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THE MINISTRY of Defence 
has come under heavy criti-
cism in Parliament after 
the apparent theft of Des 
Browne, the Secretary of 
State for Defence, left unat-
tended in a taxi last Tuesday. 

Mr Browne is believed 
to contain the personal de-
tails of his close friends and 
relatives, as well as memo-
ries, hopes and fears - in-
formation that could cause 
havoc in the wrong hands.

While David Cameron de-
scribed the disappearance 
as “yet more evidence that 
this Labour government 
drinks blood, punches ba-
bies and smells of wee”, 
the Ministry of Defence 
have been quick to calm 
the fears of the nation. 

In a statement last Mon-
day, they reminded pan-
icked britons that Hilary 
Benn once went miss-
ing for three weeks “only 

to be found alive and 
well under some books”.

Despite these reassuranc-
es, many people who know 
Des Browne are terrified 
that their details will end 
up in the hands of a wrong-
moralled crime-doer. 

Security analysts esti-
mate that the information 
contained in Des Browne 
could be worth up to £500 
on the black market, and 
even more to white people.

GEORGE Galloway, the con-
troversial idiot, claimed to-
day that the US is responsible 
for the deaths of half a mil-
lion Iraqi children between 
1990 and 1999 because of 
its use of trade sanctions to 
withhold humanitarian aid.

The claim, his most out-
rageous yet, is based on the 
hilarious notion that the 
blocking of hundreds of hu-
manitarian contracts by the 

US government under the 
guise of the Oil for Food pro-
gram may in some way have 
contributed to the deaths of 
half a million children un-
der five during the period.

The actions of the US, in-
cluding the blocking of the 
sale of water tankers to a coun-
try where the major cause of 
infant mortality was the lack 
of clean drinking-water are, 
according to the mousta-

chioed kook, ‘reprehensible’.
Dennis Halliday and Hans 

Von Sponeck, two former 
heads of the UN Oil For 
Food program who resigned 
for ethical reasons, have ef-
fortlessly refuted Galloway’s 
claims. Halliday described 
the program as “nothing less 
than genocide”, while von 
Sponeck called it “a criminal 
policy”. Despite this, Gallo-
way continues to denounce 

the scheme, describing it as ‘a 
criminal policy that amounts 
to nothing less than genocide’.

Linda Scalpel, OUSU’s VP 
(Galloway) commented “If 
you think that deliberately 
bringing about the deaths 
of hundreds of thousands 
of people is mass-murder, 
odds are you’re either ut-
terly mad or both. It sounds 
like Galloway really has gone 
completely bollock-mental.” 

Has George Galloway finally lost it?


