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by Chris Sands

KABUL, AFGHANISTAN-
-There was a time in recent 
memory when the people here 
had nothing but God and an 
AK-47 to keep them safe from 
harm. In the early 1990s, 
Afghanistan was imploding 
and few in the West seemed to 
care. Those with power abused 
it; those with wealth flaunted it; 
and everyone else lived with the 
knowledge that each morning 
could be their last.

Back then, Mullah Wakil 
Ahmad Mutawakil was just 
another young man whose 
father had been killed during 
the Soviet occupation. He 
needed a reason to hope and 
one day he found it. By his mid-
20s he was at the forefront of a 
movement that first stabilized 
the country, then helped bring 
war to America and ultimately 
changed the way Islam was 
perceived across the world.

“At the time I started with 
the Taliban, every village had 
its own government and very 
dangerous issues threatened 
Afghanistan,” he said. “Every 
government was making a new 
currency, every government 
had its own ministry of defence, 
everyone had their own private 
airports.

“For the purpose of stopping 
the division of the country and 
solving the problems inside the 
country -- improving the trans-
portation system and saving 
innocent people from warlords 
and their rockets -- the Taliban 
movement was set up. And a 
thousand people like me joined 
it. We had no other purpose, 
it was just to give the country 
freedom. We did not represent 
any other government and we 
did not stand for anyone else.”

These kind of impover-
ished, deeply religious young 
men still found across Afghani-
stan formed the Taliban. They 
were initially welcomed as 
saviours by a population tired 
of having old Mujahideen com-

manders kill and kidnap at will.
“We wanted a peaceful 

Afghanistan and good 
relations with other countries,” 
Mutawakil said. “Now people 
think the Taliban wanted to 
make a country full of terrorists, 
but we didn’t want that.”

Less than two years after 
capturing Kandahar, they rolled 
into Kabul, bringing a fragile 
peace to the devastated city and 
imposing their strict interpreta-
tion of the Qur’an on its people.

With Mutawakil working as 
spokesman for Taliban leader 
Mullah Mohammed Omar and 
later as foreign minister, the 
new government banned music 
and kite flying, sanctioned 
capital punishment and forced 
all men to grow beards.

“We hoped our laws would 
bring freedom to everyone in 
every part of their life, but we 
did not have lots of facilities,” 
Mutawakil said. “Nowadays lots 
of countries are giving donations 
to Afghanistan, but at that time 
they were only wagging their 
fingers at us and complaining.”

The most notorious edicts 
were aimed at the female popu-
lation. Women were not allowed 
out alone and when they were 
in public, they had to cover 
their entire bodies. Girls were 
stopped from going to school.

“We are against co-
education, but we are happy 

with separate education,” 
Mutawakil insisted. “For 
example, in Saudi Arabia and 
other Arab countries, people 
are studying separately, which 
is according to Islamic law. If 
women wear the hijab, they can 
go to school.”

After capturing the south 
and Kabul, the Taliban pushed 
onwards in an effort to establish 
control over the whole country. 
A movement of rival warlords 
known as the Northern Alliance 
put up fierce resistance and 
appealed for outside support in 
its struggle against the new gov-
ernment. Untold numbers of 
people were maimed and killed 
by both sides, many of them 
civilians.

But the West only really 
began to take notice of what 
was happening when Osama 
bin Laden returned to Afghani-
stan, a country he had helped 
liberate from Soviet occupation 
while fighting alongside other 
CIA-sponsored jihadis.

The Saudi was now regarded 
as a terrorist by Washington and 
he soon became a close ally of 
the Taliban, encouraging more 
foreign militants to come and 
join those who had remained in 
the country since the 1980s.

“We did not hate them, 
we had a sort of love in our 
hearts for them. But it was 
not worth the price for us -

- it was not worth putting our 
lives in danger, which is what 
happened,” Mutawakil said.

“The only solution was for 
the Arabs to live here quietly, 
safely, as immigrants. They 
should have lived here as immi-
grants, not as fighters.”

Mutawakil denied the 
Taliban had any prior knowledge 
of 9/11 and he believes the US 
may already have been planning 
to overthrow the regime before 
New York and Washington 
were hit.

Four months after the US-
led invasion of Afghanistan 
started, the foreign minister 
handed himself over to the local 
authorities. He was held for a 
night and then transferred to 
American custody, where he 
remained for most of the next 
two years.

It is not easy to meet 
Mutawakil now. Private security 
guards stand watch outside his 
home and he claims the govern-
ment keeps track of his every 
move.

On a freezing cold January 
morning, he agreed to this 
exclusive interview. A friendly, 
bespectacled man, he talked 
in Pashto for almost two hours 
about his life and the difficulties 
Afghanistan faces.

“All of our problems were 
not solved under the Taliban,” 
he said. “But the interesting 
thing from that time, and lots 
of people are remembering this 
now, is the tight security there 
was in the country.

“When the new regime 
came, people had lots of hope, 
but one day they found out 
nothing was happening and they 
had even lost the tight security 
they had under the Taliban.”

About 4,000 people are 
estimated to have died in the 
insurgency last year, a body 
count roughly four times higher 
than in 2005 and the worst since 
the invasion. Indiscriminate 
suicide attacks are common 
now, as are reports of NATO-

When the Taliban claimed power, they forced women to cover their 
entire bodies and stopped girls from going to school. They also 
brought a semblance of security to Afghanistan that has evaporated 
since the NATO invasion. WO Sean ChaseCombat Camera

» continued on page 14

The Taliban’s Past and Future
An interview with Mullah Wakil Ahmad Mutawakil, former Taliban foreign minister
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by Hillary Bain Lindsay

“With the impacts of 
climate change becoming more 
evident every day and the need 
for action more urgent, it’s likely 
that rich, panicky governments 
will gamble on quick-fixes 
rather than risk inconvenienc-
ing their electorate and/or 
offending industry.” This is the 
warning expressed in a recent 
report from the Ottawa-based 
Action Group on Erosion, Tech-
nology and Concentration (ETC 
Group).

“Every crazy idea is being 
brought out and dusted off to 
try out on policy makers,” says 
Pat Mooney, co-author of the 
report and executive director of 
the ETC Group.

The focus of the report, 
entitled Gambling with Gaia, 
is geoengineering.  Geoen-
gineering is the intentional, 
large-scale manipulation of 
the environment by humans 
to bring about environmental 
change, particularly to counter-
act the undesired side-effects of 
other human activities.

Among the scientists 
covered in the report is Nobel 
Laureate Paul Crutzen, whose 
controversial geoengineering 
essay proposes to blast particles 
of sulphur into the strato-
sphere – increasing particulate 
pollution – to shield the Earth 
from the sun’s rays.  Crutzen 
presented his findings at the UN 
conference on climate change 
in Nairobi in November 2006. 
An Associated Press report 
notes that Crutzen said he was 
“not enthusiastic” about the 
proposal, but made it to startle 
policymakers into realizing that 
“if they don’t take action [on 
climate change] much more 
strongly than they have in the 
past, then in the end we have to 
do experiments like this.”  

Despite his intent, the 
Nobel Laureate noted that the 
reception to his idea was “more 
positive” than expected.  The 

article notes that during the 
same week as the UN conven-
tion, NASA’s Ames Research 
Center was hosting a closed-
door, high-level workshop 
on Crutzen’s proposal and 
other geoengineering ideas for 
fending off climate change.  

Geoengineering isn’t only 
being discussed behind closed 
doors. Experiments have also 
begun on the open ocean, 
reports the ETC Group.  Since 
1993, there have been at least 10 
experiments to seed sections of 
the ocean’s surface (from 50 to 
150 square kilometres) with iron 
filings. The European Union 
and at least nine national gov-
ernments – including Canada’s 
– have supported these “iron 
fertilization” projects. The 
experiments are based on the 
argument that iron nurtures 
plankton growth -- and plankton 
absorbs carbon dioxide through 
photosynthesis.  

It’s not clear whether 
carbon dioxide absorbed by 
plankton will remain perma-
nently sequestered, however. 
“You can’t get two scientists 
to agree on the results,” says 
Mooney.  “Some say they see 
great potential in the field.  
Others say that the carbon 
dioxide may be captured tem-
porarily, but might pop up again 
in a few weeks.”  The consensus 
that does exist, continues 
Mooney, is that this is “risky 
business.”

After one expedition in 
2002, in which three tonnes 
of iron particles were dumped 
into the ocean, the project’s 
chief scientist, Dr. Kenneth 
Coale, told Popular Science: 
“What is still a mystery is the 
ripple effect on the rest of the 
ocean and the food chain.” One 
fear, notes Popular Science, 
is that huge plankton blooms, 
in addition to gorging on CO2, 

will devour other nutrients. “A 
fertilization event to take care 
of atmospheric CO2 could have 
the unintended consequence of 
turning the oceans sterile,” said 
Coale.

Despite the uncertainty 
within the science community 
regarding whether iron fer-
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by Max Liboiron

In North American envi-
ronmentalism, most images, 
campaigns and programs align 
with either Conservationism or 
Preservationism.

Conservationism’s goal is 
sustainability. It is a use-based 
approach that focuses on over-
development and scarcity as the 
main problems facing the envi-
ronment and the resources it 
provides. Technology and gov-
ernmental policies are promoted 
as a means to regulate natural 
resources so they can be used by 
future generations. The main 
criticism of Conservationism is 
that ecological issues are not 
seen as the result of indus-
trialization, neocolonial 
debts or economic structural 
adjustment policies, but 
are attributed to unchecked 
technological progress and 
patterns of misuse in general; 
it does not connect “patterns 
of misuse” with the economic 
and social structures that cause 
them. This would not be in the 
main interest of Conservation-
ists, whose goal is to ensure 
continued consumer resources. 
Not surprisingly, this is the 
narrative upon which former 
US vice-president Al Gore 
structures his film An Inconve-
nient Truth.

Preservationism, on the 
other hand, focuses on wilder-
ness as a realm of spiritual 
and aesthetic contemplation, 
separate from resource-use. 
It is based on the idea that 
without human interference, 
nature tends towards a state of 
balance, beauty and goodness, 
and that humans are separate 
from, rather than part of, the 
environment.

There are four popular 
image brands for “the environ-
ment”: The Happy Field, the 
Environmental Apocalypse, the 
Graph and the Logo.

If it falls into a Preserva-
tionist framework, the Happy 

Field is usually a photograph of 
“wilderness.” These beautiful, 
peaceful, humanless landscapes 
are based in the Romantic 
tradition of the sublime, which 
proposed that God could be seen 
in, or through, nature. This puts 
nature “over there,” away from 
humans, cities and pipelines, 
and does not account for urban 
nature, local communities, or 
toxic-nature anomalies (such as 
the use of genetic engineering to 

increase 
an endangered native popula-
tion of animals).

When the Happy Field leans 
in the Conservationist direction, 
“the environment” may look like 
a child smiling at a tree, instead 
of a landscape without humans. 
Conservationism does not put 
nature “elsewhere” because 
humans are an integral part 
of environmental degradation 
and its solution. Humans are 
also seen as one of the reasons 
to overcome environmental 
problems; the mantra “save 
the Earth for our children” 
reinforces the objective that 
natural settings and resources 
be sustained for the next gen-
eration, so that their offspring 
can continue patterns of use 
and consumption similar to 
their own.

The Happy Field in either 

ecological narrative is usually 
an Edenic narrative because 
of the underlying motiva-
tion to “return” to a balanced, 
more sustainable nature, 
whose existence and possibil-
ity is hinted at in the image. It 
implies that long ago, things 
were serene; things were pure 
and clean. This surmises that 
at one time, probably before 
humans or at least before white 
humans, there was no conflict, 
no change, and by extension, no 
environmental history. This is, 
in fact, a very popular view.

At the other end of the 
visual spectrum is the Envi-

ronmental Apocalypse, 
which frequently doubles 
as Climate Porn. Spewing 
volcanoes, billowing 
smoke, chunks of icebergs 
as big as cathedrals 
crashing into the ocean 
and trees being felled 

– never saplings, always 
redwoods – provide the 

Old Testament version of the 
sublime. Awe and terror with a 

hint of guilt are evoked by over-
the-top, beautiful, devastating 
and gratuitous scenes of eco-
logical “ravaging.” Gorgeous, 
slick images of environmental 
degradation may seem decadent 
and even unethical, but David 
Ingram, an expert in environ-
mental imagery in cinema, notes 
that, “by presenting ‘worse-case 
scenarios’ as foregone conclu-
sions, these images constitute a 
radical attack on the notions of 
progress held by big business, 
big government and big 
science.” Critique notwithstand-
ing, one problem with Environ-
mental Apocalyptic images is 
the promotion of the message 
that “we” are terrible and are 
to blame for climate change 
or pollution. “We” includes 
every human equally, when 
in fact the majority of global 
pollution is caused by a very 
specific segment of the human 
population: Western developed 
nations. Images of Climate Porn 

and Apocalypse also frequently 
depend on the pre-porn, pre-
apocalyptic Virgin Earth as a 
necessary contrast.

Conservationists usually 
use the Graph, perhaps because 
the funding for graph-making 
scientists comes from organiza-
tions tied up in resource man-
agement, thus having a partisan 
interest in sustaining resources 
within current institutional 
frameworks. In displays like 
those in An Inconvenient Truth, 
time-lapse images and points 
on a graph become more than 
just representations of a glacier 
in 1970 and again in 2000; they 
are images of global warming 
itself, unavailable to the naked 
eye. Graphs create visible 
relationships that implicate 
humans, time and the physical 
world in their trajectories, 
basically making them anti-
Preservationist.

The Logo is usually an 
iconic, graphic representation 
of Preservationism. Swooping 
leaves, blue skies, white wind 
and hands holding tiny Earths 
all evoke the fragile environ-
mental harmony, serenity and 
balance that the institution 
to which the Logo belongs is 
striving to provide for its clients. 
Similar Logos may be used for 
activist groups and interna-
tional financial institutions, 
despite mutually exclusive envi-
ronmental goals, values and 
programs. This is not to say that 
“nature” is intrinsically objective 
and provides common ground, 
but that “the environment” has 
become cinematically iconic 
and inert. It is a buzzword to 
rally behind and an unspecific 
anxiety of great import.

This is not to say that the 
environment is an illegitimate 
or vague fabrication, but that 
more critical and nuanced 
accounts and images of nature 
and our relationship to it are 
necessary for a workable model 
of sustainability.

Arts

Picture Perfect
The use of the environmental image

Arts Editor: Max Liboiron, maxliboiron@gmail.com
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Review Editor: Linda Besner, ljbsnr@mta.ca

Review

Hello . . .  Hello
Karen Hines

Coach House Books: 2006

Karen Hines is a much-
nominated dramatist and 
director, but those loyal to the 
CBC will more readily recognize 
her as rosebud-lipped bullshit-
detector Karen from Ken Fin-
kleman’s brilliantly biting The 
Newsroom. Tonally, Hello . . .  
Hello, a dark musical comedy, 
isn’t far from Hines’ sweet-and-
sour shtick on the show. Billed 
as a “romantic satire,” it’s equal 
parts frothy love story and sharp 
denunciation of contemporary 

consumerist society. Ad-exec Ben 
and retail-princess Cassandra 
fall in love against the backdrop 
of beautifully polluted skies and 
glass towers. Meanwhile, a manic 
two-person chorus describes the 
scene in intentionally overblown 
language and ricochets through 
dozens of roles, often switching 
personae within the space of a 
few lines.  Throughout, Hines 
peppers acidic observations on 
the regrettable status of art in 
contemporary society. Cassandra 

mourns a dead lover, an artist 
who commits suicide because 
“‘there’s no money in poetry.’ 
Or was it ‘there’s no poetry in 
money?’ I can’t remember.” 
While Hello . . .  Hello occasion-
ally falls victim to the commonest 
of theatrical crimes—namely, 
that it’s art about art—its wit, 
playfulness, and hyperactive 
energy prevail.   

– Regan Taylor

Every Inadequate Name
Nick Thran

Insomniac: 2006

The stand-out poem in this 
collection is “Seriously, It Was 
the Biggest Cricket,” a contem-
plation of hyperbole.  “Later,” 
Thran writes, “actual/ clothing 
would melt off actual flesh; yes, 
melt,/ not just fall to the floor, 
because, seriously, she/ was the 
hottest.”  As with many of these 
pieces, it’s the earnestness that 
grabs you; Thran’s speakers 
always sound a little lost, held 
only by the fragile structures of 

a conversational diction.  Occa-
sionally, Thran surprises with a 
more linguistically aware piece 
like “Bloor Street,” which sneaks 
the street name into a domestic 
setting: a child playing video 
game leaves “bodies/ Bloored to 
bits”, to play Scrabble with the 
family, and “Bloors his parents/ 
with what they thought he never 
knew.”  This is Thran’s first col-
lection, and admittedly, it feels 
a little unsteady on its pegs.  

“The Impossible Omelette” is 
memorable but ruined by its 
too-tidy ending and Thran’s con-
versational tone occasionally lets 
his poems down; I would have 
liked to see  “Gurdeep’s Brain,” 
which puzzles over the final 
resting place of a biology class 
brain, work harder to live up to 
its arresting concept.  

– Linda Besner

A Ragged Pen
Finley, Friesen,  Hunter, 

Simpson, Zwicky
Gasperau Press: 2006

At the Association of 
Writers and Writing Programs 
Conference, in the spring of 
2005 in Vancouver, Aislinn 
Hunter moderated a panel 
called “Constructs of Memory,” 
asking this question: “What are 
the poet’s responsibilities to 
the past, to the dead, to truth 
and to history?”  Understand-
ably, a variety of approaches 
and interpretations coloured 
the responses. According to the 

introduction of A Ragged Pen, 
the “session finished with a sense 
– on the part of panelists and 
audience members – that the 
papers had read especially well 
together, and that they should 
be collected and published side 
by side.”  And so they have been, 
with the added bonus of some 
creative and supposedly illustra-
tive material from each writer 
– all but one using their own 
work to incarnate the spirit of 

their essay.  After accepting the 
book for what it is, and under-
standing its history, the reader is 
free to enjoy five fantastic essays 
on poetry and memory.  Anyone 
who has ever pondered the 
problems of consciousness and 
memory, the unceasing passage 
of time, or the complexities of 
rendering experience into poetic 
form will benefit from reading A 
Ragged Pen. 

–Matthew J. Trafford

Ghost Country
Steve Noyes

Brick Books: 2006

The cover of Ghost Country, 
Noyes’ third poetry collection, 
depicts a present-day female 
nude facing a classical painting 
of goateed intellectuals.  This 
excellently appropriate image 
introduces the work’s preoc-
cupation with the tensions 
between the individual and 
history. Noyes’ poems render 
the relationships of a white male 
English teacher in contemporary 
China, an outsider both desired 
and despised. The tone is one of 

frank, retrospective disclosure; 
the language is emotionally and 
visually vivid.  Ghost Country’s 
speakers are awkward, their 
moments of shame raw and of 
grace unglamorous, as in the 
tender humour of “English as a 
Second Language”: “Pen-guin.” 
/ “Yes, a penguin.”  / “Pen-guin.” 
She waddles the length / of the 
bed to confirm.” Noyes consis-
tently explores the vast cultural 
backdrop to such tiny moments, 
drawing imagistic conclusions 

like: “money-- / a wand, directing 
humans casually, irrevocably, 
like a flood. ... floods can be dealt 
with, can in fact be planned and 
produced, on the largest scale. 
... scale is meaningless.” Though 
Noyes’ more abstract construc-
tions are occasionally syntacti-
cally confusing, on the whole 
Ghost Country’s contradictions 
are deliberate and satisfying. 
 – Jane Henderson
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by Darren Ell

Over 100 demonstrators 
took to the streets in Montreal 
on Saturday, February 3, as 
part of the International Day 
in Solidarity with the People 
of Haiti. Their demands were 
clear: the end of MINUSTAH 
crimes and the departure of UN 
forces from Haiti; the liberation 
of political prisoners; the return 
of Jean-Bertrand Aristide to 
Haiti; and the repatriation of 
the multi-billion dollar debt 
paid to the French Government 
as price for Haitian indepen-
dence. The protest came on the 
heels of the recent December 22 
massacre in Cité Soleil, which 
left over a dozen dead and many 
more wounded. As Canadian 
researcher and activist Kevin 
Skerrett recently revealed, 
this grave crime -- a breach of 
the Geneva Conventions and 
a reminder of the July 2005 
massacre in Cité Soleil -- was 
praised by the Canadian ambas-
sador to Haiti, Claude Boucher, 

who encouraged MINUSTAH 
to “increase their operations 
as they did last December.” 
This disregard for the lives 
of Haitians mirrors former 
Canadian Prime Minister Paul 
Martin’s comments to the press 
during the height of the terror of 

the Latortue regime: “There are 
no political prisoners in Haiti.” 
There were, of course, hundreds 
languishing in Haitian prisons 
without charge.

One of these prisoners, 
Haitian folk singer and Lavalas 
activist Annette Auguste (aka So 

Ann), was recently in Montreal 
to address the media and 
members of the community. 
So Ann addressed many 
issues of critical importance to 
Haitians: the corrupt power of 
MINUSTAH, the criminal role 
of Canada, the US and France 
in the coup d’état, the problem 
of impunity for the many crimes 
committed against the Haitian 
people, the need for lasting 
economic development in Haiti 
and the strength and determi-
nation of the Haitian people. 
Many of So Ann’s concerns 
were taken up by the protestors 
in Montreal, whose signs read: 
“Canada is complicit in kidnap-
ping in Haiti!”; “Haiti is not for 
sale!”; “USA: stop deporting our 
criminals!”; “We demand that 
President Aristide be returned 
to Haiti!”; “Stop the massacres 
in Cité Soleil and Bel Air!”; “The 
real bandits are not those being 
shot!”; and “USA, France and 
Canada out of Haiti!”

Photo Essay

On February 3, 2007, over 100 demonstrators -- members of Baz 
Fanmi Lavalas, activists and friends of Haiti -- marched down 
Montreal’s main streets in sub-zero temperatures, demanding the 
departure of MINUSTAH and an independent investigation into the 
2004 coup d’état.

Haiti Aux Haitiens!
Montreal mobilizes in solidarity with Haiti

Protesters remind the Montreal public of Canada’s involvement 
in the 2004 coup d’état, involving diplomatic and military support 
that continues to this day. The repression that followed the coup, 
directed at the base of the democratic movement, led to the current 
phenomenon of kidnapping.

Demonstrators reminded the public of the massive crimes of the 
installed coup regime of Gerard Latortue. According to the study 
done by the British medical journal The Lancet, Latortue’s regime 
and other anti-Lavalas forces carried out 4,000 politically motivated 
murders and thousands of sexual assaults in Port au Prince alone.
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Standing in front of the building housing the French Consulate, 
a protestor’s sign: “Give Haiti back to Haitians!”  France was 
involved in the 2004 coup d’etat and has refused to repay the billions 
of dollars extorted from Haitians starting in 1804, crippling Haiti’s 
ability to develop.

Standing in front of Montreal’s Place Ville-Marie, site of the French 
Consulate, Borgela Pierre told demonstrators: “The struggle to 
expose so-called democrats will be long, but a small group of people 
of integrity can accomplish great things.”

In the crowd was Haitian political activist and former minister of 
the first Aristide government, Patrick Elie, seen here carrying a 
sign reminding Montrealers that the Canadian-backed coup d’état 
of February 29, 2004 is part of an ongoing pattern of colonial 
repression, much like the devastating US occupation of Haiti from 
1915 to 1934.

Demonstrators stopped in front of the US Consulate in downtown 
Montreal. Fanmi Lavalas activist Marie-Claire Jumelle led the 
crowd in shouting: “George Bush Terrorist! MINUSTAH Terrorist! 
Jacques Chirac Terrorist!” The sign to her left reads: “Canada, US 
and France: rogue states and kidnappers.”
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by Kim Petersen

A recently released audio 
documentary finds that in 
today’s Canada, Indigenous 
communities are “beset with 
record levels of suicide, high 
infant mortality rates, rampant 
sexual exploitation, epidemic 
levels of gas-sniffing, and 
alcohol, drug and solvent abuse. 
Furthermore there is an over-
representation of Indigenous 
people in the prison system 
and chronic levels of desperate 
poverty.” These findings aren’t 
much different from what’s 
occasionally found in media 
headlines, but the root causes 
the documentary points to 
and the solutions it proposes 
are radically different from 
anything found in mainstream 
discourse.

The documentary begins 
with a question listeners will find 
difficult to ignore. “What if the 
Holocaust had never stopped?” 
asks Dr. Roland Chrisjohn, 
an Onyota’a:ka (Oneida) and 
Director of Native Studies at St. 
Thomas University in Frederic-
ton. “What if, instead, with the 
passage of time, the world came 
to accept the State’s actions as 
the rightful and lawful policies 
of a sovereign nation to deal 
with creatures that were less 
than fully human...Then, you 
would have Canada’s treatment 
of the North American Aborigi-
nal population in general and 
the Indian Residential School 
experience in particular.”

Praxis Media Productions 
and the Nova Scotia Public 
Interest Research Group have 
produced a three-part radio 
series, Hoping Against Hope? 
The Struggle Against Colonial-
ism in Canada, which examines 
colonialism and genocide in 
Canada today.

In 1876, the Canadian gov-
ernment enacted the Indian Act 
-- a tool for ethnic cleansing. The 
Act replaced traditional Indig-

enous government with a band 
council system. This allowed 
the government to determine 
who was an “official” Indian 
and reduce Indian numbers.

The professor of American 
Indian Studies at the University 
of Boulder in Colorado, Ward 
Churchill, describes the practice 
in Hoping Against Hope (HH) 
as a “sort of revitalized eugenics 
movement” based on what per-
centage Indian blood one has.

The next step was the con-
solidation of territory by the col-
onizers. Treaties were often the 
instruments used to accomplish 
this. Andrea Bear Nicholas, 
who holds the Atlantic Chair in 
Native Studies at St. Thomas 
University, points out that in 
the Maritime Provinces, most 
treaties were nation-to-nation 
agreements -- peace agree-
ments between the encroaching 
settlers and Original Peoples. 
They were not land treaties.

“When you add it all up,” 
says Chrisjohn, “for about 90 
per cent of Canada, even under 
the best possible scenario, there 
is no legal transfer of title from 
the Aboriginal inhabitants to 
the Crown.”

The method originally used 
to seize control of the land was 
genocide of the people living 
there. As evidence of this, Bear 
Nicholas recalls the bounties 

that were offered by the Crown 
for Indian scalps. Incidentally, 
this practice has been wiped 
from most Canadian textbooks 
-- a process she calls “histori-
cide.”

The forced removal of 
Indigenous children from 
their families and placement 
in residential schools exempli-
fies assimilation as a form of 
genocide. Assimilation, says 
Bear Nicholas, is based on “the 
idea that a colonized people 
must have their identity, their 
being, literally wiped away 
from them and that they must 
be remolded, refashioned 
in the image of the coloniz-
ers, primarily for purposes of 
control and exploitation

HH quotes the civil servant 
Duncan Campbell Scott, who 
described Canadian Indian 
policy as “tak[ing] the Indian 
out of the Indian.”

De-Indianizing the 
Indians has been a multi-
pronged process, but “the main 
vehicle for assimilating Indig-
enous peoples,” has been the 
“education route,” says Bear 
Nicholas.

HH notes, “Schools 
have colluded in the attack 
on Aboriginal forms of life. 
Schools maintain the hegemony 
of the western world view -
- promoting individualism 

instead of communities, and 
economic and material acquisi-
tion over equitable distribution 
and co-operation.”

HH cites Statistics Canada 
figures that indicate that fewer 
than a handful out of nearly 
60 Indigenous languages in 
Canada are expected to survive 
until the middle of the century. 
Tove Skuttnab-Kangas, a 
linguist at Roskilde University 
in Denmark, calls this “lingui-
cide.”

Linguicide, asserts Bear 
Nicholas, “also carries with it 
the idea that the languages that 
we speak...are not just dying out 
by some sort of natural force 
that happens to every minority 
language, but that there’s an 
actual deliberateness, there’s 
actually agency involved.”

As for the crimes of 
genocide, historicide and lingui-
cide, HH says: “The Canadian 
government and the churches 
have been evading responsibil-
ity for their crimes, focusing 
instead on healing Native 
people, rather than providing 
justice. Somehow, it is the 
victims of genocide who are the 
sick ones, not the perpetrators. 
When genocide is brought up, 
it’s denied.”

Ward Churchill provides a 
simple solution to colonialism: 
“Law enforcement, more than 
that, obedience to law. I don’t 
think we need amendments, I 
think we need some adherence 
to the existent laws.”

“I am hoping,” says 
Chrisjohn, “hoping against 
hope, that the average Canadian 
will read what their Government 
did in their name to human 
beings...what their churches did 
to human beings in their name, 
because their churches are not 
telling them. The government 
is not telling them. They will 
not allow the word genocide to 
come up in discussion.”

Hoping Against Hope?
A review of a new audio documentary about the struggle against colonialism in Canada

The cover of the audio documentary Hoping Against Hope? The 
Struggle Against Colonialism in Canada, which examines colonialism 
and genocide in Canada today. Gord Hill

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

Azerbaijan has been 
enjoying the sunshine these 
days. After several lean years, 
oil revenues have started 
flowing into the former Soviet 
Republic and a fresh breath of 
hope hovers in the air like the 
construction cranes that seem 
to dot every horizon.

Optimism isn’t prevalent 
everywhere, however, and the 
problem that has dogged the 
country since it was founded 
in 1991 remains. Armenian 
military forces continue to 
occupy about 20 per cent of 
the country, displacing about 
one million Azerbaijanis--fully 
one-eighth of the country’s 
entire population--who are now 
living in makeshift structures. 
For years, these internally 
displaced Azeris lived in villages 
in a bucolic land-of-plenty in 
Western Azerbaijan. Today, war 
has forced them into abandoned 
train cars--without plumbing or 
electricity.

Last summer, I strolled 
through one of these Azerbai-
jani train yards and stumbled 
in on a family of three: a man, 
wife and tiny undernourished-
looking son, who has lived all 
of his nine years making like an 
immobile king of the road in a 
big metal tin. They showed me 
around their train-car home, 
debating whether the searing 
summer sun was worse than the 
punishing winter cold.

The Azerbaijan government 
is slowly building newer refugee 
settlements, but it’s a half-
hearted effort, as most Azeris 
want the internally displaced 
people to be allowed to return 
home to the land that Armenia 
now occupies.

The troubles began in a 
region of Azerbaijan called 
Karabakh when the Soviet 
Union was splitting up. The 
Azerbaijani province had a 
majority Armenian population 
that Armenia had its eye on. 
Azerbaijani-Karabakh residents 

were forced to flee when 
Armenia invaded, as the country 
had the upper hand in the early 
skirmishes. As they left their 
homes, many were shot dead 
along the highway and what 
became known as the Khojaly 
massacre became a powerful 
rallying symbol for Azerbaijanis. 
In the ensuing battles, Armenia 
managed to take much extra 
territory around the Karabakh 

province as a sort of military 
buffer zone.

Karabakh has since become 
an independent republic but its 
attempts to become a legitimate 
country have stalled; not a 
single country recognizes it.

The adjoining areas taken 
by the Armenians have long 
been assumed to be a bargaining 
chip that Armenia will return 
only after Azerbaijan surren-

ders the Karabakh province to 
the Armenians.

An attempt to settle those 
areas by paying Armenians to 
move to the occupied territories 
of Azerbaijan has largely failed. 
Few have taken the government 
up on the offer, however, and 
the once-thriving Azeri towns 
are now empty and decaying 
without water or electricity.

A few years ago, Armenia’s 
president was rumoured to 
have agreed to withdraw from 
the occupied territories of Azer-
baijan and was quickly deposed 
for his efforts, to be replaced by 
the hard-line, former Karabakh 
resident Robert Kocharian.

Azerbaijan’s president 
Heydar Aliyev and his successor-
- his son, Ilham -- have vowed 
not to give up an inch of Azer-
baijani soil. They have managed 
to get several resolutions con-
demning Armenia passed at 
the United Nations Security 
Council, but that has had little 
effect.

Armenia has also suffered 
its disappointments. Its military 
victory has become an economic 
burden, as neighbouring Turkey 
and Azerbaijan have cut dip-
lomatic ties with Armenia and 
imposed a trade embargo.

In spite of the mutually 
damaging status quo, the 
standoff appears destined to 
continue. A peaceful resolution 
is nowhere on any horizon.

After years of international 
pressure to come up with a 
negotiated settlement, many 
in Azerbaijan now feel that the 
only way for the occupation to 
end is if Azerbaijan restarts the 
war that claimed an estimated 
30,000 lives until hostitilies 
ended with the 1994 ceasefire. 
Bullets are no longer flying, 
but the war of words has never 
stopped and the animosity 
between the countries has 
continued. War would not be a 
hard sell to much of the general 
public.

University of Montana 

Waiting For War?
Azerbaijan’s refugees see little hope

Accounts

Armenian military forces continue to occupy about 20 per cent 
of Azerbaijan, displacing about one million Azerbaijanis--fully 
one-eighth of the country’s entire population--who are now living in 
makeshift structures. This woman lives in a hut with a mud floor.

Kristian Gravenor

»  continued on page 15

Internally displaced children living in an Azerbaijan refugee camp. 
The Azerbaijan government is slowly building newer refugee 
settlements, but it is a half-hearted effort, as most Azeris want the 
internally displaced people to be allowed to return home to the land 
that Armenia now occupies. Kristian Gravenor
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Keeping The Faith
Guatemalan feminists fight for change
by Meaghan Thurston

One year ago, on March 
8, 2006, as in many cities 
worldwide, thousands of women 
took to the streets in Guatemala 
City for the advancement of 
women’s rights. The hand-
woven blouses and traditional 
wrap-around skirts worn by 
the majority of Mayan women 
created a sea of colour in the 
downtown core. Amidst this 
sea, a group of some 50 women 
marched under the banner of 
the Red Ecumenica de Mujeres 
(REM), the Women’s Ecumeni-
cal Network, a religious group 
of women’s rights activists and a 
working group of the larger Con-
ference of Evangelical Churches 
in Guatemala (CIEDEG).

The national co-ordinator 
of the REM, Miriam Iquique, 
had organized school bus trans-
portation for women of her 
village to allow them to partici-
pate, some for the first time, in 
the march for women’s rights 
in Guatemala City. Iquique 
says this kind of exposure 
to women’s rights work is 
important “because so many 
rurally-based women do not 
have the economic resources to 
travel to the capital.”

If asked to imagine ‘radical 
feminists,’ most Canadians 
would not think of a Christian 
organization, but the REM 
is working hard to advance 
women’s participation in the 
political landscape. This work 
is in the face of an increasingly 
violent atmosphere, where 
women are frequently brutal-
ized or found murdered on 
Guatemala’s streets and where 
women’s education is often 
sacrificed in times of economic 
hardship. 

Iquique and her colleagues 
agree that in their communi-
ties, “women are struggling 
for equality in the workplace.” 
The REM “is committed to 
bringing information to women 
so that they may understand 

their rights and heal the scars 
left by the war.” Empower-
ing women with human rights 
education, addressing topics 
such as leadership, domestic 
violence, reproductive health 
and contraception laws, small 
business management, as well 
as enhancing literacy skills 
are part of what the REM calls 
the “therapeutic process,” a 
process they seek to hasten in 
post- civil war Guatemala. They 
are working with women from 
many different ethnic groups in 
Guatemala: the K’qchi, the Mam, 
the Kaqchikel, Tzutujil, as well 
as Ladina women and women of 
communities displaced by the 
war. Iquique’s home-base is the 
office of the Kaqchikel Presby-

tery, a decision-making body of 
representatives of local congre-
gations, in the department of 
Chimaltenango, a region which 
suffered greatly during the 
violence of the 1980s, in which 
at least 200,000 Guatemalans, 
mostly indigenous people, were 
killed or disappeared. 

The women of the REM cite 
their faith in God as that which 
sustains them in their struggle 
for a dignified life and at times, 
the REM face critiques from 
other women’s rights groups 
who do not share their religious 
focus. For example, during the 
Women’s Day March meetings 
at La Sector de Mujeres (a 
woman’s rights group that spoke 
out against a series of malicious 

break-ins to their capital office 
this past June), the REM’s 
proposal to open the march 
with a prayer was not widely 
welcomed. However, these 
different women’s rights groups 
appear united by a vision of a 
‘dignified’ life, one filled with 
opportunities for all.

Even if their religious 
foundation may deter some, 
the REM is a unique example 
of inter-denominational com-
munication; something that is 
greatly lacking in Guatemala. 
With Catholic and Evangelical 
women at the table, Iquique and 
her colleagues meet to discuss 
how they can secure funding 
to carry out their ambitious 
plans of leadership training for 
the women of rural Guatemala 
without concern for the differ-
ences in their faith practices. 

This year, like last year, 
their project is gravely under-
funded; so much so that Miriam 
worries the Women’s Day March 
may not be as well attended by 
women from her community. 
Despite the obvious disappoint-
ment in her voice, she is forever 
optimistic and reports that she 
is currently holding educational 
sessions for the women in her 
community about the upcoming 
Guatemalan elections, because 
“it is ever more important that 
women understand politics and 
know how and why to vote.”

The group currently 
receives a limited amount of 
funding from the Anglican 
Church of Canada, but it is not 
enough to cover the costs in all 
the geographic regions where 
they wish to work. And so, as 
another International Women’s 
Day approaches, it is unfortu-
nate that Canadian and Guate-
malan women’s rights activists 
can find common ground; 
just as recent cuts to funding 
restrict women’s organizations 
in Canada, the call for economic 
justice rings clear from feminist 
organizers in Guatemala. 

If asked to imagine ‘radical feminists,’ most Canadians would not 
think of a Christian organization. Meaghan Thurston

The women of the REM cite their faith in God as that which sustains 
them in their struggle for a dignified life. Meaghan Thurston

Gender Editor: Anna Carastathis, acarastathis@gmail.com



11 The Dominion, March 2007 — Issue #43

by Dawn Paley

Originally published 
in The Tyee

From the vantage point of 
the city square, it’s impossible to 
tell that San Miguel Ixtahuacán 
is at the centre of Guatemala’s 
mining boom. A couple of 
vendors sell chicken, fries and 
pop, but most of the stands are 
empty, many of the businesses 
are closed and broken windows 
dot the municipal hall.

Just 20 kilometres away by 
dirt roads lies the Marlin project, 
“one of the first modern mining 
investments in Guatemala in 
years,” according to Goldcorp 
Inc., the Vancouver-based 
company that owns the mine. 
Previously owned by Glamis 
Gold, and now property of 
Goldcorp, the Marlin project is 
a precedent-setting gold mining 
project in Guatemala.

Goldcorp is the third 
largest gold producer in North 
America, with properties in 
Honduras, Guatemala, Mexico, 
the US and Australia. Gold-
corp’s fully owned subsidiary 
Montana Exploradora is leading 
the pack of companies cashing 
in on the mining boom that has 
swept across Guatemala since 
the mining code was changed 
to favour foreign direct invest-
ment in 1997.

Guatemala’s appeal to 
global mining interests has 
much to do with the fact that 
here royalties from mineral 
extraction are only one per cent, 
shared between the state and the 
affected municipality. A project 
the size of the Marlin project 
operating in Canada would be 
subject to a royalty fee of 13 per 
cent of total production.

In addition to royalties, 
the Marlin project today means 
a couple of hundred jobs in 
the region and Goldcorp has 
plans to greatly expand what 
is already a $298 million CDN 
operation.

But a backlash has set 

in against the project. Local 
residents have voted over-
whelmingly against expansion, 
and say indigenous farmers 
were left in the dark about the 
business dealings transforming 
their region. A protester against 
the mine was killed by military 
police while helping to blockade 
a road. And a recently released 
report of toxic runoff only 
bolsters the view of community 
leaders who say the project 
hasn’t delivered the benefits, 
economic and otherwise, that 
would earn support for the big 
next push.

After completion of the 
exploration phase in San Miguel 
Ixtahuacán in the late 1990s, 
Goldcorp’s predecessors began 
buying properties from small 
landholders, paying between 
eight and 80 times market value 
for the land they acquired. Over 
the last two years, these lands 
have begun to undergo a radical 
transformation from villages 
to an open pit mine, which will 
eventually grow to encompass 
five square kilometres.

The greater municipality 
of San Miguel Ixtahuacán has a 
population of 39,000, compris-
ing 19 villages. The vast majority 
of people are indigenous peasant 
farmers, who depend princi-

pally on subsistence agriculture 
for their livelihoods, growing 
crops of corn, beans, vegetables 
and fruits, nurtured by irriga-
tion from the Cuilco River and 
its tributaries.

“The map of mining 
interests, the map of indig-
enous people and the map of 
poverty all line up perfectly. 
Where there is mining, there is 
poverty and indigenous people,” 
explains Marco Venicio Lopez 
Maldonado, who works with the 
Peasant Workers’ Movement 
(MTC) in the provincial capital 
of San Marcos. This certainly 
holds true in San Miguel 
Ixtahuacán, which is one of 
the poorest municipalities in 
Guatemala, where over 70 per 
cent of people live in extreme 
poverty.

Edwin Oswaldo Avila 
Perez, the current mayor of 
San Miguel Ixtahuacán, told 
The Tyee that when the mining 
exploitation started in San 
Miguel Ixtahuacán, “almost 
the entire population was unin-
formed. They didn’t know what 
agreements had already been 
signed between the muncipal 
government at the time, the 
people who sold their lands, the 
Federal government and the 
company.”

The World Bank, which 
supported the Marlin project 
with a $45 million US loan 
through their private sector 
branch known as the Inter-
national Finance Corporation 
(IFC), claims that the project 
followed the protocol of the 
International Labour Organi-
zation’s Convention 169 (ILO 
169), which guarantees the 
right of indigenous people to 
exercise control over the form 
of development that occurs in 
their traditional territory.

Avila Perez, however, 
maintains that with relation to 
the Marlin Project, “Agreements 
were signed at an internal level, 
and the population at large was 
unaware.”

‘Owners for 5,000 years’

In the adjacent municipal-
ity of Sipacapa, the story of the 
Marlin project has a different 
character. Some installations of 
the project already exist on the 
periphery of the municipality, 
and the company is currently 
slated to expand exploration 
and exploitation into Sipacapa.

Upon getting wind of the 
Marlin project, community 
leaders in Sipacapa began 
to organize a referendum 
(consulta), a process stemming 
from municipal law and ILO 
169, which allows community 
members to vote for or against 
projects on their land. Turnout 
was high -- nearly half of all 
registered voters -- for a refer-
endum held on June 18, 2005. 
In all, voters from 11 of 13 com-
munities in Sipacapa voted 
unanimously against mining 
activities in their land.

According to Mario Tema, a 
community leader in Sipacapa, 
the process of the referendum 
has allowed people a legal 
basis to reject mining in their 
lands, “revindicating the rights 
of people who have been the 
owners of these territories for at 
least the last 5,000 years.”

Accounts

Expansion is planned for the Marlin Mine, eventually encompassing 
five square kilometres. Keith Vass

Turning Down A Gold Mine
In Guatemala, angry locals vote no, but BC firm presses on

» continued on page 16
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by Dru Oja Jay

Jooneed Khan has been 
reporting on international 
affairs in the French-language 
Quebec daily La Presse for 
just over 30 years. Khan has 
done extensive on-the-ground 
reporting, from Iraq to Haiti, 
and while his work is little-
known outside of Quebec, he has 
gained an extensive following 
in the neighbourhoods of 
Montreal. The Dominion spoke 
to him in his home in Montreal. 
The interview will be published 
as a series of excerpts, of which 
this is the first.

--
Dominion: There doesn’t 
seem to be anyone else who 
is doing anything remotely 
critical of Canadian foreign 
policy, and certainly not 
doing it on a regular basis 
for a major publication--
your position seems to me 
to be totally singular in the 
Canadian media landscape. 
When they do cover foreign 
affairs, the Globe or the 
Star’s coverage seems to be 
very much in lockstep with 
the broad assumptions of 
Canadian foreign policy. 
What makes your situation 
different, and do you think 
that’s a result of working in 
a Francophone milieu?

JK: I think that there are like-
minded journalists in Canada, 
and I read them with great 
interest. I can think of Haroon 
Siddiqui at the Toronto Star.... 
Siddiqui still writes, and he’s 
very critical of Canadian Foreign 
Policy, and he seems to come 
from the same viewpoint that I 
do; he’s a man of the south. He 
sees official Canadian foreign 
policy as being a vision of the 
north.

I have found that Rick 
Salutin is extremely critical--
he’s a bit of a token dissident 
voice at the Globe and Mail, in 
the way you could say that I am 
a token dissident voice at La 

Presse, and there was Heather 
Mallick at the Globe, who I 
found extremely critical--very 
trenchant... she had this great 
vision to go straight to the point 
without beating around the 
bush.

What strikes me about 
your coverage is that you 
don’t have to excuse it in 
any way--you write straight 
news stories, and they have 
the legitimacy of reporting. 
Why do you think La Presse 
of all places would choose 
to have somebody like that 
writing regularly?

It’s a very good point you make. 
All the people I mentioned are 
opinion writers. I have tried to 
avoid being an opinion writer. 
I’ve never even wanted to be 
on the editorial team who was 
writing editorials--all of them 
have been journalists. My 
concern has always been that 
before one can form an opinion, 
one needs facts--as wide a 
spectrum of facts as possible. 
I’ve found that mainstream 
media selects the facts to bring 
people to think and look in a 
certain way; and that was not 
only incomplete, but a disser-
vice to the reader, and that the 
reader needed what one could 
call the other side of the coin. 
I’ve tried to bring those facts 

which were selected out, and 
put them together in a coherent 
way. I’ve done it constantly for 
almost 30 years. Trusting the 
reader--telling him or her that 
these are the facts... I’ll tell 
you a very recent example is 
Lebanon. The hue and cry in the 
western media of what Lebanon 
is today--that Hezbollah is 
radical, that it’s a proxy for Syria 
and Iran, that it’s threatening 
Israel, threatening Lebanese 
democracy. The statements 
that I’ve heard out of the White 
House, from Ottawa and Paris 
constantly reiterate democracy, 
democracy. I thought, this 
is a totally artificial debate, 
which can have dangerous 
consequences, so I did a piece 
last week, called the “Democ-
ractic Deficit in Lebanon.” I 
just brought the facts to show 
that when you have a dictated 
arrangement--dictated by 
the US and Saudi Arabia--on 
the Tyre Agreement, where 
they have allotted 64 seats to 
Muslims, 64 seats to Christians 
on a sectarian basis and you 
haven’t had a census in the 
country for 75 years... everyone 
who has done estimates based 
on the official figures has come 
to the conclusion that the Chris-
tians today are about 35 per 
cent of the population. Even 
the sectarian democracy that 
they’ve imposed does not reflect 

the true sectarian makeup of 
the society. These are just facts 
and figures. 

Those facts have some 
embarrassing implica-
tions for the owners of the 
newspaper you work for--
what kind of response do 
you get to those facts? 

I joined La Presse in ‘74, and 
shifted to the International 
Affairs section in ‘76. I always 
made it a point to be rigorous on 
my facts and I was bringing a lot 
of facts that were not mentioned 
in mainstream reporting, and I 
think people appreciated that. 
Over the years, I think I’ve built 
that credibility...

With the audience.

Yeah. And from my editors. I 
try my very best not to allow 
any kind of sloppiness, so that 
I couldn’t be attacked on the 
basis of my facts. So that earned 
me credibility from my own 
bosses. For the period that I’ve 
been writing, from ‘75 onwards, 
there has been a growing influx 
of immigrants into Quebec, 
from Africa, from Asia, from 
Latin America.

Also, Quebec itself has had 
this longstanding tradition, I 
suppose, of looking critically 
at English power in Canada-
-therefore, being doubtful of 
English Canadian jargon and 
concepts and all that. So all 
that I think came together and 
allowed me to continue to do 
my work.

I’m assuming you’ve come 
under pressure from 
both inside the paper and 
outside the paper. Can you 
give any examples? How 
did that play out?

Initially, I can be sure that my 
articles are not appreciated by 
the Israeli lobby. There’s no 
doubt about that. But I wrote 

Correcting Selective Reporting
An interview with Jooneed Khan of La Presse

Jooneed Khan speaks to a US soldier outside the  Palestine hotel in 
Baghdad. Iraqi Peace Team

» continued on page 15
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par Jon Elmer et Nora 
Barrows-Friedman

Le son des explosions, des 
fusillades intenses et des sirènes 
d’ambulances a de nouveau 
retenti dans la bande de Gaza, 
le 1er février, seulement deux 
jours après la cessation des 
combats entre les partisans 
du Fatah et du Hamas durant 
lesquels plus de 30 Palestiniens 
sont morts.

À la tombée de la nuit, on 
dénombrait six décès et plus de 
60 blessés à Gaza. Des combat-
tants fidèles au gouvernement 
élu du Hamas – la force exécutive 
du ministre de l’Intérieur et la 
milice du mouvement islamiste, 
les Brigades Izzadin Al-Qassam 
– affrontaient les forces de 
sécurité du Fatah, fidèles au 
Président de l’Autorité palesti-
nienne Mahmoud Abbas.

Dans l’après-midi, au 
moment des combats, le Hamas 
a intercepté quatre camions de 
chargement venant d’Israël par 
le passage de Kerem Shalom. 
Ces derniers ont voulu réqui-
sitionner la cargaison d’armes 
destinée à la garde présidenti-
elle, une force de sécurité fidèle 
à M. Abbas et soutenue par les 
États-Unis.

Le Fatah a officiellement 
nié toute connaissance de 
cette cargaison d’armes. Selon 
son porte-parole, Tawfiq Abu 
Khoussa, le convoi transpor-
tait seulement des tentes, des 
générateurs et du matériel 
médical.

En décembre dernier, un 
chargement de 2 000 fusils, 
20 000 chargeurs et 2 millions 
de cartouches d’origine égypti-
enne était transporté à travers 
ce même passage de Kerem 
Shalom. Le convoi, officialisé 
par Israël, avait également 
rejoint la bande de Gaza.

La reprise de la violence 
s’est produite au moment où 
Washington a annoncé le déblo-
quement de 86,4 millions de 
dollars supplémentaires pour 

soutenir le Président M. Abbas.
Les dirigeants du Hamas 

ont dénoncé la participation de 
Washington dans l’entraînement 
et le financement des forces de 
sécurité du Fatah. Son porte-
parole, Ismayil Radwan, a 
déclaré dans une intervention 
publique que l’intention de 
Washington était de « susciter 
une guerre civile dans l’arène 
palestinienne ».

Pour Mouin Rabbani, 
analyste éminent à 
l’International Crisis Group, les 
États-Unis poussent la garde 
présidentielle de M. Abbas à 
devenir la principale force de 
sécurité palestinienne. « Elle 
est renforcée afin de combattre 
la force exécutive du Hamas » 
a-t-il affirmé à IPS. Selon lui, 
les États-Unis travaillent sur le 
long terme au lieu de chercher à 
attiser les récents affrontements 
à Gaza.

« Il n’y a pas d’instigation 
directe des Américains car ils ne 
sont pas encore convaincus que 
le Fatah est prêt à affronter le 
Hamas », poursuit M. Rabbani. 
« Mais ils commencent à 
fournir des quantités impor-
tantes d’armes, entraînent et 
financent le Fatah dans l’espoir 

qu’il dominera le conflit final. »
Washington a confirmé 

l’entraînement de la garde 
présidentielle de M. Abbas à la 
tactique des combats de rue, à 
Jéricho en Cisjordanie, sous la 
direction du lieutenant général 
Keith Dayton, coordinateur 
américain de la sécurité auprès 
d’Israël et de l’Autorité palesti-
nienne.

En décembre, K. Dayton 
avait déclaré au quotidien 
israélien Yedioth Ahronoth: « 
Nous sommes engagés dans 
le renforcement de la garde 
présidentielle, procédant à son 
instruction, l’aidant à se dével-
opper elle-même et lui donnant 
des idées ». K. Dayton avait 
démenti la préparation de cette 
force à la confrontation avec le 
Hamas.

Toujours en décembre, le 
Congrès américain a voté la loi 
contre le terrorisme palesti-
nien. Celle-ci vise explicitement 
la direction élue du Hamas et 
cherche à soutenir l’Autorité 
palestinienne en association 
avec le Fatah.

En vertu de cette loi, les 
États-Unis sanctionnent le 
Hamas jusqu’à ce que « l’Autorité 
palestinienne, contrôlée par 

le Hamas, accomplisse des 
progrès notoires dans la purge 
des individus des services de 
sécurité liés au terrorisme, dans 
le démantèlement de toutes 
les infrastructures terroristes, 
dans la coopération avec les 
services de sécurité israéliens, 
dans l’arrêt de toute motivation 
anti-américaine et anti-israéli-
enne, et dans l’assurance de la 
démocratie et de la transpar-
ence financière. »

Le mouvement islamique 
Hamas a mis fin à 40 années 
de règne du Fatah sur la scène 
politique palestinienne en 
gagnant les élections parlemen-
taires de janvier 2006. Un régime 
de sanctions sévères, initié par 
les États-Unis, a été imposé au 
Hamas lors de la formation du 
gouvernement au mois de mars 
suivant. C’est la première fois, 
selon les Nations Unies, que 
de telles sanctions sont prises 
contre une population sous 
occupation. Les sanctions ont 
aggravé la situation à Gaza, déjà 
qualifiée de crise humanitaire 
par des agences onusiennes 
comme le Programme Alimen-
taire Mondiale (PAM).

Au minimum, les trois 
quarts du million et demi 
d’habitants vivent dans la 
pauvreté et sont menacés 
d’insuffisance alimentaire. 
En outre, plus de 220 000 
personnes sont totalement 
dépendantes de l’assistance ali-
mentaire du PAM.

Cependant, d’après les 
sondages, les sanctions ne sont 
pas parvenues à éroder la popu-
larité du Hamas.

Pour les Palestiniens, ce 
combat interne est une crise 
supplémentaire à celle des 40 
années d’occupation israélienne. 
« Ce matin, je voulais amener 
ma fille au jardin d’enfants, 
mais je n’ai pu passer à cause 
des barrages routiers. Toutes 
les boutiques sont fermées et 
les rues sont vides. La popula-
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tilization works, or if it has 
unintended consequences (like 
the sterilization of parts of the 
ocean), the business community 
is moving forward.

Planktos Inc. is a self-
described “for-profit ecoresto-
ration company” based in San 
Francisco with offices in Europe 
and British Columbia.

In 2007, Planktos will 
begin what its website terms: 
“plankton restoration, by 
replenishing forest-sized areas 
of ocean with natural iron-rich 
dust, just as Mother Nature 
does.”  This will provide the 
company with “saleable carbon 
credits for emerging environ-
mental markets.”  

By purchasing carbon 
credits, companies or individu-
als can “buy the right to pollute” 
according to ETC’s report, “by 
investing in projects that are 
deemed by ‘experts’ to reduce 
emissions of carbon dioxide.” 
For example, Plaktos will 
“negate” your SUV’s annual 
carbon footprint for the bargain 
basement price of fifty bucks.   

The problem, says Mooney, 
is that there’s no scientific proof 
that carbon dioxide absorbed 
by the plankton won’t be re-
released.  “But companies 
serving the carbon market 
need only keep carbon dioxide 
out of sight for long enough to 
cash their cheques,” says ETC’s 
report.  “If the carbon dioxide 
pops back up to the surface in 
a year or five, proving its source 
could be extremely difficult.”

In Weyburn, Saskatche-
wan, home of the world’s largest 
carbon-sequestering operation, 
another geoengineering experi-
ment is already well underway – 
and is proving highly profitable.  
Oil giant Encana is compressing 
carbon dioxide and pumping it 
1500 metres underground.

According to a February 10 
article in the Globe and Mail, 
this system of sequestering 
carbon dioxide prevents the 
greenhouse gas from entering 
the atmosphere and “wreaking 
havoc with the environment,” 
and “is seen by some experts as 
the ultimate solution to global 
warming.”  Encana, however, 
has other reasons to pump 
carbon dioxide underground. 
Its ultimate function is to force 
more crude oil to the surface; 
the company’s output has 
jumped from 10,000 to 30,000 
barrels a day since beginning 
the practice.

For projects that won’t 
profit from carbon capture and 
sequestration (those that won’t 
see an increase in output), 
companies like Shell and Suncor 
are looking for Canadian gov-
ernment support to develop the 
technology.  This is not where 
the government should be 
spending climate change funds, 
says Lindsay Telfer, director 
of the Sierra Club’s Prairie 
Chapter. “We’re talking about 
some of the wealthiest corpo-
rations in the world, there’s no 
reason why government needs 
to be subsidizing this develop-
ment.”  

Much like carbon seques-
tration in the oceans, it’s not 
yet clear if carbon sequestered 
underground would actually 
stay there.  Even if carbon 
dioxide does stay underground, 
“carbon capture and sequestra-
tion is a Band-Aid solution,” 
says Telfer.  “We need to be 
transitioning away from fossil 
fuels towards more renewable 
energy sources.”  

Both Telfer and Mooney 
recognize the value of geoen-
gineering research and the 
important role technology can 
play in addressing climate 
change – they have no illusions 
about the immediate need for 
dramatic reductions in green-
house gas emissions – their 
concern, however, is that gov-
ernment and industry will be 
seduced by quick-fix techno-
logical ‘solutions’ that don’t 
address root problems – and 
that might not even combat 
climate change.  

“We need to look at the root 
problem that’s driving climate 
change.  We know it’s burning 
of fossil fuels, but what is the 
system that that’s happening 
in?” asks Telfer.  “Part of that 
root cause is that we have a 
toxic economy.”  Our economic 
system promotes the idea of 
“infinite growth,” a concept, 
she says, that is fundamentally 
unsustainable.

Humanity (primarily in the 
West) consumed more resources 
after the Second World War 
than all of human history before 
that, says Mooney. And global 

energy demands are expected 
to jump 60 per cent between 
2002 and 2030.  Not only is this 
environmentally unsustainable, 
he says, but a fundamental 
injustice.

Benefits and impacts of 
‘development’ and technol-
ogy are not equally felt, says 
Mooney. Right now, between 
300,000 and 500,000 people 
die in developing countries 
each year due to the impacts of 
climate change, he says. He’s 
concerned that geoengineer-
ing ‘solutions’ will also hurt 
those with the least money and 
power on the planet. “Who gets 
to adjust the mirrors in the 
stratosphere?” asks Mooney, 
referring to another geoen-
gineering scheme that would 
place trillions of sun deflectors 
in the stratosphere. “And if you 
stop crops from burning up 
in the US, do you burn up the 
crops in Africa instead?”

Geoengineering “doesn’t 
at all address the inequities 
in impacts,” says Telfer. She 
notes that if we do manage to 
fend off climate change without 
addressing root environmen-
tal and social problems, we’ll 
simply face a new crisis. “Next, 
it will be water.”  

“Are there root issues here 
that we’re going to have to deal 
with if we’re going to address 
climate change in an effective 
way?” asks Telfer. “Are we 
willing and ready to go there?”  

“I think we need to be 
talking about it.”

led forces killing civilians in 
airstrikes and shootings. The 
Taliban already control areas 
close to Kabul city and further 
violence is expected following 
the winter.

Mutawakil believes the 
only way to stop the situation 
escalating into a nationwide 
jihad is for the Karzai admin-
istration and its allies to open 
high-level talks with the insur-
gents.

“Now the foreigners think 

all the Taliban are terrorists,” he 
said. “I think inside the Afghan 
government, there are people 
who are far worse criminals 
than the Taliban; they have 
committed many crimes.

“So the best way is to 
forgive everyone. It’s better to 
start negotiations. Of course 
there will be problems, as the 
foreigners don’t like the Taliban 
and call them terrorists and the 
Taliban don’t like the foreign-
ers, but the best way is to start 
negotiations. By negotiations 

we can move forward step by 
step.

“The biggest problem now 
faced by the world is that it does 
not know the exact definition of 
terrorism: who is a terrorist; 
where are the terrorists. I think 
that terrorism can be in every 
society, it’s not unique to any 
tribe, to any religion, to any 
person -- you can have it every-
where.”

But with NATO deter-
mined to defeat the insurgency 
by force, corrupt warlords still 

holding the reins of power 
in the government and more 
heavy fighting due in the spring, 
it looks like the kind of anger 
that first launched the Taliban 
will explode into the open once 
again.

“There is no hope for 
the people -- their hearts are 
broken,” Mutawakil said.

» “Risky” from page 3

» “Taliban” from page 2
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Professor Thomas Goltz was on 
the front lines of the Karabakh 
War, which he reported on in 
the influential Azerbaijan Diary. 
He has mixed feelings about 
Azerbaijan’s possible attempts 
to recapture its occupied ter-
ritories.

“I remain really ambivalent 
about that and it comes from 
hating this thing called war on 
a profound, visceral level. I’ve 
just seen way too much of it. 
At the same time, I can under-

stand my Azerbaijani friends 
and their frustrations with 
the negotiating process. And 
whether that means they’ve got 
to include the threat of renewed 
violence in order to get back 
the occupied territories and 
maybe Karabakh, I’m not going 
to second-guess them. It’s just 
that if it does go bang, it’ll be 
really nasty, as both sides are 
determined and entrenched. If 
Azerbaijan were to go forward, 
they’d be going forward against 
an entrenched opposition that 
has been there for 10 years 

waiting for an attack and they’ll 
be attacking uphill, which isn’t 
ideal.”

Last summer, Azerbaijan 
loudly announced that its new 
military budget is larger than 
the entire Armenian govern-
ment budget.

Thomas de Waal, perhaps 
the world’s leading expert on 
the conflict, recently predicted 
that the conflict will remain 
in a deadlock. He cites three 
reasons: there is no dialogue 
or the slightest sign of goodwill 
between the two countries; 

neither government could 
withstand the public perception 
of giving in that compromise 
would require; and Azerbaijan 
will not likely go the military 
route now, as it would be costly 
and damaging at a time when 
the country is finally develop-
ing some infrastructure and 
creating a bit of wealth.

The Azerbaijani refugees 
now sit hoping for a day when 
they can finally return to their 
homes behind Armenian lines, 
but barring an unforeseen event, 
that day will not come soon.

tion de Gaza écoute seulement 
les nouvelles et les coups de feu 
», a confié Nabil Diab, chargé 
des relations publiques pour le 
Croissant Rouge palestinien à 
Gaza ville.

« Les gamins avaient 
l’habitude de jouer aux “Pales-
tiniens contre les Israéliens“. 
Maintenant, ils jouent au “Fatah 
contre le Hamas“ », dit le père 

de deux enfants.
Le Centre Al-Mezan pour 

les Droits de l’Homme à Gaza a 
dénombré 63 morts et plus de 
300 blessés durant les combats 
de décembre entre le Hamas et 
le Fatah.

Ces affrontements armés 
ont lieu dans l’une des régions 
les plus densément peuplées du 
monde et font énormément de 
victimes civiles : huit enfants 
tués et plus de 30 blessés 

durant le mois de janvier. Une 
souffrance de plus pour les 
habitants de Gaza qui ont vécu 
60 ans de déplacements forcés 
et sept années de guerre longue 
et oppressante avec Israël.

Les Palestiniens restent 
lucides sur les conséquences 
de cette lutte politique interne. 
Cette phrase lâchée à IPS par 
une habitante de Gaza, pressée 
de rentrer chez elle avec ses 
courses, résume bien leurs 

inquiétudes : « Si ces combats 
continuent, nous allons nous 
anéantir nous-mêmes ».

Sources : IPS, « U.S. 
Backing for Fatah Stirs New 
Conflict »

Traduction : Campagne 
Civile Internationale pour 
la Protection du Peuple Pal-
estinien (CCIPPP) et Vivien 
Jaboeuf

» “Waiting” from page 9

» “Conflit” from page 13

about Palestinian rights and 
Palestinian suffering at the 
same time as I wrote about 
South African Apartheid, 
and the legitimate rights of 
the South African majority. 
I suppose the South African 
consulate in those days did call 
my editors once in a while, but 
since I could not be silenced on 
my facts, what the paper did 
was allow colleagues of mine 
to peddle the official line. So 
on one page--mostly in the 
business section--articles that 
were praising the [apartheid] 
system as a free economy and 
a bulwark against Communism 
and an outpost of the free 
world. And other colleagues 
were invited by the South Africa 
Foundation and other organiza-
tions just to peddle that line. 
But I was writing about the 
Freedom Charter, I was writing 
about exclusion, which was also 
part of the reality. So you had in 
the same paper the two views. 
And I appreciate that. I think 
newspapers in a free society 
should reflect the diversity of 
views.

It seems that that diversity 
of views can be seen less 
and less in Canadian news-
papers. Have you noticed 
a decline in that kind of 
diversity of reporting?  It 
seems that La Presse has to 
some extent resisted that, 
so I’m wondering if you see 
a trend?

As you say, [La Presse] seems to 
have held out, but I would say 
that over the past fifteen years, 
La Presse has also converged 
with the rest of the dominant 
media. I think there is less and 
less of a relaxed attitude about 
my writing, for example. You 
know, you feel it in intuition--

But there nothing tangible? 
There’s no anecdote that 
you could point to and 
say...

Well, the one story is my article 
from Iraq. In April of 2003, when 
the American troops moved into 
Baghdad and toppled the statue 
of Saddam Hussein, I was right 
there. I experienced it all, and 

saw it with my own eyes. I 
was in a small hotel behind 
the Palestine Hotel, belonging 
to an Iraqi family. The owner 
had brought his entire family 
into the hotel for the duration 
of the bombing. He had even 
brought neighbours, so there 
were Muslims and Christians 
and Kurds and Arabs, all in that 
little hotel. They watched all of 
this on TV, and I talked to them, 
and there was no joy. There was 
a great feeling of humiliation. 
One young man told me, “We 
are happy that this statue is 
toppled, but we are humiliated 
that it was not done by Iraqis.” 
The following day, while 
Rumsfeld was crowing about 
the Iraqi people “receiving us as 
liberators” et cetera, the check-
points started going up around 
the Palestine Hotel, and jeeps 
with machine guns and soldiers 
patrolling. And suddenly, you 
feel that this distrust between 
the Iraqis and the US troops 
was very, very thick. I wrote a 
piece to, in a way, debunk the 
operation of the statue and to 
say that the real war begins now. 
I think it was a 1200-word story. 

I was there and had no way to 
check what was being printed; 
I was sending stories every day. 
When I got back, I gathered 
articles and saw that that par-
ticular piece had been cut down 
to about 300 words, and the 
language had been changed 
completely, to the point that it 
was saying the opposite of what 
I was trying to say. 

That’s one specific example, 
and there’s no doubt that people 
in charge, the editors, my 
immediate boss, were watching 
all of this on CNN and realized 
that what I was writing from 
there was exactly the opposite 
of what CNN was telling them. 

To me that is a very good 
example of the kind of changes 
that are taking place. In 30 
years of journalism, it has never 
happened to me and it seems to 
me that there is more and more 
convergence, that there is a kind 
of uniform thinking in the West 

[To be continued in Part II.]
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More than a year and a half 
has gone by since the referen-
dum took place in Sipacapa, and 
community members continue 
to await confirmation from the 
constitutional court that the 
results of the referendum will 
provide them with enough legal 
backing to keep mining out of 
their municipality.

In an e-mail interview 
with The Tyee, Jeff Wilhoit, 
VP of investor relations at 
Goldcorp, pointed out that 
“President [Oscar] Berger has 
observed that Goldcorp is the 
single largest taxpayer ever in 
Guatemala.” With such large 
financial interests opposed to 
its outcome, legal recognition 
of the referendum is far from 
guaranteed.

Wilhoit explains the 
company’s position by stating 
that “two rulings by the courts 
at that time ruled the referen-
dums to be unconstitutional. 
Those rulings are still in place. 
Goldcorp’s perspective is that 
we will abide by the rule of 
law as defined by the courts 
and governmental bodies in 
Guatemala.”

$150,000 ‘gift’ from 
Goldcorp

In a 2005 report com-
missioned by the World Gold 
Council -- of which Goldcorp is 
a member -- author Jill Leyland 
stated that major mining 
companies “are committed 
to working with the local 
community and carrying out 
extensive consultations from 
development onwards.”

But despite the referendum 
results, Goldcorp continues to 
employ various strategies to 
enter into Sipacapa, including 
offering to pay individual land-
holders to drill exploration per-
forations in their land, as well 
as presenting the municipality 
with a “gift” of over $150,000 
Cdn. Neither offer has thus far 
been accepted.

Regardless of whether the 
company agrees to abide by its 
results or not, the referendum 

has also been an instrument of 
consciousness raising, whereby 
people have become more 
informed about the costs and 
benefits of mining megaproj-
ects. Community members have 
also begun to articulate a com-
prehensive alternative develop-
ment plan, presenting concrete 
possibilities for development 
that do not rely on mining.

The development priorities 
outlined by grassroots groups in 
Sipacapa give a priority to reac-
tivating the agricultural sector, 
namely by providing technical 
assistance and training to 
growers and cultivators, while 
seeking out new markets for the 
wide variety of organic products 
that grow in the region.

Payments into pavement

According to Mayor Avila 
Perez, local citizens see very 
little tangible reward from the 
royalties Goldcorp is paying. 
Last year, he says, “directly 
from royalties, we have not 
invested anything in community 
projects,” but, he continued, “all 
of the $670,000 Cdn that we 
have accrued in royalties will 
eventually be used in paving 
projects in San Miguel.”

Many people living in the 
area question the benefits that 
paving will bring, while many 
people’s basic needs go unsatis-
fied.

Roberto Marani, who is in 
charge of the Catholic church 
in Sipacapa, noted that “for 
peasant farmers, paved roads 
will only cause pain in the feet 
of their horses.”

One community activist in 
San Miguel Ixtahuacán, wishing 
to stay anonymous because of 
repeated threats of violence 
from workers at the mine, told 
The Tyee, “We want the mining 
company to pull out, because 
they have not fulfilled their 
promises to build a hospital, 
renovate a sports complex, fix 
up the central park or pave the 
roads.” Many local residents 
echoed his concerns that the 
company has not kept its 
promises to the community.

While a number of small 
infrastructure projects have 

been carried out by the company, 
many people feel that their con-
tribution to the local economy 
has not been what is should be. 
Earlier this month, people who 
sold their lands to the company 
protested by erecting a road 
blockade for two weeks. Father 
Eric Gruloos, who has worked 
in San Miguel Ixtahuacán for 
more than 15 years, commented 
that the people on the blockades 
felt that they had been “tricked” 
by the company.

Migration, pollution and 
threats

During its operational 
phase, expected to last another 
nine years, the Marlin project 
provides 200 jobs, 160 of which 
are held by local people. In an 
area with more than 40,000 
inhabitants, 200 jobs is a drop 
in the bucket. Though the World 
Bank claims that “since con-
struction of the mine started...
migration from [San Miguel] to 
the coast (to work on sugar and 
coffee plantations) has virtually 
stopped,” the reality on the 
ground is different.

Maria Lopez, a citizen of 
San Miguel Ixtahuacán, whose 
husband is currently working 
on a plantation, said that this 
claim that people are no longer 
migrating to find work is “a lie.” 
She continued to explain that 
“right now, everyone who can is 
looking for work in the planta-
tions. Some people are working 
at the mine, but only the few 
who have an education, those 
who aren’t educated go to the 
coast, and many go the U.S.”

Fear of contamination 
is another major concern for 
residents living in the area, 
particularly due to the use of 
cyanide in extracting gold from 
rock. An independent hydrolog-
ical study released in November 
indicates that downriver from 
the mine, heavy metals are 
beginning to accumulate, and 
levels of copper, aluminium and 
manganese are already over the 
limits prescribed by the World 
Bank.

Flaviano Bianchini, the 
author of the study, has received 
continuous threats since its 

publication, and last week 
Amnesty International began 
an international campaign to 
draw attention to concerns for 
his safety.

Looking north

As the people of Sipacapa 
continue to resist mineral 
exploration in the lands, and 
the citizens of San Miguel work 
to pressure the company to 
fulfil their promises, mining at 
the Marlin project continues. 
Already more than 105,800 troy 
ounces of gold, currently valued 
at over $760 Cdn per ounce, 
have been extracted.

Goldcorp officials glowingly 
describe the Marlin project as “a 
highly prospective land package 
of approximately 100,000 
hectares that encompasses the 
main Marlin deposit and other 
important mineralized zones.”

But further expansion is 
likely to be met with more resis-
tance by locals. Many communi-
ties are organizing referendums 
to pre-empt mining activities in 
their territories, and people are 
getting better educated about 
the trade-offs that mining 
projects bring.

Organizing to force change 
in mining practices is something 
that Canadians can work on too, 
says Lopez Maldonado from the 
MTC. “Canadians need to start 
looking at where their pensions 
are, what their companies are 
up to, and what the diplomatic 
corps are doing.” His voice is 
not the only one calling for 
change, as evidenced by the 
recent Canadian Roundtables 
on the Extractive Industries, 
which concluded last November 
in Montreal.

Guatemalan journalist Luis 
Solano doesn’t mince words in 
aiming advice far north of his 
own border. “Denouncing these 
companies,” he says, “is the first 
step for Canadians to take.”

» “Gold Mine” continued 
from page 11 


