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Australia like many countries has an ever increasing concentration of wealth in the hands 

of a small elite. This is likely to produce popular dissatisfaction with governments and 

business.  The occupation movement is one example of what may become the precursor 

to massive civil unrest.  Vital resource insecurity (pressure on food and water supplies in 

particular) is aggravating social inequality the world over. The instability arising from the 

‘have nots’ demanding an equitable share will increase.   

The solutions to these threats to security are social, political and environmental, not 

military. In fact, militarisation is part of the problem. Big military budgets add to the social 

problem, robbing funds from civilian programs.  Powerful military institutions enervate 

democracy and reduce the transparency of governments. Big national arsenals add to 

environmental degradation.  

This unacceptable situation is exacerbated by increased militarization ostensibly to counter 

what are presented as threats from non-allied nation states and from terrorist groups. All 

too often these real or imagined threats are exaggerated in order to frighten Australians 

into supporting excessive military spending.  This ‘paranoid style’ of politics in which the 

nation is depicted as besieged and threatened by enemies from within and without is well 

under way in Australia. The only beneficiaries of this approach are the arms corporations; 

the losers are the Australian people. 

This style of politics fits in with Australia’s history starting from the ‘yellow peril’, ‘domino 

theory’ and now the alleged threat from China. To this is added the so called threat of 

‘radical Islam’ which allows for a beefing up of security services beyond what is reasonable 

or democratic. 

Of course there is need to have an adequate and well resourced police and military. 

However, what has developed in the US and flowed onto to Australia is the ongoing war 

on terror which has meant that these two services are already developed beyond what is 

necessary or affordable and which are now a hindrance rather than a bulwark for our 

security, economy and democracy. 

The task of the White Paper Committee is to develop a broader concept of defence and 

security for our country, not one which is exclusively or predominantly military and 

weapons based. 

Military exercises in Australia now include many civilian agencies such as the police, both 

state and federal, and emergency services. Involvement of civilian agencies enhances the 

feeling of threat and hence helps keep military spending high. 

Australia unfortunately is following the global trend in military spending. 

Global military expenditure is estimated to have totaled $1.6 trillion in 2010, $235 

for every person on the planet. This is an increase of 53 per cent since 2000 and 



accounts for 2.6 per cent of global gross domestic product..” (The Shadow World, 

Andrew Feinstein p1).   

Australian Government policy of raising military spending by 3 per cent a year saw military 

spending increase by 50 per cent within a few short years despite the lack of any external 

threat.  In 2012 there was the welcomed reduction of about $7 billion but the Government 

has not committed itself to cancelling any of the big ticket items that will heap massive 

military expenditure on the Australian people for years to come.   

“Consider the cost implications of just three of the planned purchases: the twelve 

new submarines, 100 F-35 joint strike fighters and three air warfare destroyers. 

Their currently estimated purchase prices (respectively $25 billion, $16 billion and 

$6 billion) bear little resemblance to their through-life cost. Assuming conservatively 

(very conservatively) that the through-life cost is three times the purchase price, the 

cost of the submarines will amount to $100 billion, the joint strike fighters $64 billion 

and the air-warfare destroyers $24 billion. Total cost: $188 billion over their service 

lives.” (A Few Billion Here, A Few Billion There by Geoffrey Barker in Inside Story, 

5/5/2009) 

The other factor that increases military expenditure is Australia’s alliance with a super 

power that demands increasing expenditure on the military from its allies.  It is necessary 

that we extract ourselves from this alliance and purchase only what is appropriate for 

Australia’s needs. 

The Government is apparently unaware or unresponsive to the fact that the arms trade 

operates on collusion between world leaders, intelligence operatives, corporations at the 

cutting edge of technological development, financiers and bankers, transporters, shady 

middlemen, money launderers and common criminals. These relationships lie at the heart 

of the many cost overruns, purchase of non performing weapons and scandals that have 

embroiled the Australian Government.   

Chris Berg writing for the Drum 25/5/2010 says: 

“But the list of Defence projects that are over-budget and mishandled is pretty 

impressive. 

The $16 billion F-35 Joint Strike Fighter is well on its way to becoming as iconic a 

debacle as the Collins class submarine. The Seasprite helicopter was cancelled in 

2008, because it was already running seven years late, and we'd already spent $1 

billion on it. 

The Wedgetail airborne early warning program is four years overdue. The Tiger 

Armed Reconnaissance Helicopter: also four years overdue, and mired in 

contractual disputes. 

The upgrade of the M113 armoured personnel carriers are three years overdue. 

The Auditor General found the M113 upgrade had been characterised by "poor 

project management practices; ineffective project planning; inadequately defined 

project objectives; and technical problems". 

Indeed, "poor" is a word commonly encountered in Defence audit reports. A report 

published in March covering explosives procurement documented poor budgeting 

practices, poor lines of responsibility, poor contract management, and poor project 

administration.” 



We are not arguing that Australia should have no weapons; we are arguing that the 

Government spend wisely and soberly on Australia’s real needs, on an approach that will 

help create confidence and security, an approach that puts Australia first. 

As Feinstein says, “the scale of defence spending in countries both under threat and 

peaceable results in the massive diversion of resources from crucial social and 

development needs, which in itself feeds instability’”. 

Australia has such social and development needs. Two examples are in the Gonski report 

and the National Disability Scheme. Australian Governments frequently say such things 

cannot be funded because we do not have enough money.  Part of the problem in 

Australia’s case is massive diversion of resources to the military and part of the solution is 

to divert this spending to social and development needs. 

Feinstein also points out that 

“the corrupt and secretive way the arms industry operates undermines accountable 

democracy in both buying and selling countries. The arms trade accounts for over 

40 per cent of corruption in all world trade. The combination of the sheer magnitude 

of the contracts, the very small number of people who make the purchasing 

decisions and the cloak of national security lends itself to bribery and corruption on 

a massive scale. Some states are active participants in this illegality, while many 

more are content to countenance the behaviour. Almost all governments make 

weapons procurement decisions with huge financial implications that are neither 

cost-effective nor in the best interests of their countries. And the goods purchased 

often cost far more than initially quoted, are not able to perform as promised, and 

are produced or delivered years behind schedule.” 

Huge military spending means that Australia is involved in a parallel world of money, 

corruption, deceit and death. This world operates according to its own rules, largely 

unscrutinised, bringing enormous benefits to the chosen few, and suffering and 

immiseration to millions. Feinstein says that the trade “> corrodes our democracies, 

weakens already fragile states and often undermines the very national security it purports 

to strengthen.”  

As if to illustrate these points, the ABV TV Four Corners program 18/2/2013 reported that 

the contract for the F35s was signed by John Howard in a hotel room in Washington on his 

own with a company that is notorious for corrupt practices!  Equally good contractors from 

French, Russian and Chinese companies did not get a fair go at tendering for the 

replacements of the F111.  

The positive economic impact of the arms business is often overstated by the powerful PR 

machines, think-tanks and lobbyists who the arms industry funds. Not only are the 

numbers of job opportunities greatly exaggerated but these jobs usually require significant 

subsidy from the public purse that could be used to create far more numerous jobs in other 

sectors.  2013 is a time for less spending on the military. 
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