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The ‘Trump world’ hasn’t really changed anything; 
it has simply clarified that we are being ripped 
off, exploited and manipulated by a class that 
is only interested in profit and control. What 

Trump has achieved in the very short time he has been 
campaigning, and in the White House, is that the ‘them and 
us’ demarcation has become much clearer to more people.

It has raised to public prominence the nature of fascism. 
It has brought to the fore the need for an examination 
of capitalism and for a clear understanding of socialism 
as an alternative to a system that embodies poverty, 
homelessness, unemployment, excessive cruelty, aggressive 
wars and wealth created by the majority flowing upwards 
to the minority.

Capitalism encourages nationalism, wall building, extremism, 
white supremacy, scapegoating people for their religious 
beliefs and, worse, denying that Islam is a religion. It is a 
system that will excuse corruption and cronyism among the 
elite but will build and privatise more prisons to hold those 
committing crimes because of the life they are forced to live.

Those of us over 80 can clearly remember the rise of 
another dictator, who using similar tactics, brought us 
to World War Two and the slaughter of millions of Jews, 
communists, trade unionists, gypsies, and other groups 
considered by Hitler to be worthless (or considered to be 
threatening his path to power).

It has been said that those who deny the lessons of history 
are destined to repeat them and so today we have a clear 
choice: to remain silent, to acquiesce, to make excuses, 
to justify, or to stand up and expose the march backwards 
towards another and more sophisticated form of fascism.

We have free choice. We can turn our faces to the side 
as many did in Germany in the 1930s and pretend it isn’t 
happening again, or we can assume responsibility and speak 
out, join in and take action. We can build walls to keep 
others out or we can build economic and humanitarian 
bridges.

An article in the British Unitarian Inquirer, written by a 
Unitarian member, calls for three strands of the fight for 
justice: truth seeking, bridge building and embodying an 
alternative.

Beacon stands for the truth and, indeed, it is the basis of 
our church philosophy. Bridge building means recognising 
our international responsibilities, that people across the 
world fighting for social justice and democracy are more our 
friends and allies than Australians who fly the flag in order to 
destroy. Nationalism and patriotism must be replaced with 
internationalism and justice for all.

The Turnbull government must be condemned for its 
treatment of those who have sought refuge here and are 
now languishing on Manus and Papua. Whether Trump takes 
them or not, the damage to them and to our reputation as 
a democratic, social justice nation has forever been sullied.

The Turnbull government’s support for tax evasion, 
negative gearing, their rorts and corruption, their attacks on 
pensioners and the elderly, their efforts to destroy the trade 
union movement and their rejection of global warming are 
further examples of a system that has failed.

‘Embodying an alternative’ means refusing to 
accept the lies and distortions of the wall-
building class and looking at an alternative 
system. Capitalism has outlived its purpose and 
must go.
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Plebiscite versus a free parliamentary vote 

There is a lot of hand-wringing in Australia at 
the moment about the prospect of extending 
heterosexual marriage rights to homosexual 
couples, and in the coming months one can be 

assured it’s going to get worse. 

The federal government is determined to spend an 
estimated $160 million AUD on a non-binding plebiscite, 
with the Prime Minister claiming that ‘the fastest way to 
guarantee that there is a vote in the Parliament on gay 
marriage in this Parliament, is to support the plebiscite’ 
– apart from actually holding a free parliamentary vote, 
he should have added. In engaging in this subject, some 
often amusing correspondence has been entered into, 
both with the former MP for Tagney, Dr Dennis Jensen, 
whose opposition to marriage equality was based on the 
inability to breed (which generates some truly delicious 
contradictions), and Dr Michael Jensen, Rector at St 
Mark’s Anglican Church, Darling Point, who struggled 
to provide genuinely secular reasons for his opposition 
and was sincerely troubled that he might be a bigot. It is 
assumed that their mutual surname is coincidence: the 
genetics of ideology are not that strong.

For their part, the federal opposition, with support from 
the minor parties, has expressed a commitment to block 
the plebiscite on the grounds that other changes to the 
Marriage Act have not required a plebiscite, and nor 
should this one, and a parliamentary vote should be held 
instead. Whilst this position does have the support of 
nearly all marriage equality advocates, and would almost 
certainly pass if a free vote was held, or if a plebiscite 

was held,  the possibility exists that whilst the opposition 
and its allies could block a plebiscite, they also lack the 
numbers to force a free parliamentary vote – thus leading 
to the scenario where there is still no vote on marriage 
equality until the next parliament. This of course is an 
ideal situation for opponents of change who are almost 
certain to lose in either situation, now and in the future, 
and are determined to delay when they lose for as long 
as possible.

One of the comments that has been currently raised 
in the context of this debate is that the proposal for 
marriage equality is some sort of a radical change to what 
marriage means. Which of course raises the question, 
what does marriage mean? What has it meant in the past? 
What does it mean now? What will it mean in the future? 
Peter Costello said in 2003 that the current legislation 
has ‘always been the understanding of marriage’, and at 
the same time former prime minister John Howard said 
that preventing marriage equality was ‘not in any way an 
attack on gay people, quite the reverse …’, which is a 
very interesting proposition which will perplex logicians 
for some years to come, whereas former prime minister 
Tony Abbott more recently argued, ‘Now, they [same-
sex couples] demand as their right what they recently 
scorned; they demand what was unimaginable in all 
previous times.’ In reality, the further one investigates 
this as sociology, as history, as cultural anthropology, 
and even as futurology, the greater the discovery that 
the definition of marriage has changed a great deal both 
within and between cultures, and will do so even further 
into the future. 

CHANGING DEFINITIONS          
OF MARRIAGE:                       

PAST, PRESENT AND FUTURE

An address given at the Melbourne Unitarian Church on Sunday 4 September 2016 By Lev Lafayette

PART 1
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A Trillion Dollars for  
Nuclear Weapons – 
Dangerous & Costly  
in So Many Ways

Historical and traditional culture  
marriage systems
Defined broadly, marriage is a cultural universal. That 
is, all societies have some sort of ritual or legal contract 
between parties that establishes certain obligations 
between each other and other associations so defined, 
to establish family relations. These obligations often 
incorporate an aspect of sexual interpersonal relationships 
and distribution of personal and private property. It is 
usually also associated with determining legitimacy of 
offspring in heterosexual unions and associated family 
membership and property rights that go along with 
that. Apart from this, however, as anthropologists have 
determined, there is enormous variation between who 
can marry who, how it is arranged, what age that people 
can be married, and what the sexual orientation of the 
partners must be. 

How many partners are involved in a marriage? The 
Ethnographic Atlas study of 1,231 societies noted that 
186 were monogamous, 453 had occasional polygyny, 588 
had frequent polygyny, whilst only 4 had polyandry. The 
relatively low number of societies that practise polyandry 
compared to polygyny is certainly at least in part due to the 
gendered distribution of wealth, and the actual practice of 
polygyny is less than the numbers indicate as additional 
wealth is required to sustain multiple wives, and further 
complicated where such practices are technically illegal 
but still occur as a cultural norm. Another complexity 
is that most monogamous societies allow for a serial 
implementation, that is, one partner 
in marriage at a time – with 
multiple potential partners 
over a lifetime depending on 
death or divorce. In addition 
to this, in traditional Hawaii 
the relationship of punalua 
was a form of group marriage 
as followed by the Kroki, 
Kumite and Tiwi people of 
Indigenous Australia and the 
Nivkh people of Sakahalin 
Island.

For those who prefer the 
biblical tradition, Abraham had three wives (Gen 16:1-
3, 25-1), David had at least ten wives and concubines 
(1 Samuel 18:27, 1 Samuel 25:39, 1 Samuel 25:43-44, 2 
Samuel 3:3-5, etc.), and King Solomon ‘had seven hundred 
wives of royal birth and three hundred concubines’ (Kings 
11:3). If a man ‘lay hold’ on an unmarried woman and is 
discovered, he must pay her father fifty shekels and marry 
the woman, with no possibility of divorce (Deuteronomy 
22:28-29) – this is meant to be punishment for the 
man, by the way. The victim’s opinion in this matter 
is not of consequence. If a man dies, his brother shall 
marry the widow (Deuteronomy 25:5); and you can 
absolutely forget about mixed-race marriages, except of 
course, as spoils of war (cf. Genesis 24:3-4, 25:23, 28:2, 
Deuteronomy 7:1-3, 23:2, Ezra 10:2). If a married woman 
is discovered not to be a virgin, she shall be stoned to 
death, likewise executed are those who commit adultery, 
and a woman and her lover if she is engaged to another 
man (Deuteronomy 22:20-24) will also be executed. 
One wonders if the advocates of a ‘traditional biblical 
marriage’ have really thought this through.

Another cross-cultural norm of traditional marriage was 
arranged betrothals and child brides, with girls being 
married at far greater proportions than boys, which is 
also explicable through gendered property relations. 
Dating back from the Code of Hammurabi from ancient 
Babylon, dating back almost four thousands years, are 
explicit rules for the payments of dowry and bride price. 
Poorer families would often betroth their girl as soon as 
they had the resources to pay the dowry, and conversely, 
where a bride price exists, a further incentive exists to 
poorer families to effectively sell their young daughters. 
The practice of dowry and bride price was carried out 
in ancient Greece, Judaism, the Roman Empire, China 
and arguably in India, and with bride price alone in Islam 
(Mahr). Traditionally, religious authorities have determined 
the age of marriage; Christian ecclesiastical law, Islamic 
religious law, and Jewish rabbis typically discouraged the 
marriage of a girl before the age of puberty, whereas the 
Vedic scriptures propose the age of a girl’s marriage to 
be three years after the onset of puberty. Indeed it was 
not really until the 20th century CE that there was a 
substantial movement to raise the minimum marriageable 
age. Today, whilst subject to significant international 
campaigns, the minimum marriageable age is between 
16 and 18 in most countries, but with child marriages 
persisting in some sub-Saharan countries: in Niger, Chad, 
Bangladesh, Mali and Ethiopia their child marriage rates 
are greater than 20% below the age of 15. There is 
extensive and overwhelming research which indicates 
that girls in child marriages are more likely to suffer from 
domestic violence, marital rape, complications from 

pregnancy and childbirth, 
illiteracy and enduring 
poverty.

Traditional marriage 
advocates may not be 
particularly keen to 
discover that same-sex 
unions have been known 
throughout history, at 
least in cultures where 
such practices weren’t 
persecuted. Same-sex 
unions were certainly 
known in ancient 

Mesopotamia, Egypt, Greece and Rome, and in the 
Ming and Zhou periods of China, and among some 
130 indigenous cultures of the Americas as the ‘Two-
Spirit’ people, with the Chamush, Lakota, Navajo, 
Winnebago, and Zuni being the especially well known. 
The Christian churches, Orthodox and Catholic, had a 
religious ceremony for men, adelphopoiesis, or brother 
making, which has been described by researchers as a 
form of same-sex marriage. It must be mentioned that 
such relationships were subject to the same political 
hierarchies and inequalities of other traditional societies. 
In Greece and Roman it is well documented that the male 
same-sex relationships were often between older men 
and adolescents and sometimes even pre-pubescents. 
There are other marriages in historical and traditional 
cultures that we would consider quite unusual to say the 
least. Marriage between siblings was common in ancient 
Egypt and Greece, with Cleopatra VII marrying her brother 
Ptolemy XIII, while her mother and father, Cleopatra V and 
Ptolemy XII, had also been brother and sister.                                                         
       END OF PART 1

Traditional marriage advocates may not be 
particularly keen to discover that same-
sex unions have been known throughout 
history, at least in cultures where such 
practices weren’t persecuted.
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Let’s talk about President Obama’s legacy, shall we?

This was a candidate who was ushered into office 
promising hope and change, pledging to put an end to the 
endless wars that were bankrupting the country (he was 
actually awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in anticipation of 
his efforts to bring about world peace), and vowing to put 
an end to the corporate revolving door that had turned 
our republic into an oligarchy.

After eight years in office, Barack Obama leaves our 
nation with a weakened Constitution that has been 
dealt one crippling blow after another by court rulings 
and government overreach, with more militarised 
police empowered to shoot first and ask questions later, 
with more SWAT team raids, with more government 
corruption, with more debt than ever before ($19 trillion 
and rising), with more racial tensions bubbling over into 
confrontations, with even greater surveillance intruding 
into the privacy of the citizenry, with less tolerance for 
free speech and thought, with taxpayers groaning under 
the weight of even more taxes disguised as fines and 
fees, with a more ‘imperial’ president empowered to 
act unilaterally through the use of signing statements and 
executive orders, with a greater risk of blowback from 
military occupations, drone strikes and endless wars 
abroad, and with a citizenry more broken and oppressed 
than ever.

In other words, Obama leaves our nation worse off than 
when he took office.

You won’t hear any of this from Obama, who believes 
he would have been re-elected had he been permitted 
to run for a third term. Nor will you hear it from the 
celebrities who are quick to sing Obama’s praises, while 
likening Donald Trump to Hitler. And you certainly won’t 
hear it from those who are staging sit-ins, marches and 
acts of civil disobedience to protest Trump’s election, 
while having failed to voice even a whisper of protest over 
Obama’s long list of civil liberties abuses.

Yet the reality we must contend with is that the world is 
a far more dangerous place today than it was eight years 
ago, and Obama must shoulder some of the blame for 
that. As President Harry S Truman recognised, ‘The buck 
stops here’.

How did we come to this?

How did a politician who showed such potential and 
managed to ignite such positive feelings among the 
citizenry, young and old alike, go from being a poster 
child for hope and change to being the smiling face of a 
government that is blind, deaf and dumb to the needs of 
its citizens?

Let me answer my own question in a roundabout way by 
quoting something Meryl Streep said in her recent Golden 
Globe acceptance speech.

Ostensibly taking aim at Trump for imitating a disabled 
reporter, Streep declared: ‘This instinct to humiliate, 
when it’s modeled by someone in the public platform, 
by someone powerful, it filters down into everybody’s 
life, because it kind of gives permission for other people 
to do the same thing. Disrespect invites disrespect. 
Violence incites violence. And when the powerful use 
their position to bully others, we all lose’.

Streep is right in one sense.

We all lose when the powerful inflict violence, humiliation, 
disrespect on others.

However, where Streep goes wrong is in failing to 
recognise that ‘we the people’ have been on the losing 
end of this relationship long before Trump’s name was 
even being batted about as a possible candidate for the 
White House.

Indeed, the agents of the Obama administration – 
many of whom belong to that permanent government 
bureaucracy that is unaltered by elections and flows in 
a continuous line from one president to another – have 

WE ALL LOSE: OBAMA’S LEGACY 
AND WHAT IT MEANS FOR A 

TRUMP PRESIDENCY
By John W Whitehead, 9 January 2017

‘This light of history is pitiless; it has a strange and divine quality that, luminous as it is, and 
precisely because it is luminous, often casts a shadow just where we saw a radiance; out of the 
same man it makes two different phantoms, and the one attacks and punishes the other, the 
darkness of the despot struggles with the splendor of the captain. Hence a truer measure in the 
final judgment of the nations. Babylon violated diminishes Alexander; Rome enslaved diminishes 
Caesar; massacred Jerusalem diminishes Titus. Tyranny follows the tyrant. Woe to the man who 
leaves behind a shadow that bears his form.’ Victor Hugo, Les Misérables
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been consistently and persistently inflicting violence, 
humiliation and disrespect on the citizenry for the past 
eight years.

Every time a SWAT team funded by government 
grants crashes through a door, that’s an infliction of 
violence. Every drone strike that kills innocent civilians 
is inflicting violence on the less powerful. Every roadside 
stop that ends with an unwarranted strip search is 
inflicting humiliation on the less powerful. Every law 
that criminalises the speech or activities of those whose 
views may not jibe with the mainstream is tantamount to 
government-sanctioned bullying.

So for those lamenting the perils of a Trump presidency, 
who have been quick to blame racism, sexism and even 
the Russians for Trump’s electoral victory, you might want 
to consider the old Native American proverb that says 
‘Every time you point a finger in scorn – there are three 
remaining fingers pointing right back at you’.

As civil rights activist Cornel West concluded, ‘The reign 
of Obama did not produce the nightmare of Donald 
Trump – but it did contribute to it. And those Obama 
cheerleaders who refused to make him accountable bear 
some responsibility’.

West goes on to document the many missteps that 
contributed to Obama’s failed legacy: his allegiance to 
Wall Street, the drone strikes that have killed innocent 
civilians, the demonisation of whistleblowers, the killing 
of US citizens without due process, and his refusal to 
hold police accountable for excessive force and civil rights 
violations among others.

As West writes for The Guardian:

‘[T]he mainstream media and academia failed to highlight 
these painful truths linked to Obama. Instead, most 
well paid pundits on TV and radio celebrated the 
Obama brand. And most black spokespeople shamelessly 
defended Obama’s silences and crimes in the name 
of racial symbolism and their own careerism. How 
hypocritical to see them now speak truth to white power 
when most went mute in the face of black power. Their 
moral authority is weak and their newfound militancy is 
shallow.’

Let me also say that this is not only an indictment of all 
that Obama has failed to do in the past eight years. It 
is also an indictment of those administrations prior to 
Obama, Democrat and Republican alike, which have 
contributed to our present sorry state of affairs. And it is 
a warning to Trump as he begins to carve out a path for 
his own administration.

Every time I write one of these diatribes about the 
government, I’m always asked ‘What can I do to push 
back against the government?’

My answer, which I flesh out in greater detail in my book 
Battlefield America: The War on the American People, is 
always the same: When all is said and done, politicians 
are only as effective, trustworthy and accountable as 
they are made to be. And they are only made to be 

effective, trustworthy and accountable when the citizenry 
stays engaged, informed and active in the workings of 
government.

One of the best models I know for a citizen who took 
the duties of citizenship to heart every moment of the 
day was my good friend, mentor and hero Nat Hentoff 
– one of the nation’s most respected, controversial and 
uncompromising writers and a lifelong champion of the 
First Amendment – who passed away on Saturday, 7 
January 2017, at the age of 91.

Nat was a radical in the best sense of the word, a feisty, 
fiercely loyal, inveterate freedom fighter and warrior 
journalist with a deep-seated intolerance of injustice and 
a love of America that weathered the best and worst this 
nation has had to offer.

Nat didn’t live to see the last days of Obama’s reign, but 
he saw enough to describe the nation’s 44th president as 
‘possibly the most dangerous and destructive president 
we have ever had’. A few years back, I asked Nat how he 
maintains his optimism in the face of the constant barrage 
of discouraging news about government corruption, civil 
liberties abuses, war, etc.

I’ll end with Nat’s answer as he inscribed it in the 
foreword to my book A Government of Wolves: The 
Emerging American Police State:

‘Government officials like to claim that everything they 
are doing is for security, to keep America safe in the 
so-called war against terrorism. What they are really 
effectuating is a weakening of why we are Americans. 
A lot of Americans today have a very limited idea as to 
why they are Americans, let alone why we have a First 
Amendment or a Bill of Rights. People are becoming 
accustomed or conditioned to what’s going on now with 
the raping of the Fourth Amendment, for example. Too 
many Americans appear unconcerned about the loss of 
fundamental individual liberties – such as due process, 
the right to confront their government accusers in a 
courtroom, and the presumption of innocence – that 
are vital to being an American. Yet the reason we are 
vulnerable to being manipulated by the government out 
of fear is that most of us do not know and understand our 
liberties and how difficult it was to obtain them and how 
hard it is to keep them.

I have spent a lot of time studying our Founders and 
people like Samuel Adams. What Adams and the Sons 
of Liberty did in Boston was spread the word about 
the abuses of the British. They had Committees of 
Correspondence that got the word out to the colonies. 
We need Committees of Correspondence now. The 
danger we now face is admittedly greater than any we 
have had before. If I were to judge what I do and write 
on the basis of optimism, I would probably go back to 
writing novels, but I figure you have to do what you feel 
you have to do and just keep hoping and trying to get 
people to understand why we are Americans and what 
we are fighting to preserve.’ 

Source: The Rutherford Institute

TUNE INTO THE UNITARIAN HALF HOUR
EVERY SATURDAY AT 10.30 AM    3CR • 855 AM • COMMUNITY RADIO
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We’re creating a positive news network. We 
need your help.

Once again, Pope Francis has made global 
headlines, shocking reporters late Sunday 

after blaming the ‘god of money’ for the extremist violence 
that is taking place in Europe and the Middle East. A 
ruthless global economy, he argues, leads disenfranchised 
people to violence.

Responding to a question from a journalist about whether 
or not there is a link between Islam and terrorism, more 
specifically addressing the fatal attack on a priest by 
a Muslim extremist in France last week, Pope Francis 
said, ‘Terrorism grows when there is no other option, 
and as long as the world economy has at its center the 
god of money and not the person.’ ‘This is fundamental 
terrorism, against all humanity,’ he continued.

‘I ask myself how many young people that we Europeans 
have left devoid of ideals, who do not have work. Then 
they turn to drugs and alcohol or enlist in [the Islamic 
State, or ISIS],’ he said.

He believes no religion has a monopoly on violence, and 
his own experience in inter-religious dialogue has shown 
him that Muslims seek ‘peace and encounter’. ‘It is not 
right and it is not just to say that Islam is terroristic.’

‘If I speak of Islamic violence, I should speak of Catholic 
violence. Not all Muslims are violent, not all Catholics are 
violent,’ Pope Francis said, dismissing Islamic State as a 
‘small fundamentalist group’ not representative of Islam 
as a whole.

‘In almost all religions there is always a small group of 
fundamentalists,’ even in the Catholic Church, the Pope 
said. They are not necessarily physically violent, however. 
‘One can kill with the tongue as well as the knife,’ he 
explains.

Last Wednesday, Pope Francis made similar remarks, 
arguing that the current conflicts in the Middle East are 
wars over economic and political interests, not religion, 
or what is generally known as ‘Islamic Terrorism’.

‘There is war for money’, he said on Wednesday. 
‘There is war for natural resources. There is war for the 
domination of peoples. Some might think I am speaking 
of religious war. No. All religions want peace; it is other 
people who want war.’

A bold statement
This may seem self-evident to some of you, but for many 
people, these are radical claims. He shows a remarkable 
level of honesty and progressive thinking by recognising 

POPE FRANCIS: 
CAPITALISM IS 

‘TERRORISM AGAINST 
ALL OF HUMANITY’

ALANNA KETLER 23 DECEMBER 2016 COLLECTIVE-EVOLUTION.COM



17the BEACON

the real reason for this decades-long conflict, and makes 
a great point by stating that all people involved in this war 
also want peace as well.

‘All religions want peace; it is other people who want war.’

While not directly calling out who ‘the other people’ 
are, Pope Francis effectively removes blame from the 
people and even the religions themselves, marking an 
important step forward for the collective consciousness. 
It is easy for those of us who are living comfortable lives 
in Westernised countries to pass judgement, to dismiss an 

entire group of people as ‘extreme’ and ‘crazy’ and even 
‘evil’. By keeping us in that frame of mind, the people who 
propagate and profit from these wars can continue doing 
so unchallenged.

Pope Francis even calls out his own religion, pointing out 
that Catholicism has its own flaws and its own extremists. 
We are all equal, and no one religion is the best. And as 
the Pope himself suggests, all religions point towards the 
same goal, which is peace. And that’s something I think 
we can all get behind. 

PINE GAP 
– 50 YEARS TOO MANY

BY DR HANNAH MIDDLETON, AUSTRALIAN ANTI-BASES CAMPAIGN COALITION

In beautiful desert country belonging to the Arrente 
Aboriginal people, just 20 km south east of Alice 
Springs in Australia’s heart, is a collection of buildings 
and radomes, like huge white golf balls. This is the US 

military base called Pine Gap.

Set up 50 years ago, Pine Gap is one of the largest and 
most important United States war-fighting and spy bases 
in the world.
Every branch of the United States military, as well as the 
National Reconnaissance Office, National Security Agency 
and the CIA are stationed at Pine Gap. 

WHAT PINE GAP DOES
Pine Gap processes information gathered by satellites 
that span a strategically important third of the globe, 
covering China, southern Russia and the Middle East oil 
fields. These US satellites monitor the military, economic, 
political and domestic telephone, mobile, microwave and 
VHF radio communications of target countries – which 
can be US enemies but also allies.
Data processed by Pine Gap provides targets for US 
missiles, bombs and drones, intelligence for US economic 
and military activities, military command and control 
functions, information on ballistic missile tests and early 
warning of missile launches.
The base provides photographs of terrain, buildings, 
troop movements, the results of bombing raids, etc. The 
satellites map air defences, anti-ballistic missile radars and 
early-warning radars. Pine Gap also plays an important 
role in US plans to put weapons into space.

SPYING
Recently Pine Gap’s surveillance capabilities have been 
massively expanded. It is now a multi-agency, multi-
purpose, mega-intelligence centre.
Pine Gap is engaged in ‘collect-it-all’ surveillance, military 
as well as civilian, linked directly to military operations, 
including drone strikes.
For example, Edward Snowden revealed that Pine Gap 
was used to spy on phone calls made by the Indonesian 
President’s wife.

Details of phone calls, emails and travel bookings made 
by Australian trade unionists will also be collected by Pine 
Gap and shared with organisations including ASIO, MI6 
and the CIA.

KILLER DRONES
Pine Gap is one of the major US military communications 
bases for directing its deadly killer drones around the 
world. US drone strikes have killed thousands of militants 
and civilians over the last decade in countries including 
Pakistan, Afghanistan, Yemen, Somalia and Iraq.

JOBS
Hosting Pine Gap is part of the Turnbull government’s 
defence policy that is developing a military-industrial 
complex. The Australian defence industry employs 
around 25,000 people, with the global arms corporations 
accounting for around 50 per cent of these jobs.
The Turnbull government is increasing military spending 
by $29.9 billion over the next decade and is claiming 
massive economic benefits from this investment.
Preparing for war should not be regarded as a job-creation 
scheme, especially when the Defence White Paper stated 
that ‘there is no more than a remote prospect of a 
military attack by another country on Australian territory 
in the foreseeable future’.
Military spending creates fewer jobs than the same 
amount of money would have, if invested in other sectors. 
A study at George Washington University in 2011 found 
that ‘$1 million spent on the military creates 8.3 jobs, 
whereas $1 million spent on education creates 15.5 jobs, 
and $1 million spent on health care creates 14.3 jobs’.

Channelling even as little as ten per cent of the $29.9 
billion into clean energy, health care and education would 
create significantly greater opportunities for decent 
employment throughout Australia. 

Source: Peace 2000 Newsletter of the Campaign of 
International Co-operation & Disarmament August–
September 2016
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Sometimes – quite often, if I’m honest – I feel a 
sense of despair about the state of the world. If 
we look at the big picture of world events then 
there often seems to be plenty of reasons to feel 

like we’re a bit beyond hope as a species … collectively 
incapable of making wise choices … and we might well 
take the rest of the planet down with us in a catastrophic 
blow-out when we go. In many ways, here in Britain, 
over the course of my lifetime at least, we have been 
largely shielded from the very worst of the chaos. At the 
moment, there is not war playing out on our doorsteps, 
and the effects of climate change are as yet not sweeping 
most of our homes away. But political upheaval is having 
an impact, ever closer to home, or so it seems to me. 
Policies that serve to concentrate wealth in the hands of 
the few are evermore the norm and those basic rights 
that had seemed sacrosanct for so long in this country 

– the welfare state, free education, social housing, the 
NHS – are being whittled away, one by one. The gulf 
between the haves and have-nots seems to get greater by 
the year and there is a scary tendency to scapegoat those 
in genuine need as ‘scroungers’ to justify the starvation of 
funds to vital public services and to stir up disregard for 
the common good.

Spectrum of political opinions
Those of us who preach are generally discouraged from 
talking about politics. In general it’s quite a sensible policy. 
Across the Unitarian movement there is undoubtedly 
a spectrum of opinion. (Though perhaps we might say 
there tends to be a general leaning on those issues I’ve 
just mentioned.) It is quite understandable that we feel 
squeamish about prodding at potentially divisive issues. 
But, I would say, squaring up to injustice is a central, 

STAND UP 
FOR THE 

COMMON GOOD 
BY JANE BLACKALL
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essential aspect of being religious, in any meaningful sense. 
It’s a significant historical strand of all the major faith 
traditions. If we think back to the heroes and heroines of 
the past, they were often awkward so-and-sos. They saw 
injustice in their time, and spoke prophetically of it, and 
made a nuisance of themselves.

In a book called Resist! Christian Dissent for the 21st 
Century Michael G Long writes: ‘Make no mistake about 
it: Christianity is resistance, its character indelibly marked 
by opposition to political powers that undermine the 
biblical values of peace and liberation. Christianity is also 
resistance to economic powers that show contempt for 
the justice of God … The prophets focused their sights on 
the evils of economic injustice … they directed rage-filled 
words against the unjust 
accumulation of land and 
wealth … [to be direct] 
Christianity is resistance 
to economic forces that 
create cycles of poverty 
which leave people 
without access to the 
material goods they need 
to survive and flourish.’

Those words from Michael 
G Long are framed for 
a mainstream Christian 
audience, but our Unitarian tradition stems from the 
same heritage and we share those values, don’t we? We 
would want to stand for justice, peace, liberation. What 
might that look like in practice, today? There are, of 
course, all sorts of approaches we can take to resisting 
injustice. I’m going to highlight three broad strands where 
we might focus our efforts. For short, I’ll call them ‘truth 
seeking’, ‘bridge building’, and ‘embodying an alternative’.

Three strands of the fight for justice
1. Truth seeking: You can think of this in a number of 
different ways. An inner truth seeking, an outer truth 
seeking, and a cosmic truth seeking. For starters, though, 
they’re all connected. There’s something to be said for 
attending to our own inner reality, working on our own 
‘stuff’, our own values and virtues, and really knowing 
ourselves in all our varied shades. This sort of honest 
self-knowledge is the foundation of understanding and 
compassion for others that I would say is the foundation 
for seeking justice, peace, and liberation for all. And 
there’s a lot to be said for seeking the bigger truths, the 
meaning and purpose, at a cosmic level, which is probably 
what a lot of us are doing in chapels and meetinghouses on 
a Sunday morning. But at a more mundane level, thinking 
about the state of the world and our current political 
situation, truth seeking might just amount to critical 
thinking, taking nothing at face value, being aware of the 
vested interests and distortion that are widespread in the 
mass media. Both the recent EU referendum campaigning 
and, in the states, Donald Trump’s presidential bid, may 
be said to characterise ‘post-truth politics’.

Mischief, propaganda, and outright lies abound and there 
seems to be no consequences for those who peddle such 
rot. But in the end there will be grim consequences for all 
of us – individuals and communities – who are taken in by 
it. So one major strand of resistance is what I’d call ‘truth 
seeking’ in its many and varied forms.

2. Bridge building: Each of us needs to cultivate 
relationships with people who are not like us. Try to mix 
with people of different backgrounds, different ages, 
different life experiences, and – this is the one that I find 
most challenging – different political viewpoints. It’ll do 
us all good. Speak your truth, and listen to theirs, with 
an aim of mutual understanding. It’s not easy. I’m not 
especially talking about going to interfaith meetings or 
joining neighbourhood committees (though both those 
things are laudable). I’m mainly talking about making 
personal connections. There’s a bit of a tendency – 
especially for those of us who use social media – to 
end up in echo chambers where we are surrounded by 
people like us who hold more or less similar opinions. 

If we think we’ve got some 
truths to share then we need 
to reach out beyond our 
own cliques. Speaking up and 
challenging other people’s 
(friends’) opinions about 
issues that are important. It’s 
hard but necessary work. It’s 
so tempting just to keep our 
mouths shut for a quiet life. 
And undoubtedly we’ve got 
stuff to learn from people 
whose lives are significantly 
different.

3. Embodying an alternative: As John Cobb said: ‘We 
hold up the picture of an alternative … it is important 
that people know that the self-destructive world in which 
we now live is not the only possible one. Together with 
[others who share these values] we must proclaim that 
‘another world is possible’ and then make this possibility 
visible.’ And I say that involves speaking up for those 
values and living by them for all to see. Doing our best, 
as the flawed and fabulous humans that we are, as 
the peculiar and promising community that we are, to 
embody those ideals of justice, peace, liberation.

There is some great work being done by religious 
progressives in the US on this front. You may have heard 
about the ‘Moral Mondays’ protests which started in 
North Carolina. A broad coalition of religious voices has 
joined together to stand up against injustice. Their stated 
aim is to ‘redefine morality in American politics and 
challenge leaders of faith and moral courage to be more 
vocally opposed to harmful policies that disproportionately 
impact the poor, people who are ill, children, immigrants, 
communities of colour, and religious minorities … [and 
to] rise above hatred, fear, and left/right politics, in order 
to reach the highest values of love and justice.’ They also 
affirm rights for lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender 
people and they also speak up for reproductive health 
rights. I imagine it was no mean feat pulling together 
something that they could all sign up to.

I can do something
Wouldn’t it be amazing if progressive religious types over 
here could do something like that? I’d love to be part of 
such a thing – speaking prophetically against injustice in all 
its forms from a progressive religious standpoint instead 
of being timid – it’s what we are called to do.

Sometimes people argue that religious groups should stay 
out of politics and remain neutral but I recall the words 
of the historian and activist Howard Zinn who said: ‘It is 

Each of us needs to cultivate relationships 
with people who are not like us.
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impossible to be neutral. In a world already moving in 
certain directions, where wealth and power are already 
distributed in certain ways, neutrality means accepting 
the way things are now. It is a world of clashing interests 
– war against peace, nationalism against internationalism, 
equality against greed, and democracy against elitism – 
and it seems to me both impossible and undesirable to be 
neutral in those conflicts.’

On all of these fronts, there’s a limit to what any one 
person – or small community – can do. And it’s easy to 
feel personally or collectively overwhelmed (especially 
in moments of crisis). There’s a balance to be struck. 
Each one of us will need to step back from time to time. 
The world needs each one of us to do what we can – 
and not to disengage altogether – but at the same time 
we need to practise self-care if not self-preservation. 
It’s a balancing act. Even if our circles of influence – 
those people, communities, and causes we can have 
a noticeable influence on – are much smaller than our 
circles of concern – there is nearly always something 
positive and outward looking we can do. There are 
some well-known words from Edward Everett Hale, a 
19th-century Unitarian minister, which come to mind: 

‘I am only one, but still I am one. 

I cannot do everything, but still I can do something;

And because I cannot do everything, I will not refuse to 
do the something that I can do.’

Build bridges, fight injustice
So let us do whatever we can to resist injustice in all 
its forms – to seek truth, build bridges, and embody an 
alternative way of living – standing up for justice, peace, 
liberation, and showing loving kindness to the world.

I want to end with some words of encouragement from 
Howard Zinn:

‘To be hopeful in bad times is not just foolishly romantic. 
It is based on the fact that human history is a history not 
only of cruelty, but also of compassion, sacrifice, courage, 
kindness. What we choose to emphasise in this complex 
history will determine our lives.

‘If we see only the worst, it destroys our capacity to do 
something. If we remember those times and places – 
and there are so many – where people have behaved 
magnificently, this gives us the energy to act, and at least 
the possibility of sending this spinning top of a world in 
a different direction. And if we do act, in however small 
a way, we don’t have to wait for some grand utopian 
future. The future is an infinite succession of presents, 
and to live now as we think human beings should live, in 
defiance of all that is bad around us, is itself a marvellous 
victory.’

Jane Blackall is a member of Essex Unitarians, Kensington.

Source: The Inquirer, The voice of British and Irish 
Unitarians and Free Christians 

31 December 2016

A Beacon reader, keen to promote Beacon, leaves his copy in public places such as 
transport or waiting rooms and passing it on to friends once he has finished reading it. 
You may like to do the same. More importantly, you can help promote the journal by 
seeking out new subscribers. Help to build our journal which promotes the truth; it is 
urgently needed in today’s world. Let’s double our readership.
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Increase our circulation:
Nominate potential subscribers for three 

free monthly copies without ongoing 
obligation! (Try before you buy.)

Our church is a public and usable asset with 
portable seating and excellent conference, 
meeting and function facilities. We welcome 
its use by those who support our motto ‘Seek 
the Truth and Serve Humanity’. Interested 
individuals or groups can contact the church 
office – we would be delighted to speak to 
you. A donation is payable.
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Hello
Please change Penny Goonan’s subscription to John 
Goonan as Penny has now passed away.

Regards

Ben Goonan (Penny & John’s son)

PS Mum really liked your magazine!

Dear Sir 
At 82 years of age and a subscriber of about 40 years –          
I still admire and appreciate the Beacon.

L Elliott, WA

The Editor 
Thank you for a great newsletter.

G Wilce, VIC

Dear Sir
Joel S Hirschhorn must be pleased. About 50% of the 
potential American electorate did not vote.

John Pilger must be pleased. Hillary Clinton will not 
become ‘the most dangerous president of the United 
States in (his) lifetime’.

Joe Camilleri must be pleased. Hillary Clinton will not be 
‘preserving and strengthening military alliances, notably 
NATO’ or ‘holding China accountable, etc.’

There is one problem – for America and for the world. 
By not voting (and please remember that ideologues 
and fanatics do vote), the Electoral College was able to 
subvert the will of the majority of those who did vote and 
Donald Trump is now president elect. I do hope those 
three gentlemen are pleased.

S Rogers, NSW

The Editor
I am sad, indeed, that the additional subscriptions I used 
to send are no longer possible; each of the people has 
now died.

Please accept my donation of $100.

J Woodman, NSW

The Editorial Board
The Beacon
Thank you for continuing to send the Beacon even though 
the sub was due in April 2016.

Please find the enclosed cheque to cover the year 2016 
and for the extra $20 to cover 2017.

I wish to tell you also that my husband WA Belling passed 
away on the 18 May last year – he always enjoyed and 
appreciated the articles in the Beacon.

My grandson, Clinton Shoemark, appreciates the 
magazine in the same way as my husband did and I would 
like you to send the future Beacons to him at the same 
address as above.

Yours sincerely and best wishes.

F Belling, NSW

Dear Sir
I am sorry that my subscription is late. I have had some 
troubles during the latter half of 2016, but hopefully 2017 
will see some improvements.

I enjoy your publication very much and congratulate you 
for keeping us so well informed. That is why I am giving a 
subscription to a good friend who I am sure will enjoy the 
Beacon as much as I do.

Keep up the good work. The ‘Beacon’ is a good name – a 
shining light in all the dark misinformation and half-truths 
that surround us in most of our media.

Yours sincerely 

S Bains, NSW 

Dear Beacon
Enclosed is my renewal subscription/donation for 2017.

I look forward to receiving the articles and other items 
in the Beacon, many revealing the dangers to democracy 
and peace.

The Australian government seems to be out of touch 
with poverty, often ignoring or denying the plight of many 
groups of people in Australia and overseas.

Best wishes for 2017.

Sincerely

H Williams, QLD

from our readers
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