2 2 Years of Invasion Occupation, Destruction
‘| Stop the US War Machine!
- End the Occupations of Iraq, Palestine,
Afghanistan, Haiti, and Indigenous
Nations in Canada'
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By Ivan Drury

“Today the people of Iraq have
spoken to the world, and the world
is hearing the voice of freedom from
the center of the Middle East.” - US
President George W Bush, January
30™ 2005

In the months leading up to the
January 30" elections in Iraq, a great
campaign of storytelling was built
up around them. George Bush, his
friends, and competitors alike called
them the first “free elections” Iraqis
have experienced in fifty years.
The day of the election itself, Bush
called the election a “resounding
success” that shows the Iraqi peoples
“commitment to a free Iraq.” But was
this election really the “great and
historical achievement” that Bush
and imperialists around the world
labeled it as?

The best reference to understand the
results of these elections is to look at
another high profile election in 1967
in Vietnam. Trumpeted at the time
by then-US-President Johnson as
“the beginning of the constitutional
process in Vietnam,” this election
was followed the very next year by
the deepening of the war and the
eventual expulsion of the US from
Vietnam. More recently, there is the
example of the “handover of power”
of June 30" last year when the Iraqi
Governing Council (IGC) became the
Interim Iraqi Government (IIG). After
the “handover of power” 160,000
‘coalition’ troops remained in Iraq
and nothing changed. On January 30™

2005 the Interim Iraqi Government
(IIG) became a National Assembly.
Still the occupation continues.

Whatever the initials of the US-front
governing apparatus, the landscape of
Iraq is still shaped by the same two
forces: the occupation vs. the Iraqi
people. The main characteristic of the
elections is that they have changed
nothing of this fundamental equation
and have had no real impact on the
people of Iraq.

What elections meant for people
in Iraq:

"The AMS, the Iraqi National
Foundational Conference and other
groups describe the forthcoming
elections under US occupation as
a farce and that it will not be truly
representative neither will it express
the ambitions of the Iraqi people.”
-Association of Muslim Scholars
statement on why they boycotted the
elections

"Two of the food dealers I know told
me personally that our food rations
would be withheld if we did not
vote." - Saeed Jodhet, a 21-year-
old engineering student who voted in
the Hay al-Jihad district of Baghdad.

In the end the US has settled with the
estimate of a 57% turnout of those
who registered to vote. There are no
statistics to identify exactly how many
people in Iraq are eligible to vote
compared to how many registered,
because no census was performed
before the election. US Deputy
Secretary Armitage explained that

Continued on page 4

Indigenous Youth, a
Failed Tragedy by the
Canadian Colonial State

How criminal colonial policies
are destroying Indigenous Youth

By Aaron Mercredi

In December 2004, a copy of a
report on the education system
in the new Labrador community
of Natuashish was leaked to the
media. This report, An Educational
Profile of the Learning Needs of
Innu Youth, was commissioned by
the Government of Canada to study

the development of Innu youth over
a period of two years, and outlines
failure after failure of the colonial
schooling that was imposed on
them.

Some of the most significant results
of the report were the failures of
providing an adequate education for

Continued on page 27

The Occupation of Iraq

Free Elections in lIrag Guaranteed
by 160,000 U.S. Troops
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Anti-US Demonstration in Basra, February 27th, 2005.

Local Struggles

VDLC Says No to Canada’s
Involvement in Haiti

By Shannon Bundock

On February 15% 2005, the
Vancouver and District Labour
Council (VDLC) passed a
progressive resolution against the
occupation of Haiti. In particular,
the resolution demands that Canada
not support or participate in the
‘stabilization force’ in Haiti, which is
led by Canada, France and the US.

The resolution reads:

RESTORE DEMOCRATIC
GOVERNMENT IN HAITI
WHEREAS the democratically

elected President of Haiti, Jean-
Bertrand Aristide was overthrown in
a military coup, and

WHEREAS  delegates assembled
at the recent World Social Forum
in Puerto Allegre have passed
a resolution demanding the
reinstatement of President Aristide
and the restoration of democracy in
Haiti, now

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
that the Vancouver & District Labour
Council, through the Canadian
Labour Congress, call for the
restoration of democracy in Haiti,
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED

that we demand that Canada
not support or participate in the
so called “stabilization force”

currently deployed in Haiti until the
democratically elected government
is restored.

The VDLC is a body that represents
120 local affiliated public and private
sector unions. As such, a resolution
condemning the intervention in Haiti,
and calling for Canada to remove its
participation is a significant response
against the imperialist war-drive

resolution, the VDLC has set an
important example for labour unions
in Canada to take a stance against
the escalating attacks on poor and
working people at the hands of
Canada’s increasingly aggressive
military strategies.

In addition, this resolution comes
following two progressive VDLC
resolutions, which were passed
on November 16" 2004. One is in
support of American soldiers who
fled the US military and are seeking
refugee status in Canada. The other
resolution, in solidarity with the
people of Palestine, condemns the
Israeli apartheid wall and calls for

the dismantling of it.

The passing of the resolution puts
Haitian people in a better position
in their fight for sovereignty and it
reflects an internationalist sentiment
that is critical for the trade union
movement in Canada. Through
this solidarity action the VDLC
has played an important role in
establishing that the interest of
working people in Canada is directly
connected to the interest of working
people across the globe.

US/FRANCE/CANADA OUT OF
HAITI!

HAITI FOR HAITIANS!
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Lies, War, and Occupation
US/UK, Iraq, and Weapons of Mass Destruction

By Andrew Malieni

Before the invasion

“...his [Saddam  Hussein’s]
military planning allows for some
weapons of mass destruction to
be ready within 45 minutes of an
order to use them.” - UK Prime
Minister Tony Blair, September
241 2002

“There’s no doubt in my mind
but that they [Iraq] currently have
chemical and biological weapons.”
- US Secretary of State Donald
Rumsfeld, January 7 2003

After the invasion

“It’s possible that they decided
they would destroy them [weapons
of mass destruction] prior to a
conflict.” - US Secretary of State
Donald Rumsfeld, May 28" 2003

“We’ve been in virtually every
ammunition supply point between
the Kuwaiti border and Baghdad
but they’re [weapons of mass
destruction] simply not there.” -
Lt. General James Conway, May
30" 2003

In order to justify their imperialist
invasion of Iraq, the US and UK
ruling classes first fabricated
wild claims about Iraqi weapons
of mass destruction (WMDs).
Iraq was claimed to have 25,000
litres of anthrax; 38,000 litres of
botulinium toxin; and 500 tons
of mustard, sarin, and VX nerve
gases. Iraq, George Bush and
Colin Powell assured, had tried to
buy uranium from Niger in order
to produce nuclear weapons. It was
demanded that Iraq “disarm” itself
or face invasion. After the March
2003 invasion, it was frequently
claimed that WMDs had been
discovered. It was alleged that
“mobile germ-weapon factories”
had been found. On May 29" 2003
George Bush said, “We found the
weapons of mass destruction. We
found biological laboratories....
And we’ll find more. But for those
who say we haven’t found the
banned manufacturing devices or
banned weapons, they’re wrong.
We found them.”

All of these claims were lies. The
assertion that Iraq attempted to buy
uranium from Niger was based on
forged documents. Whenever
supposed WMDs were found,
further laboratory testing always
showed it to be something else,
like ordinary pesticides. David
Kay, the former US chief weapons
inspector, admitted that the
“mobile germ-weapon factories”
were actually equipment used
to make hydrogen for weather
balloons. Not a single drop of
Iragi WMDs has been found.

The  justification that US
imperialism offered for invading
Iraq, the threat of WMDs, was
hypocritical and illogical in the
first place. Firstly, if there was
a sincere concern that Iraq had
WMDs and was willing to use
them, why would the US invade?
Wouldn’t the presence of a huge
foreign  imperialist ~ military
encourage the use of whatever
weapons were available?
Secondly, the US possesses

US soldiers search a suspected mobile weapons lab near Mosul

massive amounts of atomic,
biological, and chemical weapons,
not to mention conventional

weapons. These weapons are not
only at its disposal; the US has an
extensive history of using all these
forms of weapons. If Iraq indeed
had WMDs (which it did not),
why should it disarm when the US
is preparing to invade it?

Recently, the US officially ended
its “search” for the nonexistent
WMDs. The Iraq Survey Group,

involved in the imperialist
occupation forces’ official
“search,” concluded that Iraq

destroyed all of its WMDs after
the first Persian Gulf War in 1991.

May, 2003.

The members of the Iraq Survey
Group are now being reassigned to
work against the Iraqi resistance.
Currently, the supposed Iraqi
WMDs are rarely mentioned
and instead the justification put
forward for the occupation of Iraq
is that the imperialist occupiers are
somehow bringing liberation and
democracy to the Iragi people.

Both of these justifications put
forward for invading Iraq are
false. Firstly, there were no
WMDs in Iraq. Secondly, the
imperialist aggression against
Iraqg and the occupation of Iraq
have not brought any liberation
for the Iraqi people. On the

By Alison Bodine

Since the occupation of Iraq
began, the US/UK occupiers
have had to constantly work to
prove their legitimacy, both to
the people of the world and to
the people of Iraq. One of the
ways they have tried to do this is
through the creation of an Iraqi
Security Force (ISF), which is
meant to provide stability and
security in Iraq (as the name
implies). The question is, if
the occupiers- as the source of
instability and violence within
Irag- could ever recruit and
train a force to actually work to
protect the Iraqi people, or if it
has been an illusion all along.

“Forces are corrupt, frequently
do not show up for work, and
have many loyalty issues.”
- Hasim al-Shalaan, Iraqi
Defense Minister September
2004

Iraqis are not Loyal to the
Occupiers

When the words “corruption”
and “loyalty” mean the refusal
to support and work for the

Continued on page 4

contrary, the imperialist occupiers
have killed more than 100,000
Iraqis; imprisoned and tortured an
unknown but very large number
of Iraqis; and brought massive
destruction.

The real reason for the invasion
of Iraq is the economic crisis
that is facing the US, Canada
and other imperialist countries.
Iraq has massive oil resources
and is a very strategic location
for US imperialism in its attempt
to expand its domination of the
Middle East and beyond. US
imperialism is also trying to
improve its position in its rivalry
with other imperialist countries
like France, Germany and Russia.
However, the attempts of US
imperialism to conquer Iraq are
being frustrated by the growing
Iraqi resistance.

Poor and working people of the
world must stand in solidarity
with the anti-imperialist
resistance by the people of Iraq,
Palestine, Afghanistan, Haiti, and
Indigenous nations in Canada. The
main enemy of poor, working, and
oppressed people in imperialist
countries is the imperialist ruling
class of the country in which they
live. The defeat of imperialism
anywhere in the world is a victory
for all poor and working people.

What Security? Security for Whom?
The Myth of the Iraqi Security Forces

Iragi National Gaurd searching Iragi woman at a
checkpoint March 16th, 2005.
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the number of voters and the voter registration
was determined from the lists of people
signed up for food rations. As with the Afghan
elections, there have been many stories of
these food rations being used as ultimatums
for pressuring people to vote. As 52 year-old
Amin Hajar who owns an auto garage in central
Baghdad said two days before the election, "I'll
vote because I can't afford to have my food
ration cut...if that happened, me and my family
would starve to death."

Based on the food ration numbers (or the
numbers of the last population count in Iraq)
divided by Iraq’s median age of 19 years old,
between 14million and 18million people were
entitled to vote. The US claims that 8.5million
votes were cast. However, this does not tell the
whole story of the elections.

The imperialist media also made a big deal
of the Iraqi diaspora who were reportedly
so happy to be rid of Saddam that they were
thrilled to finally be able to vote. However,
out of about 4million Iraqis living abroad only
265,000 actually voted.

Voter abstention in Iraq was widespread as
well, in relation to the radicalization of people
by region. For example, it was reported that
practically no one voted in Fallujah and that
only about 1% of eligible voters in Ramadi
went to the polls, including non-Sunni troops
and police. The Washington Post reported that
in Mosul one polling station did not have one
single voter visit all day except for the Iraqi
soldiers guarding it. The same was true for
Samarra and West Baghdad where, of the tens
of thousands of temporarily resettled refugees

from Fallujah who have been placed there, only
500 people voted. All in all, in the areas most
ferociously attacked by imperialism (known as
“Sunni strongholds”) only about 1% of people
voted. This represents an effective boycott of
the elections by the section of the Iraqi people
that is most organized and united in action
against the occupation.

The boycott was enforced by attacks focused
on polling stations throughout January and the
pullout of more than 53 political parties and 30
independent candidates from the electoral race
two weeks before the election.

The US has met this boycott saying that this
is a sign of just how divided the Iraqi people
are, and that anti-occupation sentiment is an
isolated phenomenon. While there has been
uneven development in the organization of
anti-occupation action, the election results
communicate a consistent and united idea about
what the main problem facing the Iraqi people
is. That problem is simply the occupation of
Iraq.

Grand Ayatollah al-Sistani, the strongest figure
amongst the majority Shia population in Iraq,
called on his followers to vote in the election
from the position that voting was the first step to
ending the occupation. This was the position of
the vast majority of the parties that participated
in the election, including Sistani’s party, the
United Iraqi Alliance, which won the election
with 140 seats, or 48% of the vote.

The US appointed Prime Minister of Iraq,
Iyad Allawi, who made a name for himself
by publicly asking the US to bomb Fallujah,
came in a distant third place in the elections
with only 40 seats, or 14% of the vote. Back
in October when the US first began confidently

Resistance is Everywhere

From page 3

US occupation of Iraq, it is no wonder
they are used to describe members of the
ISF. The people of Iraq do not support
the occupation and will not defend it.
When called to duty during some of the
most intense attacks on the Iraqi people
since the occupation began, those in
Fallujah and Najaf, large portions of
battalions refused to fight, some going to
join the resistance fighters instead. The
Iraqi Security Forces (ISF) realize what
the US and other occupiers are trying to
get them to do, which is to do the dirty
work for them, to defend the US/UK
occupation, and Iraqis are refusing to
do that.

The actual number of recruits and
trainees in all sectors of the ISF, the
civilian police force, National Guard,
Army, Air Force, Navy, and the Ministry
of the Interior, are well below levels
expected and necessary. The percentage
of those equipped and trained that
actually show up for duty, is even lower.
Numbers released by the US Department
of Defense in the “Weekly Status Report”
on the ISF, are grouped together into the
category, “Trained/On-hand” in order to
avoid having to mention how many of
those trained never reported for duty.
The struggle of the US to implement an
Iraqi Security Force is a constant fight
for numbers. This fight is made up of
an endless cycle of needing to replace
Iraqi’s who are refusing to defend the
occupation and attack their own people.

Resistance is Everywhere

One of the main targets of the resistance
fighters is civilian police stations
because of what these places represent.

They are an attempt to convince the
people of Iraq that they should endorse
the occupation. Police forces are built in
order to control and suppress the strong
resistance movement. The basis of their
creation is to oppose Iraqi’s fighting
against the occupation. It is because
of this that the Iraqi civilian police can
never work for the real safety of the Iraqi
people. The police forces are commonly
used to fire on peaceful demonstrators in
Iraq. They are not ordered to serve and
protect Iraqis, but the occupiers instead.
The people of Iraq face checkpoints,
house raids and violence everyday due
to the presence of foreign troops, to ever
expect these same occupiers to create a
police force that works in the interests of
Iraqi people, is flawed in its very roots.

ISF, a Failed Attempt

The creation of Iraqi Security Forces
has been a failed attempt to put an
Iraqi face on the US/UK occupation.
Iraqi Security Forces trained, funded
and equipped by the US military and
Multinational forces, will never fight to
protect any interests other then those of
the US occupation. When the occupation
forces claim to be “Creating effective
Iraqi military, security, and police forces
capable of bringing security to the entire
country, of eventually replacing all
Coalition forces, and being capable of
conducting effective operations while
winning the support of the vast majority
of the Iraqi people,” they are not fooling
anyone, including the people of Iraq.
The solution to the destruction and
instability in Iraq is not Iraqi Security
Forces, it is an end to the occupation.
US/UK OUT OF IRAQ! BRINGS THE
TROOP HOME NOW!
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s Electoral “Success”
s a Political Nightmare

Basra election room after an anti-elections attack.

discussing the elections, Bush announced
that the US would provide, "strategic advice,
technical assistance, training, polling data,
assistance and other forms of support" to
"moderate, democratically oriented political
parties," implying Allawi’s “Iraqi List” party.
Allawi’s weak position was trailed even further
by the US appointed President’s party, “Iraqis,”
which took only five seats in the Assembly.
This failure was clearly identified by US ruling
class think tanks and media corporations alike
as the problem that these two leaders were, “too
closely associated with the US.”

While the imperialist maneuver of holding
elections was successful in dividing people in
Iraq around the unimportant and inconsequential
question of whether or not to vote, it completely
failed to break the unity of these same people
around the most critical question facing the
Iraqi people and US imperialism — the question
of being for or against the occupation.

A poll conducted by Zogby International on
the eve of the election found that up to 82%
of people in Iraq want the occupation to end
immediately. Compared to a Gallup poll in
March 2004 that found 57% of Iraqis favoring
“immediate” withdrawal of all troops, the
people of Iraq have become more -not less-
united around the most important question
facing them today.

Electoral “success” a political nightmare

“Iraqis do not measure legitimacy primarily in
terms of elections. They measure it in terms of
the actual ability to govern, to give all Iraqis
a fair share of wealth and power, to provide
personal security, to provide employment and
economic opportunity, to furnish education and
health services, and to provide water, electricity
and sewers.”

- Anthony Cordesman, Centre for Strategic and
International Studies, in a presentation to the
US Senate, February 1% 2005

Even with the elections done and behind them,
the US has been unable to answer how the new
“Interim Iraqi Government” (IIG) represents
a change for the people of Iraq. Even though
Bush, Rumsfeld, Negroponte, and Allawi

managed to convince almost 60% of the
people in Iraq that the elections were a sort of
referendum on ending the occupation, they had
no intention of making it so. Before performing
the June 30" “Handover of Power” the US set
a trap in the interim constitution they imposed
on Iraq to guarantee US control over whatever
government would be “elected” in January. This
trick was called the “Transitional Administrative
Law” (TAL). The TAL embedded itself as the
constitution of Iraq, unchangeable except with a
75% majority vote by the government elected in
January. The contrast between this requirement
and the heavy divisions forced by the same
occupying forces between competing parties
that participated in the elections in Iraq means
that the “Iraqi government” is paralyzed.

The new government has already had problems
with the TAL. Despite backing from the US
ruling class, their appointed Prime Minister
Iyad Allawi was voted out of office in the
January 30" elections and replaced with Shiite
leader Ibrahim al-Jaafari. To protect their
interests as represented by their golden boy,
the imperialist’s TAL states that a 75% majority
in the National Assembly must accept the new
President before the appointment is complete.
On February 23 Allawi, whose heart has not
beat without the guidance of the Washington
metronome for at least two years, announced
that unless Jaafari’s party renounces “Islamic
law” and embraces “western democracy” he
would split from the government and form an
opposing governing body. He then publicly
backed down from this absurd statement and
went into the first meeting of the new National
Assembly on March 16" 2005 with a new
demand.

This “historic” meeting began with mortar
attacks by resistance fighters and ended in a
deadlock. The assembly was unable to agree
on the nomination of a Speaker, President,
Vice President, or Prime Minister and did
not even set a date to re-convene. Prior to the
meeting Allawi announced again, despite his
low showing in the election, that he would not

Continued on page 11
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A New Leadership for Palestine

Mahmoud Abbas and the Sharm al-Sheikh Summit
i

By Mike Krebs

‘We’re pleased that president Abbas
is following through on his mandate
to take concrete steps on security
and to restore law and order...we
are going to be supportive partners
for him and for his leadership as
they try and realize that vision for the
Palestinian people.” — US Secretary
of State Condoleezza Rice

Since Arafat’s death, the US and
Israel have been maneuvering to find,
and further consolidate, part of the
Palestinian political establishment
willing to compromise further the
goals of the Palestinian liberation
movement. The main Palestinian
figure in this, Mahmoud Abbas, was
elected president of the Palestinian
Authority (PA) on January 10% 2005.

The big question is, what is this
‘vision’ of Abbas that Rice is
describing, and what does it have
to offer to Palestinians? After being
subjected to over fifty years of war,
occupation, bloodshed, poverty,
and humiliation at the hands of the
Zionist occupation of their land, does
the change in presidency from Arafat
to Abbas mark a significant change
for Palestinians?

Sharm al-Sheikh

To date, the most significant move
by Abbas in terms of putting forward
the approach of his government is the
Sharm al-Sheikh summit in Egypt.
Here he met with Ariel Sharon during
the first week of February 2005,
and a verbal agreement was reached
between the two leaders for a so-
called ‘cease-fire.’

What was discussed? In exchange
for a ‘mutual cease-fire,” The PA
and the Israeli government are to
open up negotiations to discuss the
release of Palestinian prisoners held
in Israeli prisons, the removal of
some of the Israeli settler outposts set
up in the West Bank since Sharon’s
government came to power, and the
pullout of Israeli occupation forces
from five cities in the West Bank. At
the same time, Abbas is expected to
clamp down on Palestinian resistance,
for which he will be assisted by US
special envoy Lt. Gen. William Ward
and $40 million dollars from the US
in financial assistance.

This ‘cease-fire’ was negotiated with
the explicit intent of giving more
space for the Israeli government
to carry out the ‘disengagement
plan,” and eventually return to the
implementation of the Road Map
plan. This plan, for an ‘independent’
Palestinian state, was drawn up by
the US government and negotiated
by Bush, Sharon, and Abbas back in
spring of 2003.

Ariel Sharon’s ‘disengagement’ plan
for Gaza calls for removing all Israeli
settlements in Gaza. This involves
moving 7,500 settlers, in order to
focus on defending and expanding its
more valuable settlements in the West
Bank, where there are almost 400,000
settlers. This plan is also intended to
strengthen Israel’s stranglehold on
Palestinians living within Gaza.
Israel plans to retain military control
over the area’s borders and space,
as well as maintaining the ability of
Israeli occupation forces to re-enter
the area ‘when needed.’

Significantly, the most burning issues
of the ‘Israeli-Palestinian conflict’
were not discussed at all, those

that relate to the true nature of the
conflict. Both Sharon and Abbas
dealt with “Violence’ as if it were a
mutual problem, not as a case of one
side violently occupying the other,
then violently suppressing a people
repeatedly when they try to resist this
violent occupation.

Even more importantly, no larger
issues related to the basic rights of
Palestinians were even intended to
be dealt with. No talk of occupation,

Palestinian woman throwing rock an an Israeli tank.

the right of return of the over 750,000
Palestinians and their descendents to
the lands that they were forced off of
immediately before the establishment
of the Israeli state. As with previous
frameworks for negotiation between
the Palestinian leadership and Israel,
issues such as the occupation of
Palestinian land by Israel and the
right of return are to be dealt with
in ‘final status’ negotiations in some
undetermined future.

The Sharm al-Sheikh Agreement
in Practice

Even within the limited framework
for ‘concessions’ laid out in the
Sharm al-Sheikh agreement, the
reluctance of Israel to carry out
even these limited concessions, and
the constant delay tactics employed,
expose what this ‘Agreement’ is
really about.

On the issue of releasing Palestinians

held in Israeli prisons, most of whom
were detained during the second
Intifada for resisting the Israeli
occupation, to date Israel has only
agreed to release four or five hundred
at a time. This is a fraction of the over
8,000 prisoners currently being held
in some of the worst prison conditions
in the world. In addition, according to
reports by Palestinian prisoners rights
groups, the vast majority of those
released have already finished their
sentences, while at the same time
the Israeli occupation forces continue
to subject Palestinians in the West
Bank and Gaza to arbitrary arrest and
detainment on a daily basis.

The promise of Israel to ‘pull out’ of
certain towns in the West Bank is an
equally dishonest proposal. The five
towns are Ramallah, Bethlehem,
Qalqilya, Tulkarem and Jericho, and
Israel has already gone back and forth
repeatedly with actually pulling out
of these cities. At the same time, the
Israeli occupation forces still intend
to maintain control over the cities by
restricting movement in and out by
military checkpoints.

This is the case with Jericho, the
first city that Israeli forces ‘handed
over,” where the Israeli government
dismantled only two of the several
checkpoints controlling access to the
city, while maintaining checkpoints
at all other entrances into the city.
In addition to this absurdity, the
Israeli government is certainly not
talking about any significant removal

Continued on page 11

By Thomas Davies

As the tsunami crisis in South Asia
drags into its third month, the relief
money bidding war of various
world leaders is still vaguely
audible above the disaster. Paul
Martin and Koffi Annan’s private
helicopters have left the region - but
the reality for people on the ground
remains the same: those hit hardest
by the recent tsunami were from
the poorest sectors of South Asian
society. These people’s vulnerability
was a direct cause of the capitalist
economic policy of these now
“benevolent” nations. On the stage
of the current global situation, the
South Asia disaster was little more
than a photo opportunity to the
leaders of many countries. It was
an attempt to save face and divert
attention away from the ongoing
crisis of worldwide poverty and
occupation in the Middle East, and
it came at the expense of South
Asia’s poorest.

Poverty, Nothing New to the
People of South Asia

According to the World Bank, South
Asia, with a Gross National Income
per capita of $460 for its 1.4 billion
inhabitants, is home to nearly 40
percent of the world’s poor living

I

on less than $1 a day. The December
26th Tsunami killed anywhere from
228,000 to 310,000 of these people,
and the count is not yet complete.
Conservative estimates place the
number of displaced at 1 million,

Tsunami, an Open Wound of the
Criminal Imperialist System

Ry

Tsunami victims struggle to have access to clean water.

and an estimated 250,000 are
newly homeless. The devastation
was immense, and the obvious
question to ask is: why were these
communities so vulnerable?

The Poor Hit Hardest, Again

Even mainstream news sources
seem to have grasped the reasons for

Continued on page 6
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US Out of the Middle East!

Stop Attacks on Iran! Oppose imperialist intervention in Iran!

By Tamara Hansen

& Brennan Luchsinger

In recent months the Bush
administration has increased its
political pressure on Iran. The

US Government and media have
portrayed this pressure as a response
to Iran’s nuclear program and the
“possibility that Iran is developing
nuclear weapons.” There has been
discussion within the US government
of imposing sanctions on Iran
through the UN Security Council,
as well as the possibility of further
intervention. For the past weeks,
George W. Bush and Condoleezza

agreed that Iran “poses a threat to the
security” of the region. The US and
Israel have both spoken to the media
about the possibility of a pre-emptive
attack by Iran. But history shows
that the US and Israel have been
the forces engaging in pre-emptive
attacks, like the 2003 US invasion
of Iraq, or Israel’s 1981 attack on an
Iraqi power plant.

As pressure on Iran grows, the US
has to maneuver and deal, with the
possibility of a tighter blockade,
sanctions, or in a more favorable
situation, to intervene in Iran.
Currently the US administration is
involved in negotiating a strategy

Rice have been meeting with leaders
of the European Union (EU) and
leaders in the Middle East region to
discuss “how to deal with Iran”.

Within Iran there has been a great
deal of opposition towards how
the EU and US are approaching an
intervention. Initially, in response
to talks between the EU and Iran,
Iran’s enrichment of uranium was
halted The EU and US allege that
Iran is using this uranium to develop
nuclear weapons. Iran has recently
restarted its uranium enrichment,
and the US is seeking to build on this
as a possible point to support their
intervention. The US government
has been constantly agitating that
Iran is developing nuclear weapons
that pose a threat to the US.

The US has been caught with their
foot in their mouths as reports of
spies, “drone” planes, and other
intelligence gathering sources have
surfaced in international media. The
Washington Post reported on Feb 13%
that the US has been flying “drone”
planes over Iranian airspace for at
least the last year. These “drones”
(pilot-less planes) have been entering
Iran from US military bases in Iraq.

The US, EU and Israel have all

Mural in Tehran.

of intervention with the EU.
One thing is clear through these
discussions: whether it’s the EU or
the US, imperialists are preparing to
intervene in Iran.

Pressure Grows

The pressure facing Iran from the
US is clear now, as the US deployed
Special Forces to Iran in January
with the task of detecting strategic
targets. Speaking to members of the
EU in Brussels, George Bush made
the goals of the US clear, claming
that Iran had, “Breached a contract
with the international community.
They’re the party that needs to be
held to account-not any of us.”

Ruling class analysts within the
US claim that if Iran develops
nuclear weapons it will destabilize
the Middle East. Destabilize the
Middle East for who?  The main
force within the Middle East that
would be destabilized is imperialism;
whether it’s the US, UK, or Israel.
The occupation of Iraq and the
resistance of Iraqi people have led
to a very difficult situation for the
US government, and their position
is weak as a result.  Without
successfully  consolidating  their
forces and establishing a stable

military presence, the US cannot
fully exploit these third-world
nations.

Speaking to media on Feb. 22" Bush
said, “This notion that the United
States is getting ready to attack
Iran is simply ridiculous.” He then
finished his statement by saying,
“And having said that, all options are
on the table.” With bold statements
like these the US is pushing its line
of a stronger intervention to the EU.
While they are not speaking upfront
about a military attack, the US is
seeking international legitimacy.

Currently the EU is considering
offering “economic rewards” to Iran
ifthey abandon their nuclear program.
One aspect that is “on the table” and
being considered by both the US and
EU is that of sanctions. The UN
and US have been known to push
sanctions as a means of achieving
economic and political ends. As
we saw in Iraq, UN sanctions have
a far more devastating effect on
working and oppressed people than
they do on the ruling-class within the
countries they are imposed on. Such
was the case in Iraq where people
suffered under sanctions for over 12
years without access to food, water,
or medicine. The sanctions on Iraq
led to the deaths of more than one
and a half million Iraqis. According

Protestor kicking tear gas during Iranian revolution.

to human rights organizations like
Amnesty International, and Human
Rights Watch, half of these deaths
were children who were also
suffering from an increase in mental
and physical disorders with one in
five children also suffering from
malnutrition.

Imperialist Strategy and the Basis
for Military Intervention Around
the World

Over the past year we have heard
the US administration accuse Iran
of developing nuclear weapons,
backing terrorism and hiding
members of Al-Qaeda. These are also

excuses we have heard from the US
government over the last couple of
years as excuses to monitor or invade
countries such as Iraq, Afghanistan,
North Korea, and Syria. However,
after finding no links to Al-Qaeda
and no Weapons of Mass Destruction
in Iraq we must ask: Why are
these nations seeking a role in an
intervention in Iran? It is because
all of these imperialist countries have
one thing in common that is forcing
them to expand their boundaries and
economic influences: They are allin a
state of crisis where their economy is

Continued on page 8

Tsunami, An Open
Wound of Imperialism

From page 5

the enormous damage. Even the pro-
capitalist, imperialist Los Angeles
Times observed: “Natural disasters
strike rich and poor countries alike.
But poor countries and poor people
are much more vulnerable to the
effects. Their housing stock is
flimsier; roads are less developed,
making it harder to escape a crisis
or reach survivors; health facilities
are inadequate; communications are
fragmentary.”

Subsistence fishing communities
compose a significant portion of
the population on the affected
coastal areas. These communities
became ever more vulnerable and
were forced into deeper poverty
by wunequal competition with
the factory trawler fleets of the
European Union, the depletion of
maritime biomass, and by the rise
of developments like large-scale
commercialized shrimp farming.
People in these regions were in
crisis long before the tsunami
hit, trying to keep speed with the
frenzied economic competition
of countries like the United
States, Great Britain, France, and
Canada. This left them completely
defenseless against the tsunami.

The poverty in these countries is
so well established that the stock
exchanges of Indonesia, Thailand,
India, and Sri Lanka have not
suffered any significant decline in
the aftermath of the tsunami. The
reason? Large segments of their
populations have lived in such
a state of immense poverty that
their relationship to the national
economy is of minimal influence.
The tsunami served to reinforce the
divisions between the rich and the
poor in these countries further.
Who Will Pay?

Logically, the most vulnerable and

poverty stricken communities are
those which continue to suffer. The
Western funded tourism industry
that also inhabits the coastline
is likely to recover quickly as
tourist operators and tourists are
largely insured for loss, and the
bigger companies for disruption
to business. Multi-national
tourism also has internal funding
and can raise finances for rapid
reconstruction. The disasters will

and, in particular, the low status
afforded to women.” -World Bank
Report on Poverty in South Asia

Contrary to this racist assessment
of South Asians as being inferiorly
developed as human beings,
understanding the colonialism and
imperialism of Western nations is
key to understanding the poverty.
Most of the countries hit are
recovering from centuries of direct
colonial occupation. Bangladesh,

A woman and her child sit by the remains of their home,
Sri Lanka, January 2005.

also be used as a form of “urban
renewal.” Tourist resorts and cities
themselves have been constantly
encroaching on traditional coastal
and fishing villages in the region.
There is now new opportunity to
further supplant enlarged tourist
facilities or projects for the
military.

Colonialism and Debt

“South Asia’s pervasive poverty is
both a cause and consequence of
its low level of human development

India, and Sri Lanka were all British
colonies from the 1800’s to the late
1940’s. Indonesia, the scene of
the most tsunami casualties, was a
Dutch colony until 1947.

The disease resulted from foreign
occupation and exploitation was
difficult to cure for these countries,
especially as the United States
emerged from the 1940’s as a new
imperialist ~ superpower, prone

Continued on page 9
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Growing Protests Condemn Ottawa's Role in Haiti Coup and Repression

By Roger Annis*

Growing numbers of people in
Canada and around the world are
raising their voices against the
February 29, 2004 coup against the
constitutional government of Haiti
and the bloody repression that has
reigned on that island ever since.

New human rights report

The Center for the Study of Human
Rights at the University of Miami
published a shocking report in late
2004 on the current situation in Haiti.
The 61-page document is based on a
visit to Haiti from November 11 to
21, 2004, by a human rights team led
by U.S. attorney Thomas Griffin.

The report’s introduction states,
“After ten months under an interim
government backed by the United
States, Canada, and France and
buttressed by a United Nations
force, Haiti’s people churn inside
a hurricane of violence. Gunfire
crackles, once-bustling streets are
abandoned to cadavers, and whole
neighborhoods are cut off from the
outside world. Nightmarish fear now
accompanies Haiti’s poorest in their
struggle to survive in destitution.
Gangs, police, irregular soldiers,
and even UN peacekeepers bring
fear. There has been no investment in
dialogue to end the violence.

“Haiti’s  security and  justice
institutions fuel the cycle of
violence.... As voices for non-

violent change are silenced by arrest,
assassination or fear, violent defense
becomes a credible option.” (The
full report is available at the website
of the Haiti Action Committee:
www.haitiaction.net)

The report contains photos of Haiti’s

police and rightist gangs in action and
their dead victims lying in the streets
of the poor neighborhoods, often
for days on end. Several thousand
people have been killed in the past
year at the hands of the rightists and
their coup regime. Many of the poor
neighborhoods of the capital Port-
au-Prince cannot easily access food,
water or health services because
those who venture in or out become
targets of the police. Hundreds
of Haitians languish in prison in
gruesome conditions with no charges
or due process of law.

Griffin interviewed members of the
United Nations-sponsored military
force in Haiti, currently headed by
the government and armed forces
of Brazil. He reports on widespread
evidence of the UN collaboration with
the Haitian National Police (HNP) in
repressing and killings opponents of
the coup. The HNP, most of whose
members were installed after the
coup, receives training and arms
from police forces of the occupying
countries, including the RCMP and
many municipal police forces from
Canada. A commander of the UN
Civilian Police Unit, from Quebec

Haiti Solidarity BC: Organizing
Against Occupation
US/FRANCE/CANADA - OUT OF HAITI!

By Shannon Bundock

On April 1% Laura Flynn- writer,
activist, and founder of San
Francisco based Haiti Action
Committee- will be visiting
Vancouver. A forum, called
‘The Rise of Resistance in Haiti
today Against Occupation &
Human  Rights Violations,’
organized by the recently formed
Haiti Solidarity BC (HSBC),
will give people in Vancouver
the opportunity to hear from
an eyewitness and activist on
the struggle for freedom and
democracy in Haiti.

Laura Flynn lived and organized
in Haiti for five years before
returning to the US. She
continues to write, speak, and
organize in defense of the Haitian
people’s right to sovereignty and
democracy.

The event will take place at 7pm,
on April I*' at Mount Pleasant
Neighbourhood House (800
East Broadway) in Vancouver,
BC.

The group organizing Laura
Flynn’s talk formed in early

February 2005. Immediately prior
to the forming of Haiti Solidarity
BC, members of the group
were involved in organizing
a number of speaking events
with journalist, filmmaker, and
founder of the Haiti Information
Project, Kevin Pina. In Victoria
and Vancouver BC, hundreds of
people came out to hear Kevin
Pina speak against the illegal
intervention in Haiti. Following
the success of these events,
members of the organizing group
formed Haiti Solidarity BC.

“We are a recently-formed
committee in Vancouver of
people whose goal is to educate
public opinion in Canada about
the violent overthrow one year
ago of the elected government of
President Jean-Bertrand Aristide
in Haiti and its aftermath,” said
an open letter from the committee
following their formation.

The first major action of
HSBC was a rally and picket
held on February 26" with
the demands: “End  the
Occupation...” “For a return of
the Constitutional Government.”
“End the REPRESSION!” and
“Respect Human Rights!” The

demonstration came to mark the
first anniversary of the coup in
Haiti.

On this page in this issue of
Fire This Time, we have printed
an article by HSBC founding
member Roger Annis. Please
read it to get a more thorough
update and analysis of the current
situation in Haiti.

As the people of Haiti face
increasingly harsh attacks by
occupation forces, resistance is
rising and the Haitian people are
proving to be a giant obstacle to
the stability of occupation forces.
Canada continues to have a
central role in the occupation of
Haiti. As a result, those living
within Canada have a great
responsibility to build solidarity

against Canada’s attack on
oppressed people abroad. It is
within these conditions that

Fire This Time welcomes the
formation of Haiti Solidarity BC.
Through education and action we
can join with the people of Haiti
to demand:

No to Occupation of Haiti!
Sovereignty for Haiti Now!
Canada Out of Haiti!

UN occupation forces in Haiti.

City, Canada, told the Griffin
team that he is “in shock™ over the
conditions in Port-au-Prince. He said
that his UN mandate is to “coach,
train and provide information” to
the HNP, but all he has done in
Haiti is “engage in daily guerilla
warfare.” “Where are the newspaper
reporters?” he asked Griffin’s team.

Human rights reports from earlier
in 2004 reported the same pattern of
killings and repression of supporters
of President Aristide and his Lavalas
party.

In a rare glimpse from the Canadian
corporate media into conditions
in Haiti, an article in the February
7, 2005 Globe and Mail detailed
horrific conditions prevailing inside
the prisons there. But the article
made only the briefest mention of the
Griffin report. The mainstream press
in Miami, where a large Haitian exile
population lives, was silent on the

in Haiti. They are members of the
governing committees of the illegal,
coup regime.

A key element of Canadian and UN
plans for a future Haiti is the holding
of a national “election” later this
year. Denis Coderre, special adviser
on Haiti to Prime Minister Paul
Martin, told a political conference on
the future of Haiti, held in Montreal
on December 10 and 11, 2004, “What
we are looking for is to have a secure
environment for elections at the end
of 2005.”

Martin visited Haiti on November 15.
“We must be here for the long term,”
he told reporters. When questioned
about the “justice” system in Haiti, he
acknowledged that acts “slowly,” but
he also stated, “There are no political
prisoners in Haiti.” (http://canada
.news.designerz.com/pm-martin-
canada-in-haiti-for-long-run.html)

Two months later, on January 28,
2005, Coderre met with Haiti’s most
prominent political prisoner, the
lawful prime minister, Yvon Neptune.
Coderre spent one hour with Neptune
... in the latter’s jail cell. (Neptune’s
supporters succeeded in removing
him from prison on February 20, out
of concern for his life. They delivered
him to UN forces, who promptly
handed him back over to the Haitian
police.)

Canada embarks on aggressive
course

The invasion of Haiti is a centerpiece
of the Canadian government’s
declared aim to make Canada a more
aggressive and influential imperial
power in the world. Other features of
that policy include:

* A commitment to participation
in a long-term occupation of
Afghanistan and pursuit of the
internal war there.

* Deepening Canada’s participation
in the occupation of Iraq by
agreeing to join in training the
new, repressive Iraqi army.

* Closer alignment at the United
Nations with the colonial settler
state of Israel in the latter’s
suppression of the national rights

Protest in Cite Soleil, Haiti, against attack on Haitians by UN
troops, January 2005.

report until February 22. An article
by Jim Defede appeared in the Miami
Herald that day.

Canada: Kkey force in the
occupation
The Canadian government was

centrally involved in the planning
and execution of the coup in Haiti.
Five hundred Canadian soldiers
occupied Haiti from the time of
the coup until July. They have been
replaced by police drawn from the
RCMP and other provincial and
municipal police forces. Military
and political officials from Canada
and other countries of the UN
occupation force play a decisive role
in all government decision making

of the Palestinian people.

« Significant boosts in military
recruitment and spending.

* A plan to create a more powerful
military strike force.

The head of Canada’s armed forces,
General Richard Hillier, outlined
plans for a beefed-up strike force
in a series of press interviews in
mid-February. “We’re talking about
taking army task forces, navy task
groups and air capability ... and have
it ready to deploy either in Canada
or around the world as an entity that
says ‘Canadian’ on it....”

“What we need is something that is

Continued on page 10
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Stop Attacks on Iran!

From page 6

failing to support itself. This calls for
imperialist expansion and plundering
of third-world nations.

The crisis facing the US can already
be seen through the expansion of
war and occupation in the Middle
East. From the 2001 invasion of
Afghanistan, to the 2003 invasion of
Iraq, the US is expanding its political,
economic, and military domination
of the world. Strategically the US
is expanding its influence in the
Middle East to remain in a position
of power and complete hegemony
and to continue profiting from
the plundering of these countries.
Looking at the occupation of Iraq
we can see the US attempting to
consolidate its forces and build a
base for further intervention.

‘What are the Real Reasons for US
Hostility Towards Iran?

The US’s plans for intervention
in Iran are directly related to the
US’s current quest for control
over the Middle East’s resources.
Approximately 10% of US oil
comes from the Persian Gulf;
however strategically the Gulf is
much more important in terms of the
power it gives the US over European
and Asian trade. According to
Foreign Policy In Focus (FPIF), an
international network of more than
650 policy analysts and advocates,
“Gulf oil was and remains important
because of its impact on the global
economy... 30% of European oil
imports and nearly 80% of Japan’s
come from the Gulf. The U.S.
exerts significant influence on these
countries through control of Gulf
oil.” Politically and economically
the US is seeking to control
resources in the Middle East to solve
economic problems facing the US
and to extend its dominance over
other imperialist countries.

However oil is not the only question
for the US in Iran, and neither are
resources. As we have mentioned in
previous issues of FTT, (See issue #5,
‘The War on Iraq is not Over’) Iran
is a much more important target for
imperialists than any other country
in the Middle East. This is because
during the Iranian revolution in 1979
the US military was forced out of the
country. Previously, under the Shah,
Iran was led by a proxy regime, loyal
to US imperialism and responsible
for maintaining US imperialist
hegemony in the Middle East. When
the 1979 revolution removed the
Shah and dynasty from power and
kicked out US imperialism, the US
substantially lost hegemony in the
Persian Gulf region and the Middle
East. The attacks on Afghanistan,
Iraq, the war drive in Syria, and now
the attacks on Iran are all indeed
steps to restoring the US’s absolute
hegemony in the Middle East.

In hopes of intervening and
eventually forcing a ‘regime change’
in Iran, the US government hopes to
change the balance of forces in the
Middle East back in it’s favour. This
change would suppress much of the
resistance to imperialism and US
intervention that was created during
the Iranian revolution in 1979 and
has carried through to today. This
change in the balance of forces could
be done through demoralization and
sanctions or through direct military
invasion. However, because of Iran’s
proud anti-imperialist history, any
attack by imperialists on Iran will
surely be met with a strong show of
force and resistance.

With the proposed sanctions and
a possible US, EU and/or UN
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Barricades in the street of

Tehran during the popular

insurgency of February 11th 1979.

intervention in Iran it is important to
look at the global situation in which
Iran exists today. This situation is
one of growing political, economical
and social instability, which is

highlighted most clearly in the
current US occupation of Iraq.

In the global context we are
seeing different kinds of hostile
interventions being planned for

countries that have been deemed
“outposts of tyranny” by the US
administration. Cuba, Belarus,
Zimbabwe, North Korea, Burma
and Iran are the six countries the
US government is pointing at as
potential targets for this current era
of war and occupation.

The Debate Between the US and
EU

As the US is pushing for a harder
intervention in Iran, the EU is
attempting to grow closer to the
Iranian government and appear to the
world as a “lesser of two evils”. The
difference in strategy between the
EU and the US does not overshadow
the reasons that they need to employ
these strategies. They seek to exploit
third-world nations and the people
that live there. The difference is that
the US has the power to do that now.
The EU is maneuvering to have that
power in the long run, but in the
short-run is seeking influence over
the Iranian government’s decision
making and opening new economic
opportunity in Iran.

Neither tendency is opposed to
an outright attack, but they both
question whether if in the aftermath
of Iraq it’s possible to engage in that
level of aggression without major
opposition at home and abroad. The
EU is pulling a softer line in order to
be in a position to benefit from any
intervention made into Iran. The
US is walking a tightrope between
gaining legitimacy or facing another
major crisis of opposition, like
the one that rose from the global
antiwar movement in response to the
invasion of Iraq.

Palestinian

By Kole Kilibarda*

On the 29" anniversary of Land
Day, Palestinians and their allies
from the Al-Awda Right of Return
Coalition in Toronto are launching
an initiative to strip the Jewish
National Fund (JNF) of its charity
status in Canada. The campaign
is part of a broader global effort
spearheaded by Jewish-Palestinian
intellectual Uri Davis to question
the racist and apartheid nature of
the Israeli state. With prospects of
an impending ‘peace’ designed to
legitimate Palestinian Bantustans
in portions of the West Bank
and Gaza Strip on the horizon
— thereby undermining attempts to
achieve genuine Palestinian self-
determination - it is imperative
that Palestinian solidarity activists
deepen their analysis of Israel’s
colonization project and move
beyond calls to ‘End the Occupation’
of lands seized in 1967. An important
element in deepening this analysis
is to examine how the process of
Zionist settlement has unfolded
within the lands occupied by this

Reclaiming
the Land:

Campaign

Targeting the JNF’s
Charitable Status

movement since its beginnings and
to expose the apartheid system
that is the logical result of such a
process.

On March 30% 1976, thousands
of Indigenous Palestinians who
fell under Israeli control in 1948
participated in a mass strike against
systematic discrimination. They were
also protesting Israeli government
plans to expropriate 5,500 acres of
Arab-owned land from the villages
of Arraba, Sakhnin, Deir Hanna
and other towns and villages in the
Galilee. The Israeli police responded
to the demonstrations with violence,
killing six unarmed Palestinian
youths, wounding another hundred
activists and arresting over three
hundred. In the intervening
years, these events have become
consecrated in Palestinian memory
as Land Day. Just as the Sharpeville
massacre on March 21% 1960 served
to galvanize a whole generation
of anti-apartheid activists in South
Africa, the killing of Raja Abu
Rayya, Khader Khalayla, Khadija
Shawahneh, Khair Yassin, Mohsen
Taha and Ra’fat Zuheiri on March

Hands off Iran!

Based on what we know about
the US and other imperialist’s
interests in third-world countries it
is important that we recognize than
any action imperialists take against
Iran will have a harmful effect on
poor and working people in Iran.
Especially the current talk around
sanctions which would be used to
weaken the people of Iran the same
way the blockade on Cuba or the
sanctions on Iraq have been used to
impoverish people and weaken them
in order to quash resistance and open
space for imperialist intervention.

The significance of the increasing
pressure on Iran for the antiwar
movement is not over whether or
not Iran has or is creating nuclear
weapons. This does not create
instability for working and oppressed
people globally any more than the
US having nuclear weapons, or
Israel having nuclear weapons in the
Middle East region. The importance
of Iran for the antiwar movement is
that its right to self-determination be
defended and that Iran regardless of
its position of being a “reactionary”
or a “progressive” state, be allowed
to remain a country politically,
economically, and militarily
independent of US and EU
imperialism. Iran must be defended
against these attacks on the basis
that all oppressed countries have
the right to govern how they see fit,
without intervention, and free from
the greedy hands of imperialism.

We must demand “Defend Iran’s
Right to Self-determination!” “Stop
attacks on Iran NOW!” “Hands Off
Iran!”

Israeli soldier pointing gun at Palestinian child, March 8th
2005.

30" 1976 served to highlight the
second-class status of Palestinians
living in Israel.

Yehud hagalil, the project of
‘Judaizing” the Galilee, was a
clandestine government program
until 1976 when it was openly
adopted as a slogan of the Israeli
Housing Ministry. Israel Koenig,
head of the Israeli Interior Ministry’s

Galilee Division, provided the
rationale for this policy in a report
drafted for then Prime Minister
Yitzhak Rabin. This report was
leaked in 1976. It claimed that the
Palestinian citizens of Israel were
“a cancer in the Jewish body that
had to be curbed and contained”

Continued on page 12
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Tsunami, an Open Wound of Imperialism

From page 6

to using the region for military
installations against the USSR and
its rivals. While not oil rich like
the Middle East, South Asia does
have one resource of huge interest
to imperialists: people. 1.4 billion
people to create cheap goods,
consume Western-made products,
and reinforce inequality. A CBC
report on poverty in the region noted:
“Despite all the talk about free trade,
the West still subsidizes its own
agricultural industries at levels that
make it impossible for poor countries
to compete.”

Economically disadvantaged from
centuries of occupation and pillaging,
the nations of South Asia became
increasingly reliant on loans from
Western powers to survive. The debt
per capita in the region more than
quadrupled from $50 to $214.38
per person between 1980 and 2000.
This, again, is in an area where the
average yearly income per family is
$460 a year.

The cycle of poverty - debt - loans
- interest - poverty is firmly in
place thanks to the opportunism of
international lending agencies such
as the International Monetary Fund
and the World Bank in South Asia.
India, Bangladesh, and Sri Lanka are
all in the top five countries to have
borrowed from the World Bank in
2003. Meanwhile, the percentage of
Gross Domestic Product spend on
repaying loans to the IMF grew in
Indonesia from 8.7% 1990 to 9.8%
in 2002. Thailand’s debt repayments
more than doubled from 6.2% to
15.6% in the same period.

Luckily enough for the effected
countries, finance ministers from
the seven largest lending nations
graciously agreed to suspend debt
payments from countries hit by the
waves for the next year (long enough
for all the TV cameras to leave).

Chosen Compassion

So why were George Bush, Tony
Blair, and Paul Martin so eager
to appear on cameras to solemnly
declare solidarity and aide with the
people of South Asia? Where was
their concern for the 205,500 Iraqis
killed as a result of the first Gulf War,
their pledges of aid as United Nations
Sanctions killed over 1.5 million of
these same people in the following
12 years? Why has George Bush
donated only little over 500 million
to the Tsunami relief efforts while,
according to the Christian Science
Monitor, continuing to spend over
4 billion a week on the occupation
of Iraq?

The answer 1is simple: these
countries do not have any interest
in the well-being of the poor and
working people of the countries
they intervene in. They may find a
wealthy bureaucratic layer to deal
with and create “governments” with
like in Afghanistan and Iraq, but their
interests in foreign intervention are
economic. An example is around the
undeniable illegitimacy of the recent
Iraqi elections at the end of January
when world leaders were all too
happy to have something to divert
attention from this glaring fact and
regain PR for their often criticized
foreign policy.

The One Exception

One country providing an alternative
in positive disaster relief strategies
and real solidarity is Cuba. In
2004 the people of the island of 11
million were able to confront two
major successive hurricanes. While
Hurricane Ivan and Charlie wrought
havoc on the lives of equally poor
Caribbean nations as well as the
United States, Cuba was able to
first evacuate 149,000 people during

Hurricane Charlie, and then an
amazing 1.9 million people to avoid
the wrath of Hurricane Ivan. Cuba
received worldwide recognition for
their disaster strategy, “The Cuban
way could easily be applied to other
countries with similar economic
conditions, and even in countries
with greater resources that do not
manage to protect their population
as well as Cuba does,” admitted
Salvano Briceno, director of the U.N.

Tsunami victims find shelter in a refugee camp.

International Strategy for Disaster
Reduction.

Even  comparatively to  the
economically richer countries Cuba
set a huge example. Charlie killed
4 people in Cuba, but 27 in Florida.
Although the hurricanes caused over
a billion dollars worth of damage to
Cuba and Hurricane Charlie alone
destroyed or damaged 70,000 homes,
Cuba still maintained its medical
teams abroad.

Recognizing that the U.S blockade
of Cuba had caused over 70 billion
dollars in damage to the Cuban
economy in its 42 year history, the
country rejected the insulting offer
of $50,000 in hurricane relief from
the United States. Through emphasis
on community mobilizations and
extensive preparations, Cubans were
able to protect themselves and set
a precedent for people around the
world with a real standard of aid and

By Mike Krebs

For over fifty years, the struggle of
Palestinians to end the occupation
of their country by the Zionist state
of Israel has been one of the most
crucial axes of the international
conflict between imperialism and
oppressed people. Israel has served
as the major defender, not of simply
‘its right to exist’ as a racist state,
but of imperialist hegemony in the
Middle East.

The right of Palestinians to self-
determination, then, is of crucial
importance for oppressed people
all over the world under attack
by imperialist countries, be it the
US, UK, Israel, or Canada. In the
current era of imperialist war and
occupation, this struggle, alongside
the Iraqi resistance against the
US-led occupation of their country,
takes on an even greater importance
for the international struggle to
defeat imperialism.

Fundamental to Palestinian self-
determination is addressing the
right of Palestinians to return to
the area of Palestine that was taken
from them and established as the
state of ‘Israel’ in 1948. Asserting
this right poses a direct challenge
to the existence of Israel as an
exclusively ‘Jewish’state.

Fire This
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Time
Jamjoum

Recently,
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Hazem Jamjoum speaking at a MAWO forum, January
22nd 2005.

from al-Awda Toronto. Al-Awda,
which means ‘Return’ in Arabic,
is an international coalition that
advocates for the Palestinian Right

of Return. In addition to his work
with al-Awda Toronto, Hazem is a
member of the Sumoud Political
Prisoner Solidarity Group, The

compassion. One example of which
is its Medical Brigades in Haiti. Since
1999, these Medical Brigades have
resulted in a verified saving of 81,856
lives. Also, Cuba’s Medical Team of
575 was the only medical team to
remain in Haiti after the overthrow of
President Aristide by a Canadian, U.S
and France backed coup.

“It’s not bad. Maybe pour in a little
scotch?” - Paul Martin’s comments
regarding water purified by a
Canadian Direct Action Response
Team (DART) in Sri Lanka

That while standing in the middle
of tsunami ravaged Sri Lanka, Paul
Martin was able to make such a
comment is very indicative of his
approach to the entire situation.
Mr. Martin was quite aware that he
would soon board his helicopter,
take himself up on the scotch offer,
and leave the region in tatters. Just
as other world leaders have been
content to sit on and use poverty in
South Asia and around the world for
whatever economic gain they can
muster, the tsunami relief efforts were
another chapter in the tragedy written
in the blood and sweat of poor people
around the world. Unfortunately for
imperialist countries, they cannot
rely on regular tsunamis to save them
from what could be described as the
same kind of wave in worldwide
sentiment and motion against them.
Demanding equality, demanding
justice, demanding dignity, at the
forefront of this wave are the poor
and working people of the world,
whose lives were in upheaval long
before the tsunami hit.

‘It's in the Heart of Every Palestinian’

An interview with Hazem Jamjoum from Al-Awda
Toronto on the Palestinian Right of Return

Coalition Against the Deportation
of Palestinian Refugees, and the
Arab  Student Collective at the
University of Toronto.

FTT: Probably the best thing
would be if we start with a bit of
background about al-Awda.

Hazem: Al-Alwda was started right
before the second Intifada (which
started in September 2000). It had a
period were it was becoming a kind
of dominant Palestinian grassroots
movement in Europe and North
America which culminated in large
rallies in places like Madrid and
New York.

It has grown because the key
element for the Palestinian struggle
is to achieve the Right of Return,
because it recognizes the beginning
of the Palestinian conflict in 1948,
with the expulsion of the refugees
and the takeover of what, in the
mainstream view, is “Israel proper”:
the part of Palestine that was
occupied in 1948.

It’s also becoming increasingly
pressing that refugees have a say in
what’s going on with the decision-
making. Al-Awda is increasingly
pressing that refugees have some
sort of voice or some sort of
influence, and that the Right of
Return be pressed. So the al-Awda
coalition formed around these
ideas.

Continued on page 10
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It’s in the Heart of Every Palestinian

MOBILIZATION
AGAINST WAR

From page 9

FTT: What kind of projects is al-
Awda working on right now?

Hazem: There is this essential need
to have relationships with Palestinian
refugees in the West Bank and Gaza,
as well as the internally displaced
refugees. These are people who
didn’t leave the land that was
occupied in 1948, but aren’t allowed
to go back to their villages. There
are about 253,000 of them. They
have Israeli citizenship, but are not
allowed to go to the over 530 villages
they inhabited that were destroyed in
1948.

So now it’s the beginning of working
on projects with the coalition, which
means supporting other members
within the coalition. For example,
one is the Appropriation for the
Rights of the Internally Displaced,
which makes sure that the issues of
the internally displaced are in fact
talked about.

There’s also a union of youth and
activity centres- these are social
centres that exist in all of the refugee
camps, especially the West Bank
and Gaza. They have no funding,
they are very poor, but they are
the main organizing space within
the refugee camps. So from things
like organizing demonstrations, to
replacing somebody’s glasses that
got broken, to helping people get
money to go to university from the
refugee camps. This is the only kind
of institution or space where that can
happen, these social centers.

Another big project that is being
worked on now is called the “Cibitas
Project”. It’s a project that’s come out
of Oxford University by a professor
named Carmen Avulty. Basically the
idea is about the need for refugees to
have a voice in official Palestinian
decision-making. It starts out with
a questionnaire about how refugees
in the Palestinian Diaspora think of
the need for their role in the input of

the decision-making and how they
think that can be achieved. The idea
is ultimately to create assemblies
within the Palestinian Diaspora
where there is some sort of self-
organization within the Diaspora
communities. This organization can
then feed into whatever Palestinian
decision making structure exists, to
safeguard against the surrender of the
rights of refugees, which cannot be
surrendered even legally.

Nobody has the authority to
surrender the Right of Return, it’s
fundamental to even internal law
norms, and it’s fundamental to the
Palestinian struggle. Nobody can
give up the Right of Return except
an individual refugee who is given
the choice of return or no return. At
that point they can give up, they can
say they don’t want to return, but they
are still entitled to compensation and
restitution.

The big campaign that we’re trying
to work on for our actions is the
divestment/boycott campaign.
Boycott is much more prominent in
Europe, which is probably the main
importer of Israeli goods; with North
America it’s more of a financial
relationship. You have investments
in Israel and you have corporate links
with Canada and the US. But you
also have things like the Canadian-
Israeli Free Trade Agreement, which
applies to both goods that are traded
and investments. These are direct
manifestations of Canada’s links as
an economic supporter of Israel.

Many of these corporations are
military corporations - they have
military connections, be they in
terms of arms, or for example, with
a company like CAE, which provides
flight simulators for Israeli pilots and
American pilots. The divestment
campaign would hope to raise
awareness about that not just that
Canada’s complacent, and is simply
allowing Israel to continue with its
occupation and apartheid. It’s about

Hazem Jamjoum speaking at a MAWO-SFU forum at SFU, January 23rd 2005.

Canada’s direct support, in terms of
financial support.

FTT: How has the work both
internationally and within Canada
been received by other groups doing
Palestinian support work?

Hazem: In the case of Toronto, most
of our work for the first three years
was essentially trying to educate not
just Palestine solidarity groups, but
also all kinds of grassroots activists
on the issue of the Right of Return.
On Palestine in general there was
a lot of confusion about the Oslo
Process, and the eternal debate about
one state versus two state solution,
which ties into the Oslo Project.

In Toronto we were very successful:

most grassroots groups within the city
really understand the Right of Return
and the nastiness of the Oslo Process.
The Oslo process only perpetuates
apartheid; in fact it’s the embodiment
of apartheid by creating Palestinian
reservations that are supposed to
somehow be the Palestinian state.
The way I analogize it, basically is
that Israel is trying to create an open-
air prison with the largest density of
the Palestinian population.

FTT: Paralleling the last question,
what has been the reaction to al-
Awda from Zionist groups, both
within Israel and outside of Israel?

Hazem: For the creation of an
exclusively Jewish state, which

anadian Repression in Haiti

From page 7

going to allow us to project power
across the shore ... whether that’s in
the north part of Canada, the coast
of Canada, or around the world.”
(Vancouver Sun, February 15, 2005).
Hillier says the military wants an
assault ship capable of carrying up
to 1,500 troops, heavy equipment,
and helicopters.

The claim that such a military force
serves a ‘“humanitarian” purpose
was exposed as a fraud during the
recent Asian tsunami disaster. The
federal government did not deploy
the military’s Disaster Assistance
Relief Team (DART) until public
pressure forced it to do so. By the
time the force reached Sri Lanka,
sixteen days after the disaster, local
and international humanitarian
agencies had already met the most
pressing emergency needs.

Why Haiti?

Why have the world’s richest
powers ganged up on one of the
world’s poorest countries?

The government of Jean-Bertrand
Aristide implemented modest social
reforms for the poorest people of
Haiti. It promised more. It enjoyed
the support of the overwhelming
majority of the Haitian people, and
its existence embodied the deep
aspirations of that people for more
radical and far-reaching reforms.
Quite simply, a people engaged
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in their country’s politics in this
manner represent a potential threat
to the banks, mining companies, and
sweatshop manufacturers that are
reaping big profits from the cheap
resources and labor of the Caribbean
and Latin America.

There is an urgent need in Canada
for student groups, trade unions,
the New Democratic Party, and

Women in Haiti protesting against the Latortue government.

others concerned with human and
social rights to join in condemning
the coup and demanding an end to
the criminal role of the Canadian
government. Too much time has
already been lost since February
29, 2004, a now-infamous date in
Canadian history.

*This  article  first  appeared
on February 239 2005 in the

SOCIALIST VOICE. Roger Annis
(socialistvoice@sympatico.ca) is a
founding member of the Socialist
Voice. The original article has been
cut and modified for FTT. For the
complete version of this article
pleasevisit: www.socialistvoice.com.
Printed with permission from the
author.

is the basic goal of the Zionist
project, the Right of Return is the
most dangerous thing. Even with
just Palestinians who have Israeli
citizenship inside the Zionist state
of Israel. The Israeli state, especially
the planners and the military wing,
all recognize something called the
“demographic threat” and this is
just with the Palestinians who have
Israeli citizenship. The “demographic
threat” argument is basically that
the Palestinians who have Israeli
citizenship have a growth rate that
will enable them to have some sort of
voting majority, and not necessarily a
51% majority, but because they have
proportional representation, a party
that can get 20, 30, or 40 % is going
to be a dominant party within the
Knesset, within their parliament.

You can’t have an exclusively
Jewish state if you’re going to have
the return. As a result, the Right of
Return is the biggest enemy, the
biggest fear, of the Zionist project.
You will not get more opposition
from Zionism to something other
than the Right of Return. It’s even
worse than the “martyr bombings” -
it’s a very big deal and it’s extremely
divisive. There is a very small, tiny,
minority of Israelis who would agree
with the Right of Return.

This obviously seeps into the
extension of the Zionist project
outside of Palestine, and in Canada
there is extreme hostility from Zionist
groups to the Right of Return. On top
of this Zionism has infiltrated the
Canadian elite, especially with the
Canadian elite’s interconnection with
Israel itself, as I talked about, there is
a very powerful opposition to the idea
of the Right of Return here.

You have events at York University,
for example, where they were talking
about the Palestinian struggle and
Right of Return where 150 Zionists
basically assaulted the 30 or 40
Palestinian activists who were there:
they encircled them, they heckled
them, spat, and physically assaulted
them.

In Canada it goes from that kind of
thing to the outright dismissing of
the Right of Return in the media,
and obviously there is a lot of Zionist
dominance when it comes to media
coverage in regards to the Palestinian
issue, particularly on the issue of the
Right of Return. At best it’s called
unrealistic, and the most enlightened
argument that you can hope to hear

Continued on page 11
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A Palestinian holds up a picture of a relative held in an Israeli
prison during a demonstration in Hebron demanding the
release of Palestinian political prisoners, February 14th 2005.

From page 5

of troops from the vast majority of
occupied Palestinian land.

The Outposts

Another issue negotiated at Sharm
al-Sheikh, the removal of Israeli
settler outposts from the West Bank,
exposes the hoax behind this ‘cease-
fire’. Under discussion are outposts
established since Sharon came to
power. Established by the most far-
right of the Zionist movement, these

are essentially the seeds of future
settlements, intended to undermine
any territorial integrity of areas in
the West Bank where there is still a
considerable Palestinian majority.

The findings of a recent commission
prepared for the Israeli cabinet,
called the Sasson report, exposes not
only the Israeli government’s active
support for this continued expansion
of Israeli occupation, but that the
outposts being discussed for potential
removal are but a tiny fraction of

Hazem Jamjoum
Interview Continued

From page 10

from a Zionist or Zionist supporter,
is that it’s unrealistic - which isn’t
even true.

90% of the land that was evacuated
is national parks and whatnot, so
90% of that land is still there, the
houses, although destroyed, are still
there. There are situations like the
University of Tel Aviv that was built
on top of land that was expropriated
and its inhabitants were forcibly
expelled, but that’s the minority of
cases in terms the landside, and even
then you can compensate. So it’s very
realistic.

As a result of being a Right of Return
group, or being al-Awda, we are in
many ways “enemy #1” because
they call what we’re fighting for ‘the
destruction of the state of Israel.” But
it’s the destruction of the Zionist
project, the destruction of the project
of creating an exclusively Zionist
state and the expulsion, ethnic
cleansing, and the essential genocide
of the Palestinian people as a result.

FTT: Why is it important for poor,
working, and oppressed people
in Canada to support the Right of
Return?

Hazem: Because of the links that
exist: Be it the immigration struggle
when you have Palestinian refugees
that are being targeted by the same

racist and brutal immigration as all
other refugees, non-status people, and
migrants to this country. Be it the fact
that Palestinians are an Indigenous
population colonized by essentially
Europeans who then brought in Jews
from other parts of the world, and the
links with other indigenous people,
particularly in Canada

This is not just a theoretical link,
when you look at the fact that South
African apartheid came about as a
result of research into the Canadian
reservation system, and the current
Israeli plan that’s creating Palestinian
reservations is based on research
done on the South African model. So
there’s a clear and direct link between
what’s happened in North America,
particularly Canada, and what’s
happening to us in Palestine.

And obviously the fact that Israel
operates as the representative, the
enforcer, for American corporate
power and military power in our
regions, it’s the same corporate
and military infrastructure that’s
dominating the rest of the world and
destroying the rest of the world. So
the Palestinian struggle is tightly
connected to poverty issues, with
aboriginal struggle, with struggles for
justice against oppression worldwide,
and in Canada where we work.

FTT: Thank you Hazem.

the entire Israeli settlements in the
West Bank. Encouraged by Sharon
explicitly when he was foreign
minister in 1998, there are a total
of 105 outposts in the West Bank
that have gone up in the last decade.
Out of these, the Sasson report found
that only 24 could be confirmed as
being established since 2001, making
up less than 1 percent of the total
settler population in the West Bank.
According to the report, most were
still receiving funds from the Israeli
government for infrastructure in order
to consolidate these settlements.

As with previous negotiations that
the Israeli government has tried to
force both the Palestinian Liberation
Organization (PLO) and the PA into,
what we are seeing is a huge delay
tactic. This is trapping the Palestinian

leadership in negotiations over some
of the most surface elements of the
entire occupation of Palestine while
buying time for the next round of
attacks on Palestinians.

So far, alongside the negotiations
taking place within the Sharm
al-Sheikh framework, Israel has
announced that the next phase of the
Apartheid Wall will consolidate East
Jerusalem within the Israeli side of the
wall. This is happening while Israel
is carrying out further confiscation
of Palestinian land within East
Jerusalem. In addition to this and
other offensive measures against
Palestinians, Israel has announced
plans to begin constructing a second
wall between Israel ‘proper’ and the
Gaza Strip. Israel intends this wall
to be 70 meters in width. It will

further confine Palestinians to the
prison camp that Israel intends Gaza
to become, and will mean an even
deeper confiscation of Palestinian
land.

Abbas and the Oslo Agreements

Overall, this is a continuation of the
approach of slowly giving more and
more space to Israel, politically and
in terms of actual Palestinian territory
that Abbas has been actively involved
with in the past. The first Oslo
agreement, drafted by Abbas and
agreed to by Israel and the PLO back
in 1993, led to the creation of the
Palestinian Authority and negotiations
for the so-called ‘two-state solution.’
Under this, Palestinians would be
given a pseudo-state comprised of

Continued on page 12

Self-Determination for Iraq!

From page 4

accept any post except Prime
Minister and in the meeting he
refused an offer for the post of
Minister of Defense.

The deadlock in the new Iraqi
National Assembly is deeper
than the aspirations of Allawi or
the questions around the level of
Kurdish or Sunni involvement in
the government. The 275-member
Assembly does represent many
different and diverse sections and
historically oppressed nationalities
within Iraq, but the task of this
Assembly — of negotiating these
differences and crafting a passable
national consensus to base a
government upon — is impossible
under the watchful eye and iron
boot of US imperialist occupation.
US imperialist interests contradict
the interests of an independent and
free Iraq so they place impossible
restrictions on what the National
Assembly can and cannot do.

The maneuvering and baseless
demands of Allawi are a sign of
how desperate the US is to keep
the Assembly as only a figurehead
of governance, a stage-play of
representation. The Assembly is
directed every step of the way by
the 3,000 staff-strong US embassy
backed by the occupying troops,
limited constitutionally by the
TAL, and paralyzed by the 75%
vote required to make significant
changes. Inherently, it is not able
to demand that the US leave Iraq.
This critical question overwhelms
all the other significant questions
that the Assembly is also powerless
to approach. Unemployment and
poverty? Ask the US corporations
that have bought up privatized Iraqi
industry. Reconstruction of schools,
infrastructure, and industry? See
above. Kurdish self-determination?
Refer back to Washington’s
October promise to Turkey that
the Kurds would not be allowed
to secede and form their own state.
Violence, torture and death? Talk to
the occupying army.

What’s the solution to the
problem of occupation? US/UK
OUT OF IRAQ!

The Iraqi people are faced with
tremendous barriers to survival,
let alone to winning their self-
determination.

The first great barrier is the presence
0f 160,000 hostile troops of the most

well armed and technologically
advanced military in the world. Not
only has this military killed over
100,000 Iraqi people; they have
arrested, detained, and tortured
them by the tens of thousands.
A Red Cross report issued at the
beginning of 2004 told of how US
army intelligence units admitted
that 70% to 90% of those arrested
in Iraq were arrested by accident. A
report issued in March 2005 by the
Pentagon admitted a higher instance
of death in custody than previously
presumed, even with the horrifying
pictures of Abu Ghraib flashing in
our faces. The report states that 108
people have died in US custody
in Irag and Afghanistan, most of
them have been violent deaths at
the hands of the US military. These
factors of terror, imprisonment,
and death waiting on every street
corner and even threatened at
home -from house to house raids-
have had a tremendous impact on
life in Iraq. The result has been a
steadily increasing anti-occupation
sentiment and a growing resistance
that, in the two years since the
war started, has killed 1,695 and
wounded over 11,000 occupying
soldiers. In the first two years of
the war on Iraq more than twice the
number of US soldiers have died
than in the first four years of the
Vietnam War.

The second great barrier is still the
deteriorating material conditions
that people under occupation
are facing. The people of Iraq
are struggling with devastated
infrastructure and bombed out
schools; unemployment is a still
growing problem; and industry
is showing no sign of recovery.
For example, the International
Monetary Fund (IMF) has predicted
that under existing conditions, oil
production will not be back up to a
working level until 2009. What this
means for people in Iraq is that they
have no means of survival in the
meantime and the occupiers are not
able or willing to disperse the aid
that they themselves have allotted
to minimize this problem. Of the
$18.4Billion allotted for aid in 2004,
only $2.5Billion reached the Iraqi
people. With this money unspent
the US House of Representatives
approved a bill on March 16" 2005
for an additional $81.4Billion in
supplemental funding for military
and reconstruction in Iraq and
Afghanistan. But instead of re-
building homes, the imperialists are

setting out to build a “more secure”
US embassy and “enduring bases”
to house the US military in Iraq for
the long-term.

The new Iraqi National Assembly
is unable to address any of the
problems facing Iraqi people and as
this becomes more and more clear
to the Iraqi people, alternatives will
have to be sought.

Historically there have been
organized and popular alternatives
to imperialism and capitalism in
Iraq. In the last election that Bush
referred to when he said the January
30" farce was Iraq’s “first election
in fifty years,” imperialism had
to brutally suppress the popular
Communist Party of Iraq (CPI),
which had taken 10% of the seats
in government, in order to keep
power. Today this situation has
completely changed. Today’s CPI
has denounced the occupation on
paper but ran candidates in the
imperialist election under their
coalition, the “People’s Unity”
party. The isolation of this party
is clear, not only in their failure
to win no more than two seats
in the National Assembly, but
in the resistance attacks on their
members as collaborators with the
occupation.

Iraq today is polarized into two
clear camps: for and against the
occupation. The CPI has tried
to balance on the fence between
the two sides, being against both
imperialism and what they call
the “extremist reactionary” Iraqi
resistance. The fence they have
tried to stand on has caught fire
and they have fallen into the camp
of US imperialist, made most clear
by their active endorsement of the
phony January 30™ elections.

Self-Determination for Iraq!

US imperialism has made Iraq the
primary front in the opening of
a new era of war and occupation
that threatens all working, poor,
and oppressed people in the world.
The fight of the people of Iraq for
national self-determination against
imperialist war and occupation
threatens the entire US imperialist
strategy and has become a fight
of enormous international and
historical proportions. When the
ground shifts in Iraq, it will tremble
and crash the world over.

END THE OCCUPATION NOW!
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Conditions for Palestinians Under Israeli
Occupation Continue to Deteriorate

From page 11

Gaza and the West Bank in exchange
for recognizing Israel’s right to exist
as an exclusive, Jewish state. The
issue of the right of return, though
not officially given up by the PA at
the time, was to be addressed ‘in
the future,” at least according to the
Palestinian Authority.

After years of continued Israeli
expansion, colonization, and
destruction of Palestine, it became
clear to Palestinians that even this
concession of a ‘two-state’ solution
was a myth, and that at most
offered self-administered Palestinian
Bantustans within less than 20% of
their country. The Oslo agreements,
along with Camp David negotiations
in 2000, failed to address the
basic right of Palestinians for self-
determination, and for Israel they
failed to pacify Palestinians. As a
result the second Intifada, which was
a mass uprising of Palestinians, broke
out in September 2000.

Based on this record, along with his
current moves, the US and Israel
see Abbas as a representative of the
Palestinian political establishment
who is willing to again compromise
Palestinian aspirations for self-
determination, and possibly to
compromise even more. In addition,
by putting pressure on the Abbas
government to aid in suppressing
Palestinian  resistance while at
the same time fueling increased

resistance through its brutal policies,
Israel and the US still have their eyes
on provoking a civil war between
Palestinians.

Hamas Influence on the Rise

In the current climate within
Palestinian society, however, this
civil war has not happened, even
though Abbas’ Fatah movement,
which has dominated the Palestinian
liberation movement since its
founding in 1959, has been slowly
declining in support, while the
rise in support and influence of the
Islamist group Hamas continues. As
a significant indicator of this, Hamas
recently had a surprising success in
the municipal elections in Gaza. Out
of 118 total seats, Hamas was elected
to 76, while Fatah only won 30.

The primary reason for the growth
of size and popularity of Hamas
among Palestinians is that it is seen
as a more militant alternative to the
Fatah leadership. Hamas rejected the
Oslo agreement, and has engaged
in more militant resistance to the
Israeli occupation, especially during
the second Intifada. The growth of
support for Hamas represents the
sentiment of Palestinians frustrated
with the inability of the Fatah
movement to successfully make
steps forward for Palestinian self-
determination.

At this point, however, Abbas has not
made any significant moves to use
force against Hamas, even though

they initially refused to recognize
the ‘cease-fire’ and continued to
launch mortar attacks from Gaza into
Israeli settlements. Instead, Abbas
has opened up space to negotiate,
while Hamas has shown that it is
generally willing to work with the
Abbas government within the Sharm
al-Sheikh framework.

This includes the likely participation
of Hamas in the PA parliamentary
elections, due to take place in July
of 2005. Previously, Hamas refused
to participate due to its rejection
of the Oslo process under which
this parliament was set up. Hamas
leaders, however, have made it clear
that they will not participate with
the intent to take power within the
PA from Fatah, but to serve as an
opposition from within. As Hasan
Yusuf, West Bank spokesperson for
Hamas said in a recent interview with
Al-Jazeera, “at this stage, we only
want to be in a position to influence
the leadership.”

This is because, despite their more
militant approach to  resisting
the Israeli occupation, their rise
in popularity has coincided with
resembling Fatah more and more on
the fundamental issues of Palestinian
self-determination. ~ Since 1993
the main leaders of Fatah have
recognized the state of Israel’s right
to exist, and support basically the
same two-state solution.

The Conditions Under Which this

is Occurring

These moves by both the Abbas
leadership of Fatah and Hamas
towards showing a willingness to
capitulate ever more towards the
Israeli government are happening at
a time when the Israeli occupation of
Palestine is further devastating the
lives of Palestinians.

Poverty and unemployment
continue to skyrocket for the vast
majority of Palestinians living in
the West Bank and Gaza, resulting
in a recent wave of demonstrations
by Palestinians demanding work.
On March 12% 2005, thousands of
unemployed Palestinians stormed the
PA parliamentary building in Gaza
city, chanting ‘No to Starvation’ and
demanding that the PA act to end to
the lockdown of the West Bank and
Gaza by Israel, which has prevented
Palestinians from entering Israel to
work. Before Israel closed down the
borders to Palestinian labour as part
of its attempts to suppress the second
Intifada, over 150,000 Palestinians
living in the West Bank and Gaza
traveled into Israel to work.

The continued expansion of Israeli
settlements in the West Bank, along
with the confiscation of Palestinian
farmlands and homes to make way
for the Apartheid wall, work to make
daily life for Palestinians even more
unbearable. Along with the daily
harassment, detainings, and beatings
of Palestinians by Israeli occupation

Reclaiming the Land

From page 8

and argued for a policy of “terror,
assassination, intimidation, land
confiscation, and the cutting of all
social services to rid the Galilee of
its Arab population.” The Koenig
report led to a brutal wave of land
confiscations and Jewish settlement
in the Galilee that culminated with
the general strikes and protests of
Land Day.

Apartheid Israel

Uri Davis’ book Apartheid Israel
helps to underline in no uncertain
terms the ongoing colonial and
racist nature of the Israeli state
itself. Davis’ intervention reminds
us, once again, that a central
component of Israel’s colonization
project continues to be the so-called
‘redemption of the land’. This can
be read as: the forcible expropriation
of Palestinian livelihood for the
purposes of Jewish-only settlement.
While international media focuses
on the illegal Israeli colonies
established in the West Bank
and Gaza, it is also important for
Palestine solidarity activists to
recognize that the Zionist project
continues its land-grab within the
current Israeli polity — most recently
targeting the Bedouin populations
of the Nagab.

This land-grab has traditionally
focused on areas whose
demographic composition remained
predominantly  Palestinian  after
the Nakba (Catastrophe) of 1948
— during which 750,000 Palestinians
were ethnically cleansed, 220,000
individuals were internally
displaced, over 530 villages and 11
towns were destroyed and millions
of acres of land were expropriated.
The ‘internal’ colonization that
followed this bloody chapter in
the establishment of the state of

Israel has translated into forcible
attempts to ‘Judaize’ the Galilee,
the Triangle, and the Naqab and
the further expropriation of roughly
another one-million acres of
Palestinian land. While Palestinian
land ownership stood at 94% of
what became the Israeli state of
today, this number was reduced
to 3% of all lands in this policy

JNF raised $15Million in the early
1970s to establish ‘Canada Park’
a ‘recreational’ area built on land
occupied by the Israeli military
in 1967 in order to cover-up the
destroyed Palestinian villages of
Imwas, Yallu, and Beit Nuba. Such
a blatant manipulation of historical
memory in the name of ‘nature
conservation’ highlights the way in
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Unemployed Palestinian workers demonstrate in Gaza,

as a result of successive waves of
systematic land-confiscation.

Jewish National Fund (JNF)

The primary vehicles for the
fulfillment of these policies are
the state controlled Israeli Lands’
Administration (ILA) and the
privately run Jewish National
Fund (JNF) - which according to
its Memorandum of Association
seeks to control land for Jewish-
only settlement. The JNF raises
funds abroad for its racist settler-
colonial project and is listed as a
charitable organization in most
Western countries. In Canada, the

March 13th 2005.

which the JNF and ILA are used in
an attempt to erase any signs of the
indigenous population of Palestine.
It also reminds us of the way in
which other settler colonial regimes
— from North America to the south
Pacific — have used similar tactics
in obliterating the memory of those
who preceded them.

Spurred by Davis’ work, activists
from the Palestine Solidarity
Campaign (PSC) in Scotland
launched a campaign in the
summer of 2004 to strip the JNF
of its charitable status in Scotland.
The demand put forward by PSC
activists is an eminently winnable

one for Palestinian solidarity
organizers and one that allows us to
begin challenging the racist structure
upon which the dispossession of the
Palestinian people in 1948 was built.
It is also a fundamental component
in achieving the right of return of the
Palestinian refugees, which lies at
the core of any just and sustainable
resolution to this conflict. The
successes of the PSC — in November
2004, the Scottish parliament’s
Communities Committee agreed
to take their concerns into account
in their deliberations on the new
Charities Bill before the legislature
— need to be built upon in other
countries with strong Palestine
solidarity movements like the USA,
UK, Canada, Australia, Spain, Italy,
Sweden, France, etc.

JNF: Charity or Zionist Front?

An international effort to challenge
the JNF’s charitable status could
form a crucial component in
galvanizing a broader international
movement against Israeli apartheid.
In Canada, the campaign to target
the JNF aims to build upon the
success of ‘Israeli Apartheid Week’
during which student activists at the
University of Toronto successfully
managed to forward an analysis
of Israeli apartheid and the need to
oppose it. As the 30" anniversaries
of Land Day and the entry into force
of the International Convention on
the Suppression and Punishment of
the Crime of Apartheid on July 18"
1976 loom next year, it is crucial
that Palestine solidarity activists
begin coordinating efforts to push
for a comprehensive policy aiming
to target and sanction the Israeli
state for its perpetuation of racist
and apartheid practices. Let’s make
this Land Day a stepping-stone
in broadening the international
struggle for genuine Palestinian
self-determination.

forces, and the immense restriction
of movement imposed by Israeli
checkpoints throughout Gaza and
the West Bank, life for Palestinians
becomes more intolerable as the most
brutal occupation of the 20" century
continues to ravage their lives.

Continued Crisis Within Israel

At the same time as the pressures
for Palestinians under occupation
mount, the pressures on the Israeli
government are also compounding.
The movement of settlers opposed
to Sharon’s ‘disengagement’ plan
has shown a growth in size and in
ferocity. The supposed ‘concessions’
offered by Sharon under the Sharm
al-Sheikh agreement have fueled
even more discontent among layers
if Israeli society that are opposed to
the application of any brakes to the
Zionist aim of complete colonization
of Palestine.

Regular  demonstrations  against
the Sharon government by Israeli
settlers and their supporters are
happening within Israel and the
settlements. In  February, just
before the ‘disengagement’ plan
was voted on by the Israeli Knesset
(Parliament), road junctions were
taken over all over Israel, with Israeli
settlers scrawling on walls ‘Rabin
is waiting for Sharon’. This refers
to Yitzak Rabin, the former Israeli
Prime Minister who was assassinated
in 1995 by a settler who opposed the
Oslo agreements.

End the Occupation

Regardless of which particular
agreements are made between
Abbas and the Israeli government
out of the Sharm al-Sheikh summit,
there will never be a just solution
to the historic and daily problems
faced by Palestinians living under
Israeli occupation without self-
determination. The idea of ‘land
for peace’ put forward in past
negotiations between Palestinian
leaders and the Israeli government
is a hoax when talking about Israel.
It has never intended to offer land
or peace to the people whose land
it continues to brutally occupy and
steal, and it doesn’t intend to offer
these things now. Israel is a state
founded on occupation, built as a
‘Jewish’ state to the exclusion of all
non-Jewish Palestinians, and under
this occupation, life for Palestinians
can only get worse.

The fate of Palestinians cannot be
separated from that of their brothers
and sisters throughout the Middle
East who are increasingly affected by
imperialist expansion in the region,
as the continued US-led occupation
of Iraq has shown. As a result of the
quagmire that the Iraqi people have
created for imperialism with their
bold resistance to the occupation
of their country, the US and Israel
have had to maneuver strategically
to at least temporarily cool off the
Palestinian resistance through the
Sharm al-Sheikh agreement. We must
understand, however, that this is only
tactical, and with the US and other
imperialist countries now working on
their plans for how best to intervene
in Iran and Syria, the push by
imperialist countries to re-colonize
the Middle East continues.

The continued economic crisis
facing imperialist countries will
fuel more wars and occupations in
the coming decades as imperialist
countries attempt to shoulder most
of the burden of this crisis on people
of the third world. In this context,
the struggle for Palestinian self-
determination takes on increasing
significance for poor, working, and
oppressed people all over the world.
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By Any Means Necessaty...

Introduction

In the struggle of ‘us’ against ‘them,’
Malcolm X was one of us. Yes, he was
the one who advised us to understand the
difference between ‘us’and ‘them’.

In this issue of Fire This Time we are
printing some excerpts from Malcolm
X speeches on war, imperialism, racism
and ruling class violence. It is of vital
importance that we remember always that
all politics happen within the framework of
‘us’and ‘them’.

Malcolm X is our leader and our teacher,
like anybody else who, regardless of
background, ethnicity or nationality, is on
our side of the ‘us’ against ‘them’ division.
Whether he or she is called Sitting Bull,
Louis Riel, Rosa Luxembourg, Martin
Luther King, Che or Rachel Corrie, they
are all our source of knowledge and
strength.

Our connection and heritage of fighting for
a better and a just life has not been started
from scratch. We are product of the efforts
of millions of men and women who believed
in changing the relationship of ‘us’ and
‘them’in the interest of ‘us’. Therefore, for
us, reading and consequently educating
ourselves on their struggle is a must. As in
their time we are still living in the same era
of war, racism, violence and occupation by
imperialist countries.

Fire This Time is proud to bring in each
upcoming issue a part of the experience of
these vanguards of humanity from the past
in order to build and solidify our vision
and our future. This certainly fits with
the theme of the second anniversary of
the occupation of Iraq, fourth anniversary
of the occupation of Afghanistan,
sixtieth anniversary of the occupation of
Palestine, one hundredth anniversary of
the occupation of Puerto Rico, hundreds
anniversary of the occupation of Ireland
and 500" anniversary of the occupation of
America and indigenous land in Canada.

At no point in history has human kind had
to sacrifice so many lives to achieve peace
and justice as in the twentieth century and
now the twenty-first century. Malcolm
X was one of them. He was one of those
who will always shine in the in dark sky of
capitalism and imperialism to encourage
and inspire us for freedom ‘by any means
necessary.’

- Editor

Malcolm X, Speech 9th
November, 1963

Look at the American Revolution in 1776.
That revolution was for what? For land.
Why did they want land? Independence.
How was it carried out? Bloodshed.
Number one, it was based on land, the basis
of independence. And the only way they
could get it was bloodshed. The French
Revolution - what was it based on? The
landless against the landlord. What was it
for? Land. How did they get it? Bloodshed.
Was no love lost, was no compromise, was
no negotiation. I’m telling you - you don’t
know what a revolution is. Because when
you find out what it is, you’ll get back in
the alley, you’ll get out of the way.

The Russian Revolution - what was it based
on? Land; the landless against the landlord.
How did they bring it about? Bloodshed.
You haven’t got a revolution that doesn’t
involve bloodshed. And you’re afraid to
bleed. I said, you’re afraid to bleed.

As long as the white man sent you to
Korea, you bled. He sent you to Germany,
you bled. He sent you to the South Pacific
to fight the Japanese, you bled. You bleed
for white people, but when it comes to
seeing your own churches being bombed
and little black girls murdered, you haven’t
got any blood. You bleed when the white
man says bleed; you bite when the white
man says bite; and you bark when the white
man says bark. I hate to say this about us,
but it’s true. How are you going to be
nonviolent in Mississippi, as violent as you
were in Korea? How can you justify being
nonviolent in Mississippi and Alabama,
when your churches are being bombed, and
your little girls are being murdered, and at
the same time you are going to get violent
with Hitler, and Tojo, and somebody else
you don’t even know?

If violence is wrong in America, violence
is wrong abroad. If it is wrong to be
violent defending black ‘women and black
children and black babies and black men,
then it is wrong for America to draft us and
make us violent abroad in defense of her.
And if it is right for America to draft us,
and teach us how to be violent in defense
of her, then it is right for you and me to do
whatever is necessary to defend our own
people right here in this country.

So I cite these various revolutions, brothers
and sisters, to show you that you don’t
have a peaceful revolution. You don’t
have a turn-the-other-cheek revolution.
There’s no such thing as a nonviolent
revolution. The only kind of revolution
that is nonviolent is the Negro revolution.
The only revolution in which the goal is
loving your enemy is the Negro revolution.
It’s the only revolution in which the
goal is a desegregated lunch counter,
a desegregated theater, a desegregated
park, and a desegregated public toilet; you
can sit down next to white folks - on the
toilet. That’s no revolution. Revolution
is based on land. Land is the basis of
all independence. Land is the basis of
freedom, justice, and equality.

Malcolm X, speech 3rd April,
1964 in Cleveland, Ohio, USA

When we begin to get in this area, we
need new friends, we need new allies. We
need to expand the civil-rights struggle
to a higher level—to the level of human
rights. Whenever you are in a civil-rights
struggle, whether you know it or not, you
are confining yourself to the jurisdiction
of Uncle Sam. No one from the outside
world can speak out in your behalf as long
as your struggle is a civil-rights struggle.
Civil rights comes within the domestic
affairs of this country. All of our African
brothers and our Asian brothers and our
Latin-American brothers cannot open
their mouths and interfere in the domestic
affairs of the United States. And as long
as it’s civil rights, this comes under the
jurisdiction of Uncle Sam.

But the United Nations has what’s known
as the charter of human rights, it has a
committee that deals in human rights.
You may wonder why all of the atrocities
that have been committed in Africa and in
Hungary and in Asia and in Latin America
are brought before the UN, and the Negro
problem is never brought before the UN.
This is part of the conspiracy. This old,
tricky, blue eyed liberal who is supposed
to be your and my friend, supposed to be
in our corner, supposed to be subsidizing
our struggle, and supposed to be acting in

the capacity of an adviser, never tells you
anything about human rights. They keep
you wrapped up in civil rights. And you
spend so much time barking up the civil-
rights tree, you don’t even know there’s a
human-rights tree on the same floor.

When you expand the civil-rights struggle
to the level of human rights, you can then
take the case of the black man in this
country before the nations in the UN. You
can take it before the General Assembly.
You can take Uncle Sam before a world
court. But the only level you can do it on
is the level of human rights. Civil rights
keeps you under his restrictions, under his
jurisdiction. Civil rights keeps you in his
pocket. Civil rights means you’re asking
Uncle Sam to treat you right. Human rights
are some thing you were born with. Human
rights are your God given rights. Human
rights are the rights that are recognized
by all nations of this earth. And any time
any one violates your human rights, you
can take them to the world court. Uncle
Sam’s hands are dripping with blood,
dripping with the blood of the black man in
this country. He’s the earth’s number-one
hypocrite.

He has the audacity—yes, he has—imagine
him posing as the leader of the free world.
The free world! And you over here singing
We Shall Overcome. Expand the civil-
rights struggle to the level of human rights,
take it into the United Nations, where our
African brothers can throw their weight

on our side, where our Asian brothers can
throw their weight on our side, where our
Latin-American brothers can throw their
weight on our side, and where 800 million
Chinamen are sitting there waiting to
throw their weight on our side.

Let the world know how bloody his hands
are. Let the world know the hypocrisy
that’s practiced over here. Let it be the
ballot or the bullet. Let him know that it
must be the ballot or the bullet.

When you take your case to Washington,
D.C., you’re taking it to the criminal who’s
responsible; it’s like running from the wolf
to the fox. They’re all in cahoots together.
They all work political chicanery and make
you look like a chump before the eyes of
the world. Here you are walking around in
America, getting ready to be drafted and
sent abroad, like a tin soldier, and when
you get over there, people ask you what are
you fighting for, and you have to stick your
tongue in your cheek. No, take Uncle Sam
to court, take him before the world.

Speech by Malcolm X at the
London School of Economics,
Feb. 11, 1965

It is only being a Muslim which keeps me
from seeing people by the color of their
skin. This religion teaches brotherhood,
but I have to be a realist—I live in
America, a society which does not believe

Continued on page 14
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"They Suck our Blood Like Vultures

Malcolm X and Muhammad Ali.

From page 13

in brotherhood in any sense of the term.
Brute force is used by white racists to
suppress nonwhites. It is a racist society
ruled by segregationists....

[Wlhere the government fails to protect the
Negro he is entitled to do it himself. He is
within his rights. I have found the only white
elements who do not want this advice given
to undefensive Blacks are the racist liberals.
They use the press to project us in the image
of violence.

There is an element of whites who are
nothing but cold, animalistic racists.1 That
element is the one that controls or has strong
influence in the power structure. It uses the
press skillfully to feed statistics to the public
to make it appear that the rate of crime in
the Black community, or community of
nonwhite people, is at such a high level.
It gives the impression or the image that
everyone in that community is criminal.

And as soon as the public accepts the fact
that the dark-skinned community consists
largely of criminals or people who are
dirty, then it makes it possible for the power
structure to set up a police-state system.
Which will make it permissible in the minds
of even the well-meaning white public for
them to come in and use all kinds of police
methods to brutally suppress the struggle on
the part of these people against segregation,
discrimination, and other acts that are
unleashed against them that are absolutely
unjust.

They use the press to set up this police
state, and they use the press to make the
white public accept whatever they do to the
dark-skinned public... They have all kinds
of negative characteristics that they project
to make the white public draw back, or to
make the white public be apathetic when
police-state-like methods are used in these
areas to suppress the people’s honest and
just struggle against discrimination and
other forms of segregation.

A good example of how they do it in New
York: Last summer, when the Blacks were
rioting—the riots, actually they weren’t
riots in the first place; they were reactions
against police brutality.2 And when the
Afro-Americans reacted against the brutal
measures that were executed against
them by the police, the press all over the

world projected them as rioters. When the
store windows were broken in the Black
community, immediately it was made to
appear that this was being done not by
people who were reacting over civil rights
violations, but they gave the impression that
these were hoodlums, vagrants, criminals....

But this is wrong. In America the Black
community in which we live is not owned
by us. The landlord is white. The merchant
is white. In fact, the entire economy of the
Black community in the States is controlled
by someone who doesn‘t even live there.
The property that we live in is owned by
someone else. The store that we trade with
is operated by someone else. And these are
the people who suck the economic blood of
our community.

And being in a position to suck the economic
blood of our community, they control the
radio programs that cater to us, they control
the newspapers, the advertising, that cater
to us. They control our minds. They end
up controlling our civic organizations.

politically, socially, mentally, and every
other kind of way. They suck our blood like
vultures.

And when you see the Blacks react, since
the people who do this aren’t there, they
react against their property. The property is
the only thing that’s there. And they destroy
it. And you get the impression over here that
because they are destroying the property
where they live, that they are destroying
their own property. No. They can’t get to the
man, so they get at what he owns. [Laughter]
This doesn’t say it’s intelligent. But
whoever heard of a sociological explosion
that was done intelligently and politely?
And this is what you’re trying to make the
Black man do. You’re trying to drive him
into a ghetto and make him the victim of
every kind of unjust condition imaginable.
Then when he explodes, you want him to
explode politely! [Laughter] You want him
to explode according to somebody’s ground
rules. Why, you’re dealing with the wrong
man, and you’re dealing with him at the
wrong time in the wrong way.

9 | They end up controlling us economically,
é Y
5 . Z ' A’/‘
not of Thabo Sibeko, first grader, in his own blood
on his grandmother’s parlor floor
Joyce, nine, trying to crawl to him
shitting through her navel
not of a three-week-old infant, nameless
lost under the burned beds of Tembisa
my hand comes down like a brown vise over the marigolds
reckless through despair
we were two Black women touching our flame
and we left our dead behind us
I hovered you rose the last ritual of healing
“It is spring,” you whispered
“I sold the ticket for guns and sulfa
I leave for home tomorrow”
and wherever I touch you
I lick cold from my fingers
taste rage
. like salt from the lips of a woman
- who has killed too often to forget
Audre Lorde ( 1934-1 992) and carries waxch death in her eyes
your mouth a parting orchid
Audre Lorde was one of the first American poets to advance aﬁgrgvzd\?v}jllfl glglg: lslild?g,esti?ien;),}, country
a strong Black and feminist identity in her work. She was ’
a defaply fnﬂuential and powerfu.l poet wh(? .re—deﬁned the Keys jingle in the door ajar threatening
Telatlonshlp of poetry as art to social and political movements whatever is coming belongs here
in the US and around the world. I reach for your sweetness
This poem was published in 1986 in Lorde's book “Our Dead  but silence explodes like a pregnant belly
Behind Us”. into my face
a vomit of nevers.
The edge of our bed was a wide grid Mmanthatisi turns away from the cloth
where your fifteen-year-old daughter was hanging her daughters-in-law are dyeing
gut-sprung on police wheels the baby drools milk from her breast
a cablegram nailed to the wood she hands him half-asleep to his sister
next to a map of the Western Reserve dresses again for war
I could not return with you to bury the body knowing the men will follow.
reconstruct your nightly cardboards In the intricate Maseru twilights
against the seeping Transvaal cold quick  sad vital
I could not plant the other limpet mine she maps the next day’s battle
against a wall at the railroad station dreams of Durban sometimes
nor carry either of your souls back from the river visions the deep wry song of beach pebbles
in a calabash upon my head running after the sea.
so I bought you a ticket to Durban
on my American Express
gnd e Iy 'Fogether M-man-tha-tisi: Warrior queen and leader of the Tlokwa
i i st st i ey eason, (Sotho) people during the mfecane (crushing), one of the
Now clearing roughage from my autumn garden greatest crises in Southern African history. The Sotho now
cow sorrel overgrown rocket gone to seed live in the Orange Free State, S.A.
I reach for the taste of today
the New York Times finally mentions your country Ma-se-ru: scene of a great Tlokwa battle and now the capital
a half-page story of Lesotho
of the first white south african killed in the “unrest”
Not of Black children massacred at Sebokeng Durban: Indian Ocean seaport and resort area in Natal
six-year-olds imprisoned for threatening the state Province, S.A.
. J
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Much Ado About Nothing

Elections Were a Pretext to Extend US Control in Iraq
Interview with Ricardo Alarcon, Cuba’s Vice President

An Interview by Saul Landau*.

Landau: Elections in Iraq?

Alarcon: “Much ado about
nothing,” as Shakespeare said.
Elections were a pretext to extend
U.S. control. I don’t believe the
U.S. will withdraw. They can’t
give a sense they may abandon
Iraq without giving the impression
of having suffered a big defeat.
I don’t think elections solve
political problems in Iraq. The
U.S. occupation remains an issue.

Prior to the elections, CNN
international had vast coverage
of voting elsewhere, Iraqis in the
U.S., Australia and Europe. And
the turnout wasn’t that big. It
may have been a very big fraud.
One commentator committed a
Freudian slip referring to women
voting, saying that Iraq was a
secular society and women were
accustomed to exercising rights.
In the future, women may be
deprived of rights in a religious
society. But before the occupation,
women had rights.

Secondly, Iraqis may have been
Shiite, Sunni or Christian. I was
there. Some of them wanted me to
know what religion they belonged
to. Catholic or Muslim, not Shiite
or Sunni. Now everyone refers to
different ethnic groups. Imagine
American Protestants forming
hostile groups of Presbyterians
versus Episcopalians. It’s stupid.

especially when under the guns
of the occupier, with CNN
filming and soldiers distributing
leaflets on the streets — electoral
propaganda. Imagine, a machine
gun in one hand and leaflets in
the other. This image symbolized
the nature of those elections.
And some people even in those
circumstances refused the leaflets.
They said: “I don’t care.” That’s a
difficult thing to tell a patrolling
group on the street.

Landau: And the U.S. media?

Alarcon: American propaganda
machinery excels at manipulating
elections. I remember a group of
U.S. legislators trying to play a
role in guaranteeing fair elections
in the Ukraine. Remember the
recent contested elections there?
At the same time groups in the
U.S. were demanding the right to
review votes in Ohio, or trying to
get recounts because of claims that
there were voting violations there.
I don’t remember a single U.S.
senator going from Washington
to Cleveland or Cincinnati to see
what was happening, but they went
all the way to Iraq. Remember the
2004 referendum and elections
in Venezuela. A number of U.S.
politicians and the U.S. media got
very concerned with fair voting
in Venezuela but not in their own
states. If they were to apply to
U.S. elections similar standards to
those they applied to Venezuela,
my god, in Venezuela even the

Alarcon: The most beautiful thing,
somewhat missed in the media,
happened in Puerto Rico. A U.S.
territory under U.S. administration
had the old fashioned vote, where
you mark what you want to mark.
It’s possible to count and recount
once, twice endlessly and assure
that whoever gets more votes
wins. In the U.S., you cannot do

Cubans demonstrate against Cuba being added to a US list of countries that “violates
human rights”April, 2004.

Those Iraqi religious divisions
may lead to war. Remember the
religious wars in Europe.

These religious conflicts may
infect the next administration in
Iraq as a supposed consequence
of the elections, but in fact the
invaders provoked the religious
conflicts. The news talks about
pressure from the Arab world.
What about pressure from the
occupier? The Iraqi who chose
not to vote made a statement,

opposition accepted the result of
the plebiscite as did international
groups. Later, opponents of
Chavez accepted them. People
from the opposition were elected.
The possibility of questioning
election results in the U.S. is
vanishing. And recounting — that
word that will disappear from the
English language dictionary.

Landau:  Anything
about the U.S. election?

positive

that in many places. So, while
the U.S. media focused on Iraqi
elections and ignored voting
complaints by African Americans,
the Puerto Ricans were recounting
their ballots, one by one. They get
exact results in polling station by
polling station, municipality by
municipality. They saw who won
and who lost. In the U.S. a kind
of monarchial principal reigns, as
if the candidate was the owner of
the people’s will. Supposedly, one

Ricardo Alarcon speaking in Cuba.

candidate concedes to demonstrate
that his opponent won. Recall how
Mr. Gore conceded in 2000? So
what? Was he the owner of the
people’s votes? In the U.S. it’s a
far cry from one man one vote.
And the winner is not necessarily
the one who gets more votes as the
2000 election showed.

Landau: How would
elections in Iraq look?

Alarcon: Why don’t U.S. soldiers
vote? Hold a referendum for
American soldiers to choose
between staying there for the
rest of their lives for democracy
and freedom, American style, or
returning home. It’s a relevant
issue.

fair

But in Iraq, one group of exiles
backed by the CIA ran against
another group. Some people that
may have favored resistance did
not take part. Much was said about
how the resistance movement, or
terrorists, pressured people not to
vote, but not a word about pressure
by the occupying forces. Aside
from distributing leaflets, the
army imposed a curfew, restricted
movement, sealed off the country
and called it a free election. If
anything like that happened in
another country imagine the
amount of U.S. criticism that
would fall on that country. I’ve
heard about this election as a
historic development. Well, let’s
wait another 100 years and we’ll
find out its historic implications.

Landau: You had mentioned
before that the U.S. is declining.

Alarcon:
speaking.

Comparatively

Landau: Specifically, vis a vis
Europe. Initially, when Cuba
jailed the dissidents in 2003,
the European Union responded
very critically, going along with
the U.S. position, and now the
EU is about to resume friendly
relations.

Alarcon: Formally, we always

had economic and diplomatic
relations with European countries.
It was rather childish what the
EU did. Unfortunately, following
Spanish government advice, the
EU followed the American line on
Cuba. Even on the Helms-Burton
law. Europe 