refugee 
committees are trying to find 
ways to reduce wood consump-
tion. It is an effort not only to 

reduce the threat of violence, 
but also to conserve a scarce 
resource and to ease tensions 
between refugees and the local 
population. The aid organiza-
tions have started to distribute 
fuel-efficient stoves that burn 
much less wood than the tra-
ditional three-stone open fire 
used for generations in this part 
of the world. But a lot of the 
refugee women are suspicious 
of these new technologies. They 
aren’t sure how to use them, and 
they don’t trust that the food 
will end up tasting very good.

One such alternative is the 
solar cooker. It looks like an 
open cardboard box, lined on 
the inside with tin foil. Place 

a kettle at the point where the 

angles of reflected sunlight all 
meet, and you’ve got hot water 
for tea in 15 minutes–as long as 
the sun is high and bright.

Another option is an oven 
made of dried mud. It takes 
a few months for the mud 
to harden, and eventually it 
crumbles back into clods of dirt. 
But the materials are readily 
available, and when it’s working 
well it burns about half as much 
wood as a traditional open fire.

Among refugee women, 
the most popular alternative so 
far is a sheet metal contraption 
called the Save80. On average, 
it uses 80 per cent less wood 
than a traditional fire. Ten 
grams of wood–a mere handful 
of twigs–is enough to prepare a 
pot of rice. That means a woman 
who used to collect wood twice 
a week now only goes out twice 
a month.

And there’s another big 
selling point: you can use the 
Save80 to make boule.

Boule is the wildly popular 
dish eaten two to three times a 
day by just about every family 
in this region. It’s a viscous 
starchy glob, usually made 
from pounded millet that is 
boiled and thickened with flour. 
Everyone in the family gathers 
around the boule, reaching in 
with their fingers for a clump 
that can then be dipped into a 
sauce of gombo or green beans.

Boule is a staple and a 
comfort food. It can even be 
made out of the unfamiliar 
offerings in the WFP food 
rations distributed monthly in 
the camps. For those who find 
themselves living in tents far 
from their homeland, something 
familiar for supper can provide 
a shade of normalcy among all 
the loss and uncertainty. Now, 
with the fuel-efficient stoves, 
refugees are eating it every day, 
though they still face the risks of 
wood collection once or twice a 
month.

Food

Fuel for the Fire
Women refugees forced to risk robbery and rape to gather firewood for cooking

Darfuri refugees learn to assemble a stove that uses 80 per cent less 
fuel than traditional cooking methods. Jaime Little

Simple Boule

*Boil rice (or milled corn or millet) in a pot of water until it 
is pasty and the grains lose their shape.
*Continue on low heat even after the water has boiled off.
Add a few spoonfuls of flour (wheat, millet, sorghum, 
whatever is available).
*Stir slowly and deliberately with a big spoon or wooden 
paddle. This requires a folding or pounding motion and 
a lot of arm strength. When it’s well mixed, add another 
several spoonfuls of flour and keep stirring.
*When the boule reaches desired consistency, empty it into 
a bowl. Swing the bowl back and forth so that the boule 
takes on the round shape of the bowl.
*Turn it onto a plate, making a warm mound.
*Eat with fingers, dipping each bite into a sauce made of 
gombo or green beans, or mutton with sorel or spinach.

Food Editor: Hillary Bain Lindsay, hillarylindsay@yahoo.ca  
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by Michael Lithgow

There’s a big little story 
in Canada about radical pos-
sibilities for television that 
cable companies don’t want 
you to know. It’s a story worth 
close to a billion dollars–money 
that should have been spent on 
creating community access tele-
vision in every neighbourhood 
where cable companies sell 
cable. A few communities have 
claimed some of their share, but 
in most of Canada, the money 
goes into the pockets of the cable 
companies. What would happen 
if more communities demanded 
the community access funding 
that is their right under federal 
regulations?

The story of community 
television is in many ways the 
story of cable television. It 
begins in the early 1950s, with 
amateurs tinkering with televi-
sions in their backyards. What 
they discovered is that a clear 
television signal could be easily 
redistributed with ground wire 
into areas where reception was 
poor. Their next discovery was 
that people would pay for this. 
Amateur curiosity became 
entrepreneurial enthusiasm, 
and by 1958 the ironically 
named ‘community antennae 
television systems’ (CATVs) 
were born: Canada’s first cable 
companies.

Cable’s promising financial 
future was not immediately 
apparent. At the time, asking 
households to pay for television 
was a weird and distasteful idea 
_ why pay for what you get for 
free? Even as late as 1968, when 
the Canadian Radio-Television 
and Telecommunications Com-
mission (CRTC) was created 
by the federal government to 
regulate communications in 
Canada, cable subscription 
rates represented only small 
fractions of available viewers. 
One of the reasons this changed 
was the introduction of a new 
kind of television–community 

access programming (television 
made by non-professional local 
residents in neighbourhoods 
across the country). Cable was 
the only way to see public access 
television.

Public access television 
was truly a creature of its time, 
a product of a unique set of 
historical circumstances. There 
were the fledging cable services 
selling programs on closed-
circuit networks. There was the 
rebellious social turmoil of the 
late 1960s. And in 1967, Sony 
introduced the first portable 
video recording unit, the Sony 
Portapak, a 1/2 inch reel-to-reel 
black and white video camera. 
Portable video was more acces-
sible than film because of costs, 
ease of use and immediacy of 
results.

Artists and activists quickly 
incorporated video into their 
creative and anti- establish-
ment antics. It allowed the 
production of television outside 
of commercial venues and thus 
challenged network television’s 
monopoly over programming. It 
was television by the people, for 
the people, and in the politically 
charged techno-utopic fervor of 
the times, public access televi-
sion offered an exciting glimpse 
into local culture and exposed 

mainstream households to a 
new form of social commen-
tary.

No one knows for sure 
where it began - it could have 
been in Thunder Bay, Ontario, 
where, in 1968, local youth 
were taught how to make 
video using the new Portapak, 
and then their programs were 
aired on local cable. (This was 
a project of the National Film 
Board’s Challenge for Change, a 
video and film activist training 
program operating from 1967 
to 1974.) It could also have 
been in New York City, where, 
in the same year, a community 
programming model was being 
experimented with by the Ford 
Foundation. And it could have 
been in Dale City, Virginia, 
also in 1968, where the local 
municipal government created 
a short-lived community cable 
channel. In all likelihood, they 
happened independently and 
simultaneously, products of the 
technology and temperament of 
the day.

Communities across 
Canada quickly became hooked 
on the quirky, amateurish but 
undeniably immediate and 
locally-oriented programming. 
By 1972, most cable companies 
were voluntarily providing some 

kind of community access. They 
had discovered that people 
liked seeing their neighbours, 
their families and themselves 
on television, and they liked 
the local coverage and innova-
tive programming that was 
and remains the mainstay of 
community access program-
ming. Community access pro-
gramming was inadvertently 
helping cable companies to sell 
cable.

In 1975, the CRTC intro-
duced the first comprehensive 
community channel regula-
tions. Cable companies over a 
certain size were required to 
allocate 10 per cent of their 
gross revenues to access televi-
sion. The CRTC did this for two 
reasons: to standardize the kind 
and quality of access that was 
available to communities across 
Canada and also to help justify 
the creation of regional cable 
monopolies.

This latter strategy was 
in direct response to cable 
company demands for guar-
anteed rates of return to 
compensate for the large 
capital investment required 
to build cable infrastructure. 
Community television was the 
CRTC’s way of extracting from 
cable companies a contribu-
tion to Canadian culture (in 
exchange for monopoly power) 
and to justify the creation of the 
monopolies to critics and the 
public.

Activists and artists across 
Canada soon got in on the 
game of making television. In 
Vancouver, video artists led the 
way, recognizing the potential 
for community television as a 
means to circumvent traditional 
political economies of galleries 
and commercial art markets and 
as a means of directly counter-
ing mainstream programming. 
Shows like The Gina Show 
(John Anderson) and Images 
of Infinity (Byron Black) used 

Business      

$1 billion for Independent Local Television? 
What cable companies don’t want you to know about radical television in Canada

» continued on page 21

Business Editor: Rob Maguire, rob@uberculture.com  

Cable: unfulfilled radical potential? Maury McCown (Creative Commons)
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by Hillary Bain Lindsay

On January 1, 2007, the 
people of Six Nations arrived 
at their Council House,  and 
walked inside.  

The event did not make 
media headlines, but the signifi-
cance of the day was not lost on 
those crowded into the long line 
of cars, bearing Iroquois Con-
federacy and Unity flags, that 
lead up to the Council House.

“Even before Canada 
declared itself a country, we 
had a meeting place down here 
for traditional governance,” 
says Janie Jamison, one of the 
spokespeople for Six Nations. 
For generations, Chiefs repre-
senting the Confederacy Council 
gathered in the Council House 
to make decisions by consensus, 
a process often called the oldest 
participatory democracy on 
Earth.  

In 1924, however, Canada 
instated the Indian Act and 
the RCMP raided the Council 
House, removing the traditional 
chiefs and clan mothers. In its 
place the band council system 
was set up, acting as an arm of 
the Canadian government.  

For Jamison, who has 
never seen herself as Canadian, 
destroying the traditional 
government and imposing a 
new one was Canada’s way of 
declaring that her culture, her 
nation, her people “no longer 
existed.”  

“What people don’t 
understand is that we weren’t 
defeated at that point,” says 
Jamison. “Our traditional gov-
ernment went underground.” 
For decades it continued to 
operate, unrecognized by the 
federal government. In 1959 an 
attempt was made to take back 
the Council House, remove the 
band council and reinstate the 
traditional governance system. 
The RCMP moved in again. 
“Men, women and children 
were beaten,” says Jamison.  

“Our people weren’t successful 
then.”

But on New Year’s Day, 
“Eighty years after being told 
we don’t exist,” says Jamison, 
“here we are.”   

The people of Six Nations 
made their existence difficult 
to ignore starting February 28, 
2006, when a blockade set up 
near Caledonia, Ontario, halted 
the construction of a subdivi-
sion that many said was being 
built on unceded Six Nations 
territory. Almost a year later, 
the people of Six Nations are 
holding their ground and, 
according to spokesperson 
Hazel Hill, making “leaps and 
bounds” towards the reinstate-
ment of their traditional gov-
ernment.

The first leap came shortly 
after April 20, 2006, when 
the Ontario Provincial Police 
(OPP) performed a pre-dawn 
raid on the blockade site. The 
raid, meant to clear the site 
of protesters, backfired when 
hundreds of Six Nations people 
and their supporters peacefully 
took back the site within a few 
hours. The resolve and determi-
nation of those holding the site 
was strengthened, and media 
coverage of the raid ensured 
that people across the country 

and around the world knew 
about the standoff.  

Shortly after the police raid, 
the Six Nations band council, 
which had previously refused to 
support the blockade (though 
it did support the land claim), 
endorsed the leadership of the 
Confederacy Chiefs.

The move was significant. 
“Eighty to eighty-five per cent 
of [Six Nations] people support 
the traditional government,” 
says Hill. For the first time, the 
leadership that had always been 
recognized by the people of Six 
Nations would be the leader-
ship that government would be 
forced to negotiate with.  

Another leap came when–
after months of calling the 
standoff a provincial matter–
the federal government came 
to the table. “It’s the first time 
the federal government has sat 
down with the traditional gov-
ernment,” Barbara MacDougal, 
Canada’s representative at 
negotiations, told the CBC in 
September 2006, adding that 
it was a “tremendous break-
through.”   

The breakthrough may 
have been spurred on by Six 
Nations representative Doreen 
Silversmith when she spoke to 
the United Nations’ Permanent 

Forum on Indigenous People in 
Geneva, Switzerland, on May 
1, 2006. Referring to the raid, 
Silversmith said, “Canada has 
clearly portrayed the message 
that  ‘might is right.’ When a 
situation of ownership is chal-
lenged, their laws allow them 
to continue to reap the benefits 
of our Land, destroy our envi-
ronment, and clearly ignore 
the truth of the Onkwehonweh 
[First People] …  who hold title 
to the Land.”  At the end of 
her speech, she called on the 
international community to 
intervene at Six Nations. “The 
Onkwehonweh require your 
assistance, with respect to our 
Law, our Treaties, including 
the Two Row Wampum, and 
in effect, the Authority with 
respect to our Land, Our Law 
and Our People.”  

 “To have the confederacy 
recognized at the international 
level for the traditional gov-
ernment that they are, that 
they always were, and always 
will be,” was important says 
Jamison. She feels that recogni-
tion from the United Nations 
forced Canadians to appreciate 
the legitimacy of their struggle. 
“We aren’t making these things 
up,” she says. “We are a gov-
ernment of people, a nation of 
sovereignty.” This, she says, is 
something Canada is going to 
have to deal with.

Jamison has been living 
with the legacy of Canada’s 
denial for too long, she says. 
“My family has had too many 
things stolen from them.” And 
she’s not just talking about land. 
“When I was three years old, I 
was home alone with my mom 
and she shot herself. She was 
a victim of residential school 
system,” says Jamison. Her 
aunt was one of the thousands 
of native women in Canada who 
have gone missing; her raped 
and brutalized body found 

Gaining Ground
“A monumental year” for the people of Six Nations

Original Peoples

A mohawk warrior flag flies from a lone tree on the site that was 
slotted for subdivisions before the Six Nations blockade began last 
February.  Zainab Anadahy

Original Peoples Editor: Kim Petersen, kimpete@start.no  

» continued on page 23
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by Jon Elmer

GAZA CITY, GAZA–Despite the 
impression cast by corporate 
news coverage, there is never 
anything like “calm” here in the 
West Bank and Gaza Strip. The 
casualty count for 2006 released 
by Israeli human rights group 
B’Tselem reports that Israeli 
forces killed 660 Palestinians, 
while 17 Israeli civilians were 
killed, 13 of them in the West 
Bank. The violence is often spec-
tacular, as during the summer 
and fall siege operations in 
Gaza that killed more than 450 
Palestinians under withering 
aerial bombardment, artillery 
barrages and two major ground 
invasions. But, as an unusually 
frank headline in the current 
edition of the Economist rightly 
stated, “It’s the little things that 
make an occupation.”

When Canadian Foreign 
Affairs Minister Peter MacKay 
visited Israel this week, it was 
these “little things” that he 
missed–like the more than 530 
fixed checkpoints and road-
blocks identified in a joint UN-
IDF count in the occupied West 
Bank. These obstacles make 
simple travel between neigh-
bouring Palestinian villages 
often impossible, particularly 
when added to the more than 
7,000 “flying checkpoints” that 
spring up at the whim of the 
Israeli army, anywhere and 
at anytime. As the Economist 
pointed out, “arbitrariness 
is one of the most crippling 
features of these rules.”

The checkpoints and 
closure regime enforced by 
Israel is more than inconve-
nient; all too often, it is deadly. 
On Friday, as MacKay met with 
President Abbas in Amman, 
Israeli soldiers at the Hawara 
checkpoint outside of the West 
Bank city of Nablus refused 
the Israeli-issued permits of 
a patient returning from liver 
surgery in Palestinian East 
Jerusalem. The soldiers forced 
Tayseer Al Qaisi out of the car 

and ordered him to walk across 
the checkpoint. Al Qaisi, a father 
of eight, was weakened critically 
by the surgery and collapsed 
only a few hundred feet into 
the checkpoint. As reported 
by David Chater of Al Jazeera 
International, a Palestinian 
ambulance was prevented from 
entering the area for two hours. 
Mr Al Qaisi died while waiting 
for help.

In meetings with top Israeli 
cabinet ministers, Peter MacKay 
did not mention the more than 
2,200 hours of strict curfew 
enforced by tanks and gunfire 
over the last two years, or the 
more than 5,400 Palestinians 
who were arrested or detained 
on Palestinian land last year–
including more than half of 
the elected Palestinian cabinet, 
the Speaker of Parliament and 
scores of local and municipal 
officials. He did not ask about 
the Palestinian prisoner who 
died in Israeli custody this week, 
or about the hunger strike being 
waged by political prisoners at 
Ansar III in the Negev desert in 
response to an attack by guards 
with police dogs and tear gas. 
While MacKay gave ample 
notice that he would be discuss-
ing the Israeli soldier captured 
on the Gaza border in June, he 
almost surely did not bring up 
the 11,000 political prisoners 
being held by Israel, some 400 
of them children.

Nor did MacKay talk about 
the more than 30 incursions into 
Palestinian cities and villages by 
the Israeli army in the last eight 
days, or the 14 fisherman shot 
off the coast of Rafah last week 
as they fished in Palestinian 
waters. He didn’t talk about the 
15 Palestinians injured by Israeli 
forces in protests this week, or 
of 10-year-old schoolgirl, Abir 
Aramin, who died on January 
20 as she left the grounds of her 
school in Anata. According to 
witnesses, Abir was pursued by 
Israeli forces as she tried to run 
away and was shot in the head 
with a stun grenade or tear gas 
canister at close range.

It’s doubtful that MacKay 
raised the issue of last week’s 
bulldozing of the entire “unrec-
ognized” Bedouin village of 
Twail Abu-Jarwal in the Negev 
Desert. The Bedouin were 
displaced because they were 
illegally “trespassing” on the 
land of the Jewish state, despite 
the fact that their presence in 
the desert long predates the 
State of Israel. They are being 
forcibly relocated to urban res-
ervations, while the Negev is 
prepared for settlement by the 
Jewish National Fund. In the 
“only democracy in the Middle 
East,” at least 75,000 Bedouin 
live in more than 40 villages that 
are officially “unrecognized,” 
where, like in Palestinian areas, 
building permits are denied and 

demolition orders are routinely 
carried out. The unrecognized 
villages have no infrastruc-
ture–no sewage, no water or 
electricity, and often no health 
or education facilities.

While Arab and Bedouin 
homes are destroyed, Jewish 
ones are being built. On the 
same day that MacKay arrived 
in the region, the Olmert gov-
ernment announced that 44 new 
housing units would be built in 
the Maale Adumim settlement 
near Jerusalem, a settlement 
which effectively, if not abso-
lutely, severs the West Bank in 
two. In fact, MacKay won’t deal 
with the issue of settlements 
at all–not the 121 illegal settle-
ments and 100 outposts in the 
West Bank, nor the scores of 
settlements in occupied-East 
Jerusalem, beyond acknowledg-
ing the massive infrastructure 
of permanent dispossession as a 
“hindrance.” In fact, along with 
their Jewish-only roads and 
attendant security footprint, 
these settlements render a Pal-
estinian state an impossibility. 
Rather than fortified colonies 
on illegally occupied land, the 
Canadian government calls 
the settlements “facts on the 
ground.” Not to be outdone, 
Stephen Harper referred to the 
settlement blocs as “democratic 
realities” in addressing a Zionist 
advocacy group in early 2006.

MacKay did not address 
the substance of the 700 km-
long barrier of sniper towers, 
concrete walls and deadly elec-
tronic fences snaking deep into 
the West Bank (80 per cent of 
the wall is built on UN recog-
nized Palestinian land) in order 
to annex the massive settlement 
blocs into Israel and isolate the 
Palestinians into enclaves. He 
did not visit the machinery of 
settlement and dispossession 
created by the wall, the check-
points, the settlements, the 
settler-only roads. John Dugard, 
South African human rights 
lawyer and UN Special Rappor-

Peter MacKay in Israel and Palestine
What the Foreign Minister did not see or discuss during his visit

A mother tutors her daughter in the rubble of their village in the 
northern Gaza Strip. Jon Elmer

» continued on page 23
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by Chris Sands

KABUL, AFGHANISTAN–
Zohra Madadi represented 
everything the new Afghanistan 
should have been about. She 
was a young, intelligent woman 
who believed in democracy and 
dreamed of becoming a politi-
cian.

Then someone kidnapped 
the 16-year-old, stuck a gun 
in her mouth and pulled the 
trigger. Her dead body was 
dumped in the wilderness.

“She was a very open-
minded girl and she studied 
very hard. She didn’t care about 
TV, she just listened to the news 
and then kept busy with her 
studies until 11 o’clock at night,” 
said her father, Abdul Hussain.

“She kept telling me: ‘Dad, 
don’t worry about the current 
situation in Afghanistan. One 
day it will be good here.’”

Hussain is not expecting 
justice because he knows that 
is not the way things work, 
not when the chief suspect is 
a leading member of the intel-
ligence services.

“They blame the Taliban, 
but it’s actually the police doing 
these things,” he said. “I am not 
frightened. Because I have lost 
my daughter, life and death 
mean nothing to me.”

Zohra lived in the southern 
province of Ghazni and her 
corpse was dumped there 
last summer, on the road to 
Kandahar. She might have 
been murdered because her 
older sister is involved in local 
politics, or perhaps it was just 
because she caught the eye of 
the wrong man.

Whatever the reason, no 
one should be surprised that an 
official meant to enforce the law 
is accused of violating it in the 
cruellest of ways.

Sayed Hussain was 
arrested in Kabul for allegedly 
bringing teenage girls back to 
his house for sex. Rather than 
go through the legal system, the 
police simply beat him to death. 

Ten months after the event, his 
elderly-looking wife, Bibi Gul, 
cried as she remembered what 
happened.

“They said, ‘Let me tell you 
the bad news. Just go to the 
hospital and you will see the 
dead body of your husband.’ 
When I complained that he was 
alive when he was taken, they 
said I had signed a document 
that said he had a heart attack,” 
she recalled.

The Dominion has seen 
photographs of Sayed Hussain’s 
blackened corpse, along with 
other pictures showing the 
results of police abuse on a 
number of prisoners.

Afghanistan Independent 
Human Rights Commission 
(AIHRC) recorded 290 cases 
of torture by the security forces 
between June 2005 and June 
2006.

That is 200 less than the 
year before, but it is still more 
than enough to stoke the wide-
spread public anger now fuelling 
the Taliban-led insurgency. Talk 
to people on the street and they 
will tell you they do not trust 
the police. They will tell you 
uniforms stand for violence, 
bribery and corruption.

“There is not a very strong 
rule of law and the government is 
not keen to follow the law. Also, 
in the criminal court there is not 
a very strong and clear code for 
prosecuting police action,” said 

Ahmad Zia Langari, a commis-
sioner at AIHRC.

“The main problem in 
Afghanistan is the culture of 
impunity. The government is 
not powerful. When a governor, 
for example, has committed 
violence or he has been very 
corrupt, he is not prosecuted. 
The president just changes his 
position.”

A joint report released last 
month by the Pentagon and 
the US State Department was 
hugely critical of the American-
trained Afghan police. It said the 
force was ‘far from adequate’ at 
carrying out even conventional 
responsibilities, with illiterate 
recruits and pervasive cor-
ruption cited as some of the 
key problems. The report also 
revealed that it is unclear how 
many officers are actually on 
duty.

Mohammed Yahya’s lower 
right leg looks like it has been 
ripped off by an animal, with 
bone sticking out from the 
bloody flesh above his severed 
foot. The photograph showing 
this wound was taken in 2005, 
soon after he refused to pay the 
police in Kabul a bribe.

“They came to me and said, 
‘Stop working. We will go away 
and come back and if you want 
to work, give us some money.’ 
Then when they came back, 
they started beating four old 
people who were working with 

us,” the 19-year-old said.
“I told them if I had money 

I would not be working here, 
then they opened fire. I can’t 
remember anything from that 
moment on.”

An entire magazine from a 
Kalashnikov was emptied into 
Mohammed, with one bullet 
shot into his left leg and the rest 
blowing away the bottom half 
of his right leg. Although the 
policemen who attacked him 
have been jailed, his family still 
regret giving up their lives as 
refugees in Iran.

“Everyone in the govern-
ment is proud of themselves, 
but who cares about the poor 
people?” lamented his mother, 
Zahra Azimi.

When The Dominion 
contacted the Ministry of 
Interior, it was referred to 
Colonel Haq Nawaz Haqyar. 
He acknowledged some police 
officers were still under the 
control of warlords and happy 
to commit human rights abuses. 
But he insisted he would never 
sanction torture.

“Whatever the chief of 
police says and does, his staff 
will do the same. Everything 
depends on him. The Taliban 
tortured me and it had a very 
bad effect on my mind,” he 
said.

“Once a week I talk to my 
staff about human rights and 
respecting the people. I tell 
them, ‘If you care about human 
rights, the people will co-operate 
because you will have left them 
with good memories. But if you 
torture them, they will never 
join you; they will join outsiders 
like the Taliban.’”

Last summer, the police in 
Ghazni beat Rahullah Amiri’s 
22-year-old brother with their 
guns and some kind of cable.

“Two or three of his teeth 
were missing, his nose was 
broken and his back was as black 
as your coat,” said Rahullah.

“I can’t describe my feeling; 

Corruption, Impunity Pervade Afghan Government
Police part of insecurity problem: victims, human rights groups

Mohammed Yahya with his parents. Chris Sands

» continued on page 23
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by Chris Arsenault

GAGETOWN, NB–When 
some 2,500 people braved 
snow and ice to form a massive 
Canadian flag at CFB Gagetown 
as a part of an emotional 
farewell to soldiers departing 
for Afghanistan, it seemed like 
patriotism at its best.

There was only one 
problem: many attendees were 
forced to participate in the 
rally.

An email to base employees 
obtained by the Dominion 
states, “All military and civilian 
personnel not in an essential 
service position or undergoing 
training are required to attend 
the ceremonies.” On January 
26, 708 soldiers from CFB 
Gagetown will start deploying 
for Afghanistan as part of 
Canada’s third rotation.

“I support the military 100 
per cent, but when someone 
tells me I am required to do 
something, I get up in arms,” 
said one long-time base 
employee who didn’t want to be 
named for fear of professional 
reprisal. “I will not support our 
men going over to fight and die 
in a war we have nothing to do 
with,” added the employee.

“A lot of the time they 
[soldiers] don’t have a choice,” 
says 17-year-old Shayley Jestin 
as she volunteers at a table 
passing out yellow ribbons. 
“Supporting the troops is 
different from supporting the 
war,” says Jestin, whose father 
is in the military.

At the January 19 rally, 
scampering kids munched hot 
dogs and blue cotton candy, 
politicians made pro-war 
speeches and soldiers held their 
loved ones. For some families, 
this will be a last caress. Word 
around the base is that one in 10 
soldiers will die in Afghanistan; 
media reports say one in six is 
expected to be injured.

“It’s like feeling every 
emotion at the same time,” says 

Sapper Bruce MacCleary who 
will be deployed to Kandahar 
in February. “Anyone who says 
they aren’t worried is lying,” 
says MacCleary while holding 
his 16-month-old daughter.

During my interview 
with MacCleary and his wife 
Samantha, public affairs officer 
Lieutenant Desmond James, a 
clean-cut navy man with sharp 
eyes, watches closely. After 
asking the standard questions 
about training, feelings and 
worries, I try something a little 
different.

“In 2005, Major General 
Andrew Leslie went on record 
saying ‘Afghanistan is a 20-year 
venture’, because ‘every time 
you kill an angry young man 
overseas, you’re creating 15 
more who will come after you.’ 
By this logic, don’t you think 
the occupation is misguided?” 
I ask.

Sapper MacCleary answers 
the question.

We shake hands and walk 
our separate ways. MacCleary 
starts talking to public affairs 
officer Lieut. James. Moments 
later MacCleary returns and 
asks to withdraw his answer.

“Soldiers don’t comment 
on policy or rules,” said public 
affairs officer James when asked 
why MacClearly wasn’t allowed 
to give his opinion on the subject 
for which he’s risking his life.

It’s ironic that average 
soldiers, support staff and 
their families can’t talk about 
the politics behind the mission 
when at times they likely under-
stand the situation better than 
politicians and generals.

Take this statement from 
Defence Minister Gordon 
O’Connor’s Gagetown speech, 
“The Afghan economy has 
tripled over the last five years.” 
This may be true, but only one 
domestic sector is growing: 
heroin. According to American 
government figures, last year 
Afghanistan produced more 
drugs than ever before.

According to The Wash-
ington Post, the country now 
supplies 90 per cent of the 
world’s heroin.

“The Taliban don’t want 
heroin production to be brought 
low,” said Veterans Affairs 
Minister Greg Thompson who 
took the stage after O’Connor.  
Thompson would do well to 
remember that the Taliban, 
while imposing fundamentalist 
religious law, were the ones who 
curtailed heroin production in 
the 1990s.

Western forces haven’t 
embarked on a Colombia-style 
aerial eradication campaign 
on heroin poppies for fear of 
crippling the Afghan economy 
and driving tens of thousands 
of average farmers towards the 

insurgency.
“It’s in our national interest 

to deal with terrorism where it 
is bred,” said Gordon O’Connor, 
as Canadian flags wave on tele-
screens behind him.

The terrorists operating in 
Afghanistan were once part of 
this national interest: Osama 
Bin Laden and his mujahedeen 
were trained and armed by the 
CIA and its western proxies 
during the 1980s when they 
launched Jihad against Soviet 
occupiers.

“I believe the media has 
been emphasizing the negative 
stuff too much,” says Sapper 
MacCleary, as the public affairs 
officer nods in agreement.

“Families would like to see 
and hear more about the recon-
struction,” said MacCleary.

Afghan families would also 
like to see more reconstruction.

But the money hasn’t 
been forthcoming to make this 
happen. According to the NDP’s 
Jack Layton, “For each $1 we’re 
spending in Afghanistan, only 
10 cents goes to aid and recon-
struction, while the other 90 
cents goes into combat.”

“Five years after the 
overthrow of the Taliban, Kabul 
has only three hours of electric-
ity per day and unsanitary and 
inadequate drinking water,” 
writes Christian Parenti, who 
reported from Afghanistan for 
The Nation in 2006.

Canada’s core strategy 
for subduing Afghanistan is 
based on the ‘three block war’: 
defence, diplomacy and devel-
opment. However, according to 
NGOs working on the ground, 
the focus on defence is under-
mining the other aspects.

The fate of Doctors Without 
Borders (MSF), one of the 
world’s most respected human-
itarian groups who received the 
Nobel Peace Prize in 1999, illus-
trates this situation perfectly. 
MSF assisted the people of 

Support the Troops or Support the War?
 In Afghanistan, it might be difficult to do both

Sapper Bruce MacCleary with his wife and daughter. Chris Arsenault

» continued on page 24
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by  Steve Anderson

At the 2005 National 
Conference for Media Reform, 
media reformers were preparing 
for what they called “the perfect 
storm.”  It was a reference 
to then-upcoming crucial 
decisions facing the FCC and 
Congress about future of the 
media–specifically the future 
of the Internet. Activists at the 
2005 conference expected the 
powerful telecommunications 
lobby to aggressively push these 
decisions to their favour, while 
the public (rallied by media 
reform groups and indepen-
dent media) would continue to 
mobilize thousands of citizens 
to counter their influence. 
Conference organizer Robert 
McChesney called it “a moment 
of danger and a moment of 
spectacular opportunity.” 

The perfect storm has 
arrived. It was in evidence with 
the explosive atmosphere of 
the  2007 National Conference 
for Media Reform (NCMR) 
that took place in Memphis, 
Tennessee from January 12 to 
14.  Media activists, educators, 
journalists, policymakers and 
concerned citizens from many 
countries–and nearly every 
state in the US–attended the 
conference, which aimed to 
move media issues to the 
forefront of public discourse in 
the United States.

Extensive growth and 
Celebration

Conference organizers 
estimate this year’s conference 
attendance at 3,500, up from 
2,500 in 2005 and 1,700 in 2003. 
Organizers also estimated an 
increase of 3,000 more people 
watching major conference 
presentations online and many 
thousands more watched video 
coverage uploaded to Youtube. 
NCMR speakers included  Rev. 
Jesse Jackson, Bill Moyers,  
Phil Donahue, Amy Goodman, 
Danny Glover, John Stauber, 

Helen Thomas, Jane Fonda, 
Geena Davis and many others.

The ranks of a growing 
media reform movement 
swelled recently with the fash-
ionable issue of  Net neutrality. 
Telecommunications companies 
have sought to gain the power 
to give preferential treatment 
to some internet sites over 
others. The ensuing battle gal-
vanized many citizens who had 
previously not been involved in 
media issues, creating one of 
the most successful grassroots 
campaigns in recent US history.

Many conference speakers 
celebrated the recent success 
in securing Net neutrality for 
two years, while encouraging 
reformers to stay vigilant on the 
issue. As keynote speaker Bill 
Moyers put it, “What happened 
to radio, happened to television, 
and then it happened to cable. 
If we are not diligent, then it 
will happen to the Internet, 
[creating] a media plantation 
for the 21st century dominated 
by the same corporate and 
ideological forces that have 

controlled the media for the last 
50 years.” 

“This is the great gift of 
the digital revolution and you 
must never let them take it 
away from you,” said Moyers. 
The veteran broadcaster also 
took the opportunity to put his 
detractors on notice, announc-
ing that he would be hosting a 
new news show on PBS in the 
coming months.

Other speakers celebrated 
the growth of key independent 
media outlets such as  LinkTV, 
DemocracyNow and the up-
and-coming  The Real News. 
Touted as the “largest public 
media collaboration in the US,” 
Democracy Now! broadcasts 
on 500 radio and television 
stations, reaching an audience 
some estimate in the millions, 
surpassing many so-called 
“mainstream” outlets. The Real 
News expects to begin airing 
regular newscasts in March.

The demise of the Inde-
pendent Press Association 
(IPA) served as a counterpoint 
to these success stories. The 

IPA advocated and provided 
resources for independent 
magazines. IPA’s collapse 
has hurt many independent 
magazines and was a factor 
in the recent closing of some 
magazines, most notably 
Clamor.

A Positive Agenda

One of the major themes 
of the conference was the move 
away from merely defending 
against media deregulation, 
towards advocating policy that 
will advance media democracy. 

“After years of fighting 
to prevent further consoli-
dation of media ownership 
and the dumbing down of 
our airwaves, the movement 
is ready to pursue reforms 
that will transform American 
media,” Robert McChesney, 
president and co-founder of 
Free Press, told attendees. The 
SavetheInternet.com Coalition 
(Founded by FreePress; the 
conference organizer) unveiled 
the “Internet Freedom Declara-
tion of 2007” which sets forth 
its plan not only for winning 
Net Neutrality in Congress, but 
establishing faster, universal 
and affordable broadband 
for everyone. The declaration 
calls for “World Class Quality 
through Competition,” “An 
Open and Neutral Network,” 
and “Universal Affordable 
Access.” The declaration is 
hailed as seizing control of the 
terms of debate, shifting the 
agenda from defending against 
further media deregulation, to 
demanding a truly public media 
infrastructure.

Even before the declaration 
was unveiled, Senators Byron 
Dorgan (a Democrat from 
South Dakota) and Olympia 
Snowe (a Republican from 
Maine) announced the Internet 
Freedom Preservation Act of 
2007, which would protect Net 
neutrality.

This is What Media Looks Like
A positive agenda for media reform in the USA

Rev. Jesse Jackson is interviewed by Pacifica Radio Network after 
speaking at the National Conference for Media Reform.

Stephanie Sturgis

» continued on page 24

Account      



1� The Dominion, February 2007 — Issue #42

by Isabel Macdonald

In February 2004, the US, 
Canadian and French govern-
ments supported an illegal coup 
d’etat that overthrew Haiti’s 
democratically elected govern-
ment of the Lavalas party, led by 
Jean-Bertrand Aristide. In late 
2003, “civil society” groups–
financed and supported through 
US and Canadian government-
funded “democracy enhance-
ment” programs–began calling 
for Aristide’s ouster. They were 
joined in early February 2004 
by armed terror squads. In the 
pre-dawn hours of February 29, 
2004, President Jean Bertrand 
Aristide, who had been elected 
with 92 per cent of the popular 
vote, was forcibly removed 
from Haiti on a US govern-
ment airplane, while Canada’s 
Joint Task Force 2 secured the 
airport. 

Critics of the 2004 coup 
d’etat in Haiti have argued that 
biased international media 
coverage played a role in jus-
tifying the coup and Canada’s 
involvement. However, in inter-
views that I conducted as part 
of a research trip to Haiti in late 
2005 and early 2006, many of 
the leaders of the US, Canadian 
and French government-backed 
movement that toppled Haiti’s 
elected government went much 
further in their assessment of 
the media’s role of the media in 
the coup.

In the eyes of Guy Philippe, 
the US Special Forces-trained 
commander who led the armed 
movement against Aristide, the 
“international media, the media 
leaders helped us a lot. And 
thanks to them we were able 
to overthrow the dictator. And 
without them I don’t think that 
we could have.” Leaders of the 
aforementioned “civil society” 
groups also emphasized that 
the media were very important 
in their movement. The Asso-
ciation National des Medias 
Haitiens (ANMH), an associa-
tion of the owners of the largest 

Haitian commercial media 
stations in Port-au-Prince, was 
formally a member of the anti-
Aristide “civil society” coalition.  
In the lead-up to the coup, the 
ANMH, which meets weekly, 
acted as a space of “co-ordina-
tion, decision making, enabling 
the different commercial media 
outlets to forge agreements” and 
enabling a “very strong impact 
on public opinion,” according 
to one of its members. As the 
association’s vice president 
explained, “It was our own way 
as the media to combat the dic-
tatorship”. She added that the 
ANMH media owners made it 
our job to cover all the demon-
strations” against Aristide. 

Many anti-Aristide demon-
stration organizers report that 
they were able to advertise their 
events for free on these stations, 
and many of the 184-affiliated 
media organizations had a policy 
of refraining from identifying 
the anti-Aristide demonstrators’ 
numbers (particularly if they 
were not impressive). As one 
ANMH media owner explained, 
“we always support the pro-
democracy demonstrations,” 
and “sometimes we advance 
fantastical numbers because we 
don’t want the public to draw the 
wrong conclusion.” He added 
that if a group has 10 people but 
they want you to say 2000 or 

300,000, if you say 10…you can 
make enemies, you can damage 
the group and their credibil-
ity. It can create animosity, so 
it’s better not to talk about…if 
the media are interested in 
the greatest number of people 
coming out…they will talk about 
how [the demonstration] is just 
starting.

In this context, one 
anti-Aristide demonstration 
organizer reports that at one 
demonstration in January 
2003, “we were 20,” but when 
they called in to the radio, “we 
said we were thousands.”

In contrast, many Haitian 
commercial media organiza-
tions did not cover the pro-
Lavalas demonstrations that 
were taking place around the 
same time and which were, 
according to independent 
journalist Kevin Pina, often 
much larger in size. In fact, in 
the lead-up to the coup, they 
instituted an ANMH-wide ban 
barring Aristide, the president 
of Haiti, from speaking on the 
airwaves. When the ANMH 
stations did provide coverage of 
pro-Lavalas events, meaningful 
media access for Lavalas-affili-
ated organizers was completely 
precluded. The ANMH’s Radio 
Signal FM continued to report 
on Lavalas events; however, the 
goal of this coverage was, in the 

words of one of its journalists, 
“to be there at the chimere’s[an 
epithet commonly used to 
refer to Lavalas supporters 
as gangsters] demonstrations 
because [we] had to inform 
the population that there was 
a risk…Aristide’s partisans are 
known to be violent and we 
described their violence—that’s 
all.” ANMH journalists whom 
I interviewed reported heavy 
editorial pressures from their 
bosses.

Several Canadian and 
international newswire jour-
nalists told me they relied on 
the ANMH radio stations, par-
ticularly the association’s Radio 
Metropole station, around the 
time of the coup.  One deputy 
bureau chief at a major interna-
tional newswire agency stated 
that the agency’s staff reporter in 
Haiti “relied heavily on Radio… 
Metropole, [sweatshop owner 
and coup leader André] Apaid’s  
radio stations;” it made him 
“wonder if we could trust any 
of what we’d been reporting.” 
However, many international 
journalists, including Canadian 
journalists, were relying on this 
wire service in the lead-up to 
the coup. 

Canadian journalists’ 
reliance on ANMH sources 
has a broader institutional 
dimension. The Haitian media 
owners’ association has a long-
standing relationship with 
Reseau Liberté, an NGO whose 
staff includes CBC and Radio 
Canada journalists, and which is 
financed by the Canadian Inter-
national Development Agency 
(CIDA). According to CIDA, 
this Canadian tax-payer funded 
alliance between Canadian 
journalists and the anti-Aristide 
media owners cartel is sowing 
the seeds for the development 
of “professional journalism,” 
which is a cornerstone of 
the Canadian government’s 
promotion of “democracy” in 
Haiti. US and Canadian govern-

The Freedom of the Press Barons
The media and the 2004 Haiti coup

Anne-Marie Issa, Director of Radio Signal FM, Vice President of the 
Association Nationale des Medias Haitiens, and Steering Committee 
Member of the Group of 184
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by Stephen Salaff

Artist Paula LaPierre is a 
principal Sachem of the  Kiche-
sipirini Algonquin First Nation, 
based in Pembroke, Ontario, 
and serves as the First Nation’s  
elected representative.

LaPierre has been 
employed by the governments 
of Ontario and Canada in the  
delivery of social services, 
including employment services 
and the  development of human 
resources.

LaPierre recently contrib-
uted to a Social Sciences and 
Humanities  Research Council 
of Canada research project with 
York University in Toronto,  
compiling and preserving 
oral interview information on 
family and  lineage continuity 
in Aboriginal and Algonquin 
communities.

She has volunteered for 
positions on the boards of 
directors of Renfrew  County 
Children’s Council, Pembroke 
and Area Association for 
Community  Living and 
Renfrew County Children’s 
Mental Health Services.

LaPierre is the mother 
of three daughters and one 
son, and grandmother  of five, 
and she is expecting two more 
grandchildren. In her spare 
time,  LaPierre is writing a book 
on the history of Kichesipirini 
Algonquin  First Nation and 
their land-base on Allumette 
Island.

Stephen Salaff: Paula, what 
is the current status of your  
struggle?

Paula LaPierre: Our Kiche-
sipirini Algonquin First  Nation 
seeks to gain full participation 
rights in negotiations on the  
Algonquin Land Claim. Repre-
sentatives of Algonquin com-
munities, Ontario and  Canada 
are now meeting monthly to 
negotiate Algonquin historical 
and  constitutional-based claims 
to ownership of the Ottawa 

River watershed in  Ontario and 
its natural resources.

Our community name 
Kichesipirini means “People of 
the Great River.”

We are encouraged by 
recent statements from semi-
official lawyers in  Ontario that 
KAFN can soon anticipate a 
place in the Land Claim  nego-
tiation, short of a KAFN legal 
challenge.

We plan to act quickly to 
secure the substantial financial 
sums owed to us  by the two 
governments for unjust denial 
of our participation rights  until 
today. We will be investing 
these resources in community  
initiatives, establishment of 
downtown Pembroke offices 
and developing  responsible 
environmental and sustain-
able development priorities for 
the Ottawa  River watershed, 
including Pembroke. 

We believe that a compara-
tive cost analysis of the admin-
istrative  expenses of running a 
“Reserve” versus an even larger 
community such as  Pembroke 
will demonstrate that the 
“Reserve” system has contrib-
uted to the  poverty and depri-
vation of registered “Indians.” 

At the negotiating  table, we will 
seek improved new models of 
Algonquin and Aboriginal  gov-
ernance.

In your land claim you refer 
to Kichesipirini historical  
traditions and entitlement. 
Can you please describe 
your approach to  docu-
menting this history?

In addition to extensive 
genealogy and proven historical 
attachment to  well-defined ter-
ritories, I employ the “totemic” 
research methodology  explained 
and illustrated by University of 
Toronto law professor Darlene  
Johnston in her recruited pre-
sentation “Great Lakes Aborigi-
nal History  in Cultural Context” 
to Day One of the Ipperwash 
Inquiry in April  2004. As an 
Aboriginal-origin legal scholar, 
Darlene argues that evidence  
of identity should not depend 
upon the language of the 
record-maker.  Algonquin and 
Aboriginal history is recorded 
in identifying symbols that  our 
ancestors marked on physical 
objects like trees, canoes, 
houses and  clothing. When the 
Europeans arrived with ink and 
parchment, these  marks were 
used by Algonquin and Aborigi-
nal leaders whenever their  
“signature” was required. These 
identifying marks are called 
“totems,” or  “dodems,” and my 
approach to our written history 
is totemic in essence.

I have learned through 
collection of oral histories on 
the continuity  of family and 
lineage in Algonquin culture, 
and through written sources,  
including The Jesuit Relations 
and Allied Documents, 1959, 
that the  Kichesipirini Algon-
quins once flourished on 
present-day Allumette Island  in 
the Ottawa River and in nearby 
areas on both sides of the river. 

However, the Kichesip-
irini Algonquins were badly 
decimated in conflicts  brought 
by the French and British. From 

my reading and apprehension 
of  our history, I claim that 
the Kichesipirini Algonquin 
First Nation was  the victim of 
European-originated genocide. 

Our nation is currently 
regrouping and re-establish-
ing its identity.  My personal 
identity is the symbolic crane 
dodem. 

Our path is hindered by dis-
missive procedures of govern-
ments under the  federal Indian 
Act, who prefer to “recognize” 
and financially support  an 
inland “Reserve” established 
before 1850.

Speaking of the Ipperwash 
Inquiry, Peter Rosenthal, 
counsel for  the cousins of 
Aboriginal activist Dudley 
George, who was killed on 
an  Ipperwash community 
burial ground, told me 
recently that the Inquiry 
Report  may appear in early 
2007 and will “increase 
public awareness of the  
situation of First Nations 
people and will include 
many recommendations  
designed to combat racism 
and to treat land claims 
with appropriate  respect.”

That sounds helpful. I believe 
that the family and burial ground  
traditions of Dudley George’s 
community at Ipperwash are 
quite similar to  ours. In her 
evidence to the Ipperwash 
Inquiry, Darlene Johnston 
recalled  French explorer 
Champlain’s 1613 description 
of a Kichesipirini  Algonquin 
cemetery on Tesouat’s Island 
(present-day Morrison’s 
Island) in the  Ottawa River. 
Darlene also quoted Jesuit 
Father Baird in Volume One 
of  Jesuit Relations and Allied 
Documents: “[the Algonquin 
people] are  very reluctant to 
be separated from the tombs of 
their ancestors;  their  graves 
and cemeteries are well-marked 
and well-tended.”

Land Claims and the People of the Great River
An interview with Paula Lapierre of the Kichesipirini Algonquin Nation

Paula LaPierre and Lynden 
Sarazin of the Kichesipirini 
Algonquin First Nation

 Kichesipirini Algonquin First Nation
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will fight against the Taliban. 
If anything happens we will 
defend our tribes and families. 
Make us an army, give us guns 
and a salary, then we can defend 
our tribes and families.’

“We will fight against the 
Taliban, but we need the for-

eigners to give us guns. We 
believe that the foreigners are 
the water of life for us.”

When asked why he did not 
enlist in the Afghan National 
Army (ANA), Mehdawi’s 
response spoke volumes about 
the deep hatred that exists 

between the country’s different 
ethnic groups.

“If you join the ANA, you 
have to sign a contract. We 
want to do it as a community, so 
if someone has a problem they 
can leave. Our standards are 
different to theirs,” he said.

“Most of our people believe if 
we join the ANA, the Pashtuns 
will ask us to go to the front 
line, then from behind they will 
shoot us in the back.”

» “War” from page 3

quoted by CTV.ca, echoes this 
view. “It’s not good enough for 
this government to say we’ll give 
you more money for shelters, 
but we won’t let you question 
why women are there in the first 
place.”

Feminist and women’s 
organizations have not stood 
by silently as Harper’s Conser-
vatives “turn their backs on... 
women in Canada,” as Arthur 
puts it. No sooner had the 
cuts been first announced in 
mid-October, Pam Kapoor and 
Audra Williams, together with 
a network of feminist contribu-
tors, launched StatusReport.
ca, a website serving as a cen-
tralized source of information 
and calls for action, which has 
reportedly received over 40,000 
“hits” since its inception.

On November 13, an ad-
hoc coalition of women’s and 
feminist organizations, led by 
the Feminist Alliance for Inter-
national Action (FAFIA), began 
the “One-Month Campaign for 
Women’s Equality and Human 
Rights.” In addition to the cuts 
and restrictions to SWC, the 
campaign opposed the cancel-
lation of the Court Challenges 
Program, the government’s 
refusal to adopt improved pay 
equity legislation, and the can-
cellation of a pan-Canadian 
childcare program–effectively 
cutting $1.2 billion annually 
to provinces and territories for 
childcare services. 

Demonstrations against 
the cuts, restrictions and office 
closures have been held across 
Canada. On December 10, over 

1,000 demonstrators rallied 
in support of the SWC and 
women’s equality in Ottawa, 
marking the 25th anniversary of 
Canada’s ratification of the UN 
Convention on the Elimination 
of All Forms of Discrimination 
Against Women (CEDAW).

The same day, the National 
Association of Women and the 
Law presented a declaration, 
signed by 430 feminist and 
women’s organizations and 
by thousands of individuals, 
calling on the Harper gov-
ernment to renew Canada’s 
commitment to CEDAW, 
specifically “by improving the 
living conditions and respecting 
the human rights of Aboriginal 
women, effectively addressing 
violence against women and 
women’s poverty, improving 

maternity and parental benefits, 
funding civil legal aid, changing 
immigration laws to respect 
the rights of live-in caregivers 
,and ensuring a more equitable 
participation of women in the 
political institutions.”

Elsewhere, 300 people from 
throughout New Brunswick 
converged on Moncton for a 
rally, while in the Northwest 
Territories, an “old-fashioned 
bra-burning” was held in front 
of the federal building in Yellow-
knife. “Mourners” gathered at a 
“funeral for women’s equality” 
in Winnipeg on December 8, 
and in Saskatoon, Iskwewuk E-
wichiwitochik (Women Walking 
Together) held a discussion on 
the impact of the cuts on First 
Nations women’s lives.

» “SWC” from page 7

gains to borrowers from micro-
credit. For example, widely 
cited research by the Canadian 
International Development 
Agency (CIDA) reports that, 
“women in particular face sig-
nificant barriers to achieving 
sustained increases in income 
and improving their status and 
require complementary support 
in other areas, such as training, 
marketing, literacy, social 
mobilization and other financial 
services (e.g. consumption 
loans, savings).” The report 
goes on to conclude that most 
borrowers realize only very 
small gains and that the poorest 
borrowers benefit the least. 
CIDA also found little relation-
ship between loan repayment 
and business success.

However large or small 
their income gains, poor 
women are widely believed to 
find empowerment in access to 

microcredit loans. According to 
the World Bank, for instance, 
microcredit empowers women 
by giving them more control over 
household assets and resources, 
more autonomy and decision-
making power and greater 
access to participation in public 
life. This defence of microcredit 
stands or falls with individual 
success stories featuring women 
using their loans to start some 
sort of small-scale enterprise, 
perhaps renting a stall in the 
local market or buying a sewing 
machine to assemble piece 
goods. There is no doubt that 
when they succeed, women and 
their families are better off than 
they were before they became 
micro-debtors.

Nevertheless, the evidence 
linking  microcredit  and 
women’s empowermentmicro-
credit and women’s empower-
ment is ambiguous. Access to 

credit is not the sole determi-
nant of women’s power and 
autonomy. Credit may, for 
example, increase women’s dual 
burden of market and household 
labor. It may also increase 
conflict within the household 
if men, rather than women, 
control how loan moneys are 
used. Moreover, the group 
pressure over repayment in 
Grameen’s loan circles can just 
as easily create conflict among 
women as build solidarity.

Grameen Bank founder 
Muhammad Yunus won the 
Nobel Peace Prize because his 
approach to banking reinforces 
the neoliberal view that indi-
vidual behavior is the source 
of poverty and the neoliberal 
agenda of restricting state aid 
to the most vulnerable when 
and where the need for gov-
ernment assistance is most 
acute. Progressives working 

in poor communities around 
the world disagree. They argue 
that poverty is structural, so 
the solutions to poverty must 
focus not on adjusting the con-
ditions of individuals but on 
building structures of inclusion. 
Expanding the state sector 
to provide the rudiments of a 
working social infrastructure is, 
therefore, a far more effective 
way to help women escape or 
avoid poverty. Do the activities 
of the Grameen Bank and other 
micro-lenders romanticize 
individual struggles to escape 
poverty? Yes. Do these programs 
help some women “pull them-
selves up by the bootstraps”? 
Yes. Will micro-enterprises in 
the informal sector contribute 
to ending world poverty? Not a 
chance.

» “Microcredit” from p.  10
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community channel airtime to 
challenge dominant ideas while 
creating extended video art riffs 
on the political themes of the 
times: techno-utopic ideals, 
radical political change, protest 
and direct action, the allevia-
tion of poverty and multicultur-
alism. Early video policies at 
the Canada Council recognized 
community television as an 
important site for artistic pro-
duction and distribution.

The early freedom expe-
rienced by artists and activists 
was not to last. Cable companies 
began to censor programming. 
Some cable operators began to 
illegally charge fees for access, 
and to use the community 
channel for advertising. The 
cable operators erroneously 
believed that the community 
channel was their property 
and they appointed themselves 
keepers of the channel and gate-
keepers of community politics 
and taste. By the 1980s, most 
artists and many activists had 
withdrawn completely and pro-
gramming was largely dictated 
by cable company employees. 
Programmers and community 
groups who remained found 
themselves begging on the steps 
of the CRTC with their growing 
lists of complaints.

After a decade of com-
plaints and inaction, the CRTC 
initiated a review of community 
channel practice and policy in 
1990. There were thousands of 
written submissions. The CRTC’s 
response was problematic and 
progressive. Problematically, 
the new regulations prohibited 
cable companies from charging 
fees for access and they allowed 
a limited form of advertis-
ing called sponsorships (text 
graphics over a still image).  
In addition, they reduced the 
amount cable companies had 
to spend in access television 
by half. But the CRTC also 
articulated a new set of goals 
and objectives for community 
television in Canada, a policy 
statement that today continues 
to have resonance. 

The CRTC stated that 
community television in Canada 

should: (i) engender a high 
level of citizen participation 
and community involvement; 
(ii) actively promote citizen 
involvement and promotion 
of training opportunities; 
(iii) seek out innovation and 
alternative points of view; (iv) 
provide balanced opportunities 
for differing views; (v) reflect 
bilingual and ethnic diversity; 
and (vi) provide coverage of 
local events.

It’s worth thinking about 
these roles and objectives 
carefully. Despite the fact that 
the 1991 regulations reduced 
mandatory spending on 
community programming in 
half, community channel allo-
cations have grown to between 
$50 and $80 million annually. 
That means that since the early 
1990s, cable companies have 
collected between $700 million 
and $1 billion that should 
have been spent on achieving 
these roles and objectives. You 
wouldn’t be alone in catching 
your breath at the staggering 
failure of community televi-
sion to live up to this potential, 
especially with such generous 
resources at the ready. Worse, 
no one knows what the cable 
companies have been spending 
all this money on. In 2005 the 
parliament of Canada (in its 
report Our Cultural Sover-
eignty:The Second Century of 
Canadian Broadcasting) stated 
that it was “frustrated by the 
absence of data on community 
television and is dismayed 
that virtually no informa-
tion exists on what happens 
as a result of cable company 
expenditures (approximately 
$75 to $80 million) in support 
of community television each 
year.” The cable companies are 
not meeting the stated goals and 
objectives for the community 
channel (this, too, was indicated 
by Parliament in the report), 
and no one knows what they are 
doing with the money. 

The next assault came a few 
years later, once again under 
the guise of regulatory reform. 
In 1996, the CRTC initiated a 
policy review - not of community 
television, but of cable regula-
tions. What the CRTC proposed 

for community television was a 
voluntary commitment from the 
cable companies. Only if a cable 
company voluntarily chose to 
do so, would it have to allocate 
resources to a community 
channel. It was the de facto 
deregulation of community 
television in Canada.

As if Christening a ship, 
the CRTC boldly declared that 
the “community channel has 
achieved a level of maturity and 
success that it no longer needs 
to be mandated” and that “apart 
from the benefits to the public 
through local reflection, the 
community channel provides 
cable operators with a highly 
effective medium to establish a 
local presence and to promote a 
positive image for themselves.” 
In effect, the CRTC gave cable 
companies their own television 
channels, while at the same 
time circumvented the public 
hearing process that every other 
channel operator in Canada was 
required to go through.

The cable companies all 
but declared war on community 
access, setting into motion 
a series of changes aimed at 
eliminating programming that 
originated in the community. 
In one particularly egregious 
example, Vancouver’s Shaw 
Cable eliminated three hours of 
community-produced original 
programming (produced 
through a non- profit televi-
sion group ICTV Independent 
Community Television Co-op, a 
group the author was involved 
with at the time), offering 
instead two minutes per week. 
Shaw’s community channel 
program manager told a CBC 
news reporter that “access is 
an evil word,” a comment that 
captures the cable industry’s 
hostility to community partici-
pation under the new regula-
tions. By 2000, in many areas, 
independent community pro-
gramming had been entirely 
eliminated from the new cable 
company channels.

What replaced community 
programs were shows produced 
by cable employees in service of 
the company’s needs. Corporate 
advertising appeared with 
increasing frequency as cable 

companies took the opportu-
nity to cross-promote corporate 
products. The programming, 
having lost regular community 
input and now being produced 
entirely within a ratings- 
motivated framework, increas-
ingly resembled commercial 
programming.

Community channels grew 
crowded with glib talk shows, 
sports programming, cooking 
shows, travel shows, home fix-it 
shows, fishing shows, and so on. 
Voices marginalized from main-
stream television were just as 
efficiently marginalized under 
the new format. Representation 
from First Nations, the poor, 
local artists, ethnically diverse 
communities, opinions ques-
tioning status quo positions, 
and even local news coverage 
all but vanished.

Community channels 
began to look, smell and taste so 
much like commercial stations 
that commercial broadcast-
ers started to complain to the 
CRTC, arguing that the new 
regulations were allowing cable 
companies to compete for local 
advertising and views without 
any sort of public review. Rogers 
Cable, in its own submissions 
on the subject to the CRTC in 
2001, stated that earnings from 
community channel sponsor-
ships were over $1 million and 
that there was an additional 
$1.7 million to be had if spon-
sorships (then text over still 
images) could be expanded to 
include moving images. Good-
bye community voices, hello to 
the quiet whisper of dollar bills, 
as many as could be squeezed 
from the cable companies’ new-
found toy.

Every action, they say, has 
an equal and opposite reaction. 
In this case, the reaction came in 
the tireless political and public 
relations lobbying of activists 
across the country. Organiza-
tions like ICTV and CMES in 
British Columbia and the Fed-
eracion du Television Commu-
nitaire du Quebec pushed back 
against cable company hostility 
and greed. Once again, the CRTC 
put into motion its increasingly 

» “Cable” from page 12

» continued on page 24
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conflict traces the Six Nations 
occupation of the Douglas 
Creek Estates from February 
28, 2006, until fall  2006. 
Keefer explains how the dispute 
is over both the land itself and 
the sovereignty of the people of 
Six Nations (who function as 
an independent state through 
their constitution and interna-
tional law). Here, he maps the 
struggle through encounters 
with the police, reactions from 

Caledonian residents who want 
Six Nations off the land and the 
various forms of solidarity and 
support networks that have 
emerged.  

Issue Three also features 
articles on activist burnout, 
Canadian abuses in Haiti, 
an interview with William 
Robinson and a book review 
section. Notable too is the 
striking cover-art by Vrinda 
Conroy, illustrating Marx’s 

statement, “Capital is dead 
labour.” This, along with the 
sleek, silver exterior set against 
more classical typesetting, 
makes the journal an aestheti-
cally seductive read in public 
spaces.   

Overall, Upping the Anti 
provides a critical, engaged and 
provocative read. Perhaps more 
importantly, it offers those of 
us who are actively engaged in 
struggles a tool for reflection 

and a feeling that we’re not 
alone in moments of impas-
sioned “over-processing.”  I 
think the publication might 
further its potential by risking 
more experimental forms of 
writing and loosening some of 
its Canadian reserve to embrace 
personal, specific accounts of 
struggles with solidarity work, 
academia, and how to remain 
hopeful.      

polling institute, the Beirut 
Center for Research and Infor-
mation, 87 per cent of Lebanese 
supported Hezbollah during the 
war.

While widely recognized 
in Lebanon, this reality doesn’t 
fit with the Globe and Mail’s 
image of the region. MacKinnon 
in particular goes out of his way 
to warn readers that despite 
the specific political demands 
[which his reports do not 
mention], clashes between dem-
onstrators in the streets are “an 
ominous sign that efforts by the 
Shia Hezbollah movement to 
bring down the Sunni-led gov-
ernment...could rapidly devolve 
into all-out sectarian conflict.”

The warning would have 
been tempered had MacKinnon 
mentioned that in addition to 
Gen. Aoun’s Christian party, 
some significant Sunni and 
Druze political parties are also 
supporting the demonstra-
tions. Could the message of 
demonstrators in Lebanon be 
driven by something other than 
religion, given that parties from 
all religious sects in Lebanon are 
on the streets with Hezbollah?

It’s not even clear from 
MacKinnon’s reports what 
motivates Hezbollah’s demands, 
or what motivates the thousands 
of demonstrators to remain in 
the streets of Beirut. Further 
inquiry revealed that the reason 
for this is that he did not ask.

In a recent interview with 
CKUT Radio in Montreal, 
MacKinnon was asked whether 
he had interviewed any of the 
leaders of the demonstrations.

“Since it began... No,” 
MacKinnon responded, 

“because they are quite busy 
people and in the specific case 
of [Hezbollah Secretary General 
Hassan] Nasrallah, he hasn’t 
given any interviews since the 
summer war with Israel.”

However, Hezbollah 
political leaders have been 
speaking regularly with the 
Western press at the Beirut 
demonstrations. Just this week, 
Mahmoud Komati, deputy 
head of Hezbollah’s political 
bureau gave a widely published 
interview to the Associated 
Press.

“Now we are demanding 
it [greater government share], 
because our experience during 
the war and the performance 
of the government has made us 
unsure. On several occasions, 
they pressured us to lay down 
our weapons while we were 
fighting a war,” Komati told the 
Associated Press on December 
15, presenting a political 
argument against the current 
government, not a sectarian 
one.

Despite the readily  
available Hezbollah spokespeo-
ple and hundreds of thousands 
of demonstrators clogging 
central Beirut, MacKinnon did 
not quote a single Hezbollah 
representative about the reasons 
for the demonstrations. He 
mentions the reasons for calling 
the demonstrations twice, and 
only in passing. MacKinnon, 
however, did manage to secure 
an interview with Sheik Sobhi 
Tufeili in Lebanon’s eastern 
Bekaa Valley.

Sheik Tufeili, a former 
secretary general of Hezbollah 
no longer associated with the 

party, has been comparatively 
absent from Lebanese politics 
in recent years. Living in a 
compound and flanked by body-
guards, Tufeili is wanted by the 
Lebanese authorities. Through 
fragmented quotations, paraded 
as confessions extracted by 
MacKinnon, Tufeili denounces 
the current Hezbollah leader-
ship.

Highlighting Sheik Tufeili 
without featuring any of the 
hundreds of thousands of 
Lebanese on the streets of 
Beirut is puzzling.

It’s not clear that the poor 
quality of his coverage is entirely 
MacKinnon’s doing, though it 
is difficult to imagine that he 
is not aware that his coverage 
does not match the facts on the 
ground.

Indeed, MacKinnon’s 
writing is more in touch with 
reality in his online diary than 
it is in reports that appear in 
print.

Shortly after the UN-
brokered ceasefire in August, 
MacKinnon visited southern 
Lebanon. “No picture or 1,000 
words of mine can ever capture 
what these places look like. In 
towns that once weren’t much 
different from some places in 
Greece or Italy, there’s simply 
nothing left standing,” wrote 
MacKinnon. “Just piles of 
rubble where people’s homes 
and lives used to be.”

Today, a responsible 
journalist–or a minimally 
competent one–would have to 
ask why residents of the very 
same villages bombed by Israel 
and described by MacKinnon 
above are now demonstrating 

for political change in Beirut.
It’s hard to imagine that 

MacKinnon is ignorant of this 
direct connection between the 
current demonstrations and 
the recent Israeli attack. A 
more likely explanation is that 
he is conscious of the interests 
of his own career, knows what 
his editors want to hear, and is 
willing to severely compromise 
his own journalism in service of 
both.

If MacKinnon were to be 
replaced, his successor may 
have a slightly different journal-
istic style. The ideological and 
political exigencies of the Globe 
and Mail’s editorial board, 
however, would remain. We 
predict the result would hardly 
be an improvement, regardless 
of the skill of the correspon-
dent.

In a recent op/ed in 
Montreal’s La Presse, Fabrice 
Balanche took reporters to task 
for simplistic reporting along 
the same lines as MacKinnon’s.

“Manicheanism is de 
rigeur,” Balanche writes. 
“Certainly it is difficult to 
understand Lebanon and to 
explain it in a few minutes to 
[an audience], but all the same, 
lets stop the caricatures.”

Balanche cites facts that 
show the story of pro-Syrian 
battling pro-West forces to be 
bogus. But while Balanche’s 
modest appeal to pay attention 
to reality is compelling, 
corporate media like the Globe 
have long-standing and equally 
compelling reasons of their own 
to ignore it.

» “UTA” from page 4

» “MacKinnon” from page 6



��The Dominion, February 2007 — Issue #42

later. Jamison’s sister was put 
in an orphanage at birth and 
remained there until she was 
two. “She could have ended 
up on a pig farm like so many 
others, but somehow she made 
it back to us,” she says.  And 
finally, a year and a half ago, 
her 17-year-old son crashed his 
car while he was driving drunk. 
“We watched him die a slow 
death after his car rolled. He 
died last April.”  

Her family isn’t just the 
victim of bad luck, says Jamison, 
but of deliberate government 
policies that have driven so 

many of her people to despair 
and death. “That’s why I made 
that decision to take that stand. 
No more. No more to make 
us become something that we 
never will be,” she says. “We 
need to learn truth, acceptance 
and understanding to be able to 
coexist together.”

For Jamison, that starts 
with “Canada finally taking 
responsibility for what they’ve 
done and starting to pay 
back some of the money they 
owe our people.” These are 
“not handouts,” emphasizes 
Jamison, but payments that are 

owed to the Six Nations from 
lease agreements that were 
never honoured. In terms of the 
piece of land at the heart of the 
dispute today: it’s not for sale.  

“We’ve always said we’re 
not selling that land,” says 
Jamison.  

This doesn’t mean that 
those living on the land now will 
have to move, says Hill–though 
she notes that her people have 
been forced to relocate many 
times in their history. “But 
we’re not going to do it to 
them,” says Hill.  “There’s a lot 
of that land that’s undeveloped, 

unceded. There’s a mechanism 
for returning that.”

“To me, it’s about continu-
ing what we’ve started,” she 
says. “This isn’t just about Six 
Nations or that little piece of 
land. This is about sovereignty 
and the unity of the Original 
People of the land that have 
a right to live in harmony. To 
have clean air and green grass 
where you don’t have to live 
with landfills and concrete 
everywhere you look.”

We need homes, says 
Hill, “but not concrete jungles. 
There’s a difference.”

teur for Human Rights in the 
Occupied Palestinian Territory, 
told the UN General Assembly, 
“In other countries the process 
would be described as ethnic 
cleansing, but political correct-
ness [forbids] such language 
where Israel was concerned.”

MacKay certainly did not 
visit Gaza, where 1.5 million 
people (one million of whom 
are refugees) are sealed off from 
the rest of the world, teetering 
on the edge of total social and 
humanitarian collapse because 
of the cruel and comprehen-
sive sanctions regime that heso 
proudly vanguards. MacKay 
boastfully declared “not a 
red cent to Hamas” when the 
movement won the Palestinian 
elections early last year, but 
failed to see what that means 

on the streets of Gaza. He did 
not visit the EU-funded power 
station that was destroyed by 
the Israeli Air Force in June, nor 
did he visit the refugee camps 
where a million of the world’s 
poorest people have been 
condemned to endless months 
of crippling power shortages, 
random blackouts and Israeli-
imposed shortages of cooking 
and heating gas.

He didn’t see the rubble 
left from thousands of aerial 
bombing raids and tens of 
thousands of artillery shells. He 
didn’t see the roads shredded 
by tanks, or the pile of gravel 
in Beit Hanun that used to be 
an 800-year-old mosque. He 
didn’t see the graffiti on the 
demolished houses that reads: 
“we will never forget.” He didn’t 

walk in the refugee camps as 
winter rains and sewage run in 
rivers down the unpaved streets, 
or visit the beachside picnic site 
where the Ghaliya family was 
massacred in front of the eyes 
of seven-year-old Huda, whose 
horrified tears were broadcast 
around the world. He didn’t 
visit the ambulance workers at 
the Red Crescent, four of whom 
were killed by the Israeli army 
since June. Where does Canada 
stand on the killing of medical 
relief workers, Mr. MacKay?

And what about the home 
of the Atamna family in Beit 
Hanun, where blood still covers 
the walls and pieces of shrapnel 
are scattered on the floor and 
embedded in the cinderblock 
walls after an artillery barrage 
by the Israeli army? The IDF 

had used the family’s home as 
a forward operating base in the 
November operation during 
which more than one hundred 
Palestinians were killed; the 
Atamna family was cordoned 
into one room and guarded by 
soldiers. The morning after the 
army left their home, the shells 
came. Within moments, 60 
members of the extended family 
lay in the street, either maimed 
or dead. When asked what they 
would say to the Canadian 
government, defending Israel’s 
atrocities as it does time and 
again, Iyad Atamna said: “We 
don’t want your money or your 
political support, just come here 
for one day before you speak 
about justice.”

it’s very hard. But let’s say at that 
time I hated the Karzai govern-
ment and I decided to join the 
Taliban. When the Taliban were 
here everything was okay. At 
least when they arrested people, 
they had allegations against 
them. They were not arresting 
people without any reason. Now 
all the countries of the world are 
here–the Americans are here, 
the UK is here–how can this 
happen?

“Even now I don’t know 
why they beat him. The only 
thing I can think of is that it was 
because of our low culture and 
the culture of war. For three 
decades, we have been at war.”

With the words flowing 
from him, he continued: “Please 
pass my voice, my words, onto 
your officials, your newspapers. 
Tell the world you are coming 
here, you are losing your young 
people [soldiers] in the fighting 

and it’s a waste because the gov-
ernment is nothing. Karzai has 
failed, everything has been lost. 
Five years have passed, there 
is no security here; there are a 
lot of explosions, a lot of suicide 
attacks.

“So what can the people 
do? My brother was beaten so 
I want to give up my life here, 
I want to sell my factory and 
leave this country because there 
is no security.

“I am not a jihadi and that 
means I can’t get a high position 
in the government, so I want to 
leave the country. I want to tell 
the world Karzai has failed, it’s 
a waste of time.

“There is only one way for 
us now: leave the country or 
join the Taliban. I really feel like 
joining the Taliban and fighting 
the government.”

» “Six Nations” from page 13

» “MacKay” from page 14 

» “Corruption” from page 15



�� The Dominion, February 2007 — Issue #42

Afghanistan from 1980–2004, 
until they were forced to pull 
out after five of their staff were 
murdered.

According to MSF, “The 
violence directed at humanitar-
ian aid workers in Afghanistan 
comes amid consistent efforts 
by the US-led coalition to use 
humanitarian aid to build 

support for its military and 
political aims... The organiza-
tion has also spoken out against 
the military’s attempt to usurp 
humanitarian aid.”

Towards the end of the 
Gagetown event, I slip outside 
for a smoke and a coffee and 
start chatting with a mother 
whose son is going to Kandahar 

next week.
“There are a lot of sides to 

it,” she says, as the snow pelts 
down. The woman, who didn’t 
want to be named, drove up 
from Nova Scotia to attend the 
event. She’s worried about her 
son, but “it’s his job. We can’t be 
all doctors and lawyers.” When 
asked about the occupation 

itself, she takes a classic unas-
suming tone.

“I’m really not educated 
enough to say if I am for or 
against it,” she says, “but I 
wouldn’t want foreign soldiers 
coming here and telling us what 
to do.” 

Reformers energized

In addition to recent 
media reform success and the 
burgeoning positive agenda, 
conference attendees also 
railed against dismal coverage 
in the corporate media. Robert 
McChesney summarized this 
situation well in his address. 

“We need to battle the ever-

increasing commercialization 
of our media. We need to fight 
thinly disguised payola fuelling 
homogenized corporate music 
that leaves no room for local 
and independent artists; we 
need to fight video news releases 
masquerading as news, with PR 
agents pushing agendas that 
squeeze out real news coverage 
and local community concerns; 

we need to fight product 
placements turning news and 
entertainment shows alike 
into undisclosed commercials; 
and we need to fight rapacious 
advertisers preying on the 
unsuspecting minds of our 
young children,” McChesney 
told an energized crowd.

Democracy Now! host Amy 
Goodman put it more concisely, 

telling activists about the need 
to stop a media system that 
produces “the lies that cost 
lives.”

At the closing of the confer-
ence, support for media reform 
was higher than every before 
in recent memory, and the 
record number of attendees left 
energized to work for a demo-
cratic media system.

ment-sponsored “democracy 
promotion” is generally 
acknowledged by critical 
researchers to promote a 

model of rule by elites, in which 
popular participation is curbed. 
In other words, these programs 
seek to export the very same 

undemocratic systems that are 
a hallmark of political life in 
the US and Canada. It could 
be said that Canada promotes 

the “professional journalism” 
needed for “democracy” by sup-
porting the Haitian equivalents 
of Conrad Black. 
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creaky policy review process 
and, in 2001, launched a major 
review of community- based 
media regulations.

Over the course of 18 
months, two draft policies 
and over 1,000 interventions 
from members of the public, 
community groups, cable 

companies and broadcasters, 
the message that Canadian 
communities want their 
community channels back 
finally got through. In 2002, the 
CRTC re-regulated community 
access television by reasserting 
cable companies’ obligations to 
provide a community channel 

that encourages access, training 
and meaningful volunteer 
opportunities, and that up to 
50 per cent of the community 
channel must be made available 
for independently produced 
community programs.

To put this another way, 
the only reason your local 

community channel continues 
to resemble the unimaginative 
and money- grubbing gestures 
of commercial television is 
because you haven’t asked the 
cable company for the training, 
equipment and air time that you 
are legally entitled to. That’s the 
law.


