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‘Thebasisof
socialismisthehuman
being... Socialismis
themovement to
restorehumanbeing’'s
consciouswill.’

- Mansoor Hekmat
The great Marxist
thinker and leader of the
Worker-communist Party
and worker-communist
movement, 1951-2002

Recently, thelsragli statehas
re-occupied Palestinian
areas, destroyed Arafat’s
Headquarters, andkilledand
wounded numerous
Pal estinians. Duringthepast
year, under the guise of
‘fighting terrorism’, the
Israeli state has
systematically engaged in
terrorising, killing, occupying
andimposingfear, insecurity
and immense poverty upon
Pal estiniansby employingan
all out fascist policy withthe
unconditional backingof the
USA. The continuation of
thisnaked stateterrorismhas
asoprovidedldamicterrorist

groupsin theopposing camp
with the justification and
capahility to takethelivesof
defenceless Isradli civilians
viablindandinhuman*suicide
bombings'.

The Worker-communist
Party of Iran (WPI) strongly
condemns the Israeli
government’s fascist policy
and state terrorism against
the people of Palestine.
Furthermore, the WHPI
unequivocally condemnsthe
terrorist racefromeither side.
Inordertobringanendtothis
Situation, theWPI emphasizes
that the Isragli government

www.wpibriefing.com

must immediately end the
killingof Palestiniansandthe
occupation of Palestinian
territories, pull out from all
occupied territories and
acquiescetothejust demand
for the formation of an
independent state of
Palestine.

The charlatanry of the state
of Israel anditsdisregard for
international protestandscorn
must be answered with ever
escalating protests. TheWPI
calls upon all advocates for
freedom around theworld to
protest against the fascist
policies of the state of Israel
and compel it to fully retrest
and recognise the state of
Palestine.

Onthe
USA
Attack on

Irag

Interview with Koorosh Modaresi on the
USA’s New Global Strategy

Question: The Worker-
communist Party of Iran has
dated that theUSAwar againgt
Irag must be sopped and that
any USA military attack on
Iraq is condemned. How
would you explain the
difference between the USA
attack on Irag and its attack
on the Taliban; how do you

exlain the different positions
of the WPl vis-a-vis the two
USA attacks?

Koorosh Modares: It is not
aquegtionof war; itisobvioudy
aguestion of aUSA attack on
Irag. The attack that the USA
ispreparingforisdifferentfrom
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TheGaryDavnaftheNew
World Orde, Pat |

Mansoor Hekmat

Given the importance and
relevancy of Mansoor
Hekmat's article on the New
World Order, WPI Briefing
reprint this article first
published in 1991.

JUDGINGbywhetisbengdone
inthe Gulf, and by what we are
told about it by the media, we
must dl be thankful for the fact
that thisisaworld of hypocrisy,
sdective mordity and double
gandards. Justimeginethechaos
if dl United Nation resolutions
were to be enforced with equa

rigour andresolve. Justimegine
how many thousandsof tonsof
bombswouldhavetobedropped,
to gat with, on Israd for its
occupation of Pdedtinian land
and its treatment of the
Pdedinian people, on South
Africafor its denid of human
datus to the mgority of its
inhebitants, andontheUSA itsdlf
for uninterrupted harassment of
humanity for decades. Imagine
thenumber of fighterandbomber
‘sorties and cruise missile
launchesthat wouldberequired
to neutraize wegpons of mass
destruction stockpiled in the
USA, USSR, Ching, Britain,
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On the USA Attack on Iraq, Cont. from Page 1

theUSA-Tdibanwar. TheUSA
atack on Iraq is the continua:
tion, or better dated, expanson
of the policy the USA waspur-
suing during the Gulf Wer, i.e
theimpodtion of aNew World
Order, which will guarantee
completeUSA domination. The
Afghanistan war was awar by
theUSA andacaditionaf many
countries across the world to
overthrow theTdiban, oneof the
centres of political Idaminthe
region. Intha war, thedownfdl
of theTdibanand paliticd Idam
washoth beneficid for the peo-
pleof Afghanistan and positive
for the people of theregion and
the world. In that framework,
whoever was to replace the
Tdiban would reduce the suf-
fering of the people of Afghani-
gtan and wesken politica Idam
in the region. The war thet the
USAispreparingfor today, how-
ever, is a completely different
issue. Thedownfal of Saddam
Husseinand possbly theBa ah
regimewill not betheonly result
of this attack. Befaore anything
dse, thiswar will secure USA
domination, aserioudy harmful
phenomenon for the people of
Irag, regionandworld, andwill
negdively impact on people’s
progressvemovement throught
out theworld.

Thiswar mus belooked a from
two anglesthat arecertainly re-
lated to each other. Oneisthe
issueat handitsdlf that the USA
poses and the other isthe more
generd drategy thetitsbourgeoi-
sesextramerightisputtingforth
asaframework for USforeign
policy intoday’sworld.

The USA has presanted the is-
Sue as one of overthrowing a
dictatorid, fascist and crimina
regime. Thisisnot theissue a
hand, however; itisthehueand
ay tha the USA hasraised in

order to cover upthered issue.
Wehave previoudy spoken ex-
tengvely onthis;i.e bringingup
thecharacterigticsof theBd ah
regime, whichwasincidentaly
Supported by the USA during
most of itstenure, inconnection
to the Gulf war and economic
sanctions on Irag. Readers can
refer to Mansoor Hekmat's ar-
tidesabout the Gulf Wer andmy
interview in the‘ Porses’ jour-
nd.

Inbrief, | must say that theissue
of Afghanistan had a red and
actud foundation, which sepa
rates it from other parts of the
world- palitica Idan’'sdomina
tionandtheexpansonof itster-
rorig base. On Irag, however,
theissuerased isarhitrary and
assuchcannot reflect redlity, i.e.
theissuethattheUSA israsing
inthiswar isnhot particular tothe
Iragi government; the mgjority
of USA friendly Satesaresuch.
By separating Irag, wegivethe
judging of who iscrimina and
despatic to the USA. Let me
give some examples. They a-
guetha thelragi regimeisdes
potic. But are the regimes of
Saudi Arabiaand other US d-
lies less despatic than the Irag
regime? By accepting this, we
are consenting that the USA
determines the despotic nature
of regimes. They arguethat Irag
has wegpons of mass destruc-
tion. But doesn'ttheUSA, UK,
Pakigan, India, Isadl, France,
China, etc. havethesamewegp-
ons? If we accept this, then we
accept that owning wegpons of
massdegtructionisacrimeonly
if theUSA thinksitis They cor+
tend that Irag has used these
wegpons. Butign'ttheUSA the
only satethat actudly used nu-
clear weapons in the world?
Were nat the defencdess peo-
pleof Hiroshimaand Nagasaki
victimsof this? What about the

people of Vietnam? Did the
USA haveany doubtsonusing
chemicd and biologica wegp-
ons againg the people of Vid-
nam? Wasn't the USA and
West supporting Iraq exactly
whenit used chemicd wegpons,
indudingagaing us?Didn'tthey
ignore and slence the protests
and objectionsraised by usand
the peopleof Iranand Iragwho
were victims of Seddam?Weas
itnotthe USA that used depleted
uraniumin the very same Gulf
War? Haven't hundreds of
thousandsof children, youngand
old becomevictims of this, ac-
cording to the UN; has not the
USA used the mogt horrific
wegpon of massdestruction, i.e.
economic sanctions, for more
than ten years againg the peo-
pleof Irag? Thetruthisthet the
issue a hand is not having or
usingwegponsof massdestruc-
tion; if we acoept thisfrom the
USA, then we have officidly
accepted that the use of wegp-
onsof massdedtructionisapre-
rogative of a amdl number of
countriesandtheir permissonto
useitisgiven by the USA and
itsfriends.

Thereisonly onefactinlight of
the hue and cry that the USA
hasrased. The USA can over-
throw anyonethat it determines
to be contrary to its interest.
Today the' changeof regime is
amed a the fastigt regime of
Irag. With this same reasoning,
if thisisestablished, thentomor-
row, the USA can remove any
regime or system it condders
contrary toitsinterest under the
doganof ‘regimechange .A're-
gimechange inlragismog cer-
tainly thedemand of any decent
humanbeingbutinredity thisis
not the issue a hand for the
USA. Ragng thisismerdy a
propaganda war to secure a
specid rolefor the USA.

The second angle that must be
congdered, andwhich | believe
isthe main pillar of explaining
USA palicy, isthe debate about
the new USA drategy in the
contemporary world, i.e. the
New World Order. We are wit-
nessing a fundamenta change
in the philosophy of the USA's
internetiond policy. Upuntil now,
evenatheheight of Reaganiam,
the officid USA internationa
policy was that the USA mugt
besopowerful militarily soasto
deter theenemy, particularly the
EagernBloc, frommilitarily a-
tacking the US and use this to
defenditspalitica, economicand
military domain. Thispolicy was
cdled the ‘ Deterrence Policy’.
Today, however, wearewitness-
ingthe pronouncement of anew
policy by theextremeright of the
US bourgeoise cdled the Pre-
emptive Strike Policy. The
White House has recently an-
nouncedthisasthebassof USA
foreignpolicy. Accordingtothis
palicy, the USA must not dlow
theshaping of any competitor, be
iteconomic, palitica or military,
that canignoreor thresten USA
interests, the USA must bedble
to suppressthe shaping of such
apower by useof military force.
Adoptingthispalicy doesnot re-
quireUnited Nationor any other
sate's backing, but rather re-
quires that the USA act unilat-
adly by rdyingonitsownpower
andindependently of others This
is the basis of the USA policy
towardslrag. Uponegtablishing
thispalicy, fromtomorrow, peo-
pleanywherewho demand cer-
tainfreedomsthat thresten USA
interests will face the military
might of thisstate. By adopting
thispalicy, theUSA isturningthe
world into its own backyard. It
is doing what it has done over
thepast century inLainAmerica
- coupd etats, military interven-
tions, and maintaining $etesthat
guarantee USA interests. Saudi
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Arabia, Kuwait and Isred are
contemporary examplesin the
MiddleEas.

We mugt dso, however, take
into account the human dimen-
sonsof thisadventurisminUSA
policy. Economicaly spegking,
Iragisamuchmorecomplicated
country than Afghanidan. At-
tacking Iragwill againmeanthe
destructionof itseconomicfoun:
dations, fromitseectricity grids
and water networksto bridges,
roads, etc., examples of which
we saw in the Gulf War. One
pillar of the USA war againgt
Iraqwill bethedestructionof its
infrastructureand economicba
9s Also, the USA has shown
that itiswillingtokill thousands
of innocent people to prevent
even one casudty on its Sde.
Furthermore, thistime, thelragi

regime will be dragged into a
war of lifeand death. Doesany-
one have any doubts about the
brutdity of the Iragi regime?
Cananyoneguaranteethat Irag
will not usechemica or biologi-
ca wegpons? If it does, what
will happen?inthelagt war, Irag
was officidly warned thet if it
useschemica wegpons, nudear
bombs would be used against
Baghdad. In this case, the re-
gimeisfacingitsoverthrow and
no retreat has been left for it,
therefore, the possibility of its
using chemica wegponsismore
probable and redl; what would
they do then? Would they not
bomb Baghdad with a nuclear
bomb?Dothey haveany mord
dilemmawiththis?Didthey not
doitinHiroshima, Nagasski and
Vietnam?By attackinglrag, the
USA will begin awar of luna-

ticd The people of Iragwill be
thefirg victimsof thiswar. The
USA-madegovernment, which
istoreplacethelragi regime, is
aninteregting one- acollection
of tribd leaders and generds
who should bein tried next to
Bad ath leaders, Idamists who
havebeen onepillar of politica
Idam in the region, and so on.
Thewar hasn'tevendartedand
Jdd Taebani’sPatriotic Union
of Kurdistan and Masud
Barzani’sKurdigan Democretic
Party are taking and planning
theethnic deanang of Karkuk.

Thereault of the arbitrary sepa
ration of Irag from other reac-
tionary datesand dongsdethe
brutd incursons of the lgadi
gate will be the expansion of
palitica Idamintheregion. Is-
lamigtswill onceagain havean

audiencefor their blegk propa:
ganda. Thispalicy will givethem
legitimecy. Itwill encouragefas-
damvisavisfasian. The' Pre-
emptive Policy’ will be used
againd regimesunacceptableto
the USA and not againgt des-
potic regimes. Initsoppostion,
thispolicy will promotevarious
kindsof corrupt andfoul ideolo-
giessuch aspaliticd Idamand
nationdism. Inasnglesantence,
the outcome of the USA attack
agang Irag will be nothing but
deprivationand corruption. Do
not forget that theformationand
development of Al-Qaedawas
the reaullt of the first Gulf Wer,
which defined itsdlf in reection
to it. This time however more
foul groupswill cometothefore

The aboveisthetrandation of an
interview in International Weekly
number 125 dated 27 Septenber.

The Gory Dawn of the NWO, cont.

France |grad anddl other Sates
withenoughcashtoaffordthem.
Imaginethekind of warswhich
hed to be waged if we wereto
prevent monopolistic control of
not just ail, but adso grain,
technology, vaccines,
information, etc. Justthink of the
number of ships required to
blockade dl dictatorships, the
number of judgesandcourtrooms
needed to try dl war criminds
regardless of race, creed,
nationdity and table manners;
theenvironmenta cogt of trying
totameadl trigger-happy globa
andregiond superpowers. And
justthink of thecost of itdl - no
Jgpan or Saudi Arabia could
possibly cough up that much
money. ltwouldbeanightmare.
Letitbe Itisjust soferasitis. Let
us join the parade of self-
deception and Euro-American
jingoism. L&t us share in the
juvenile excitement of our
overpad ' objectivejourndigs
and TV pand ‘experts over

their red life computer war
games.

Or perhgpsnot. I ngtead, wemust
free ourselves from their
assumptions and judtifications.
Wemust ook &t thered issues
involved. Thiswar is not over
democracy and dictatorship.
Killingandmaiminglragj people
intheirthousandsanddestroying
theirhomes schoolsandfactories
isindeedasick way of liberating
themfrom politica oppression.
Thewar hasnothing to dowith
preventing oil-garvation of the
Wegt. Thereisnopaintinowning
moreail if youdonatintendtosdl
it. Thiswar isnot for upholding
internationd law. Inthelight of
the past record of the law
enforcers themselves, from
Hiroshima and Vietnam to
Grenada and Nicaragua, such
suggestions cannot be taken
sioudy.

These are not the red issues.

from Page 1
Theseareexactlywhatthey are:
war propaganda Themaindues
forunderstandingthered causes
of thisconflict aretobefoundin
Bush's seemingly harmless
dlusonstoa’ NewWorldOrder’
and Saddam Hossain' srgjected
demandfora’ linkage (between
the future of Kuwait and the
resolution of the Paestinian
question).

The New World Order

TheconflictintheGulfismerdy
one manifestation of the
contradictionsanduncertainties
inthepog-ColdWearinternationa
relations. With the collapse of
the Soviet bloc, the old
international power gdructure,
basad on the miilitary, politica
and, toal esser extent, economic,
oppositionof thetwopowerblocs
of East and West, also
disntegrated. While the mass
mediaandpalitica commentators
intheWest rejoiced overtheso-

cdled’ collgpseof communisn
and promised afuture of peace
and harmony under the
unchallenged sway of the
gloriousmarket, itwasevidentto
anybody with asober mind thet
thepost-ColdWarworldwill be
ridden with serious economic,
paliticd andideologica tensons
and confrontations. Western
politica commentary isusudly
focused onthevolatilesituation
inthe Soviet Unionand Eagtern
Europe, the so-cdled North-
South divide, the environment,
regiond conflictsandsoon-i.e.
problems which supposedly
originateouts detheboundaries
ofthe’ democratic’ and‘ dvilised
West. These areindeed part of
the problemsthat facethe’ 90s,
however, the main chalenge,
and the centra issue in any
atempttoshapea’ New Order’,
liesintheWegtitsdf. Thecallapse
of theEagt meanta sothedemise
of theWest asitsoppositepole,
asadefinedeconomic, palitical,
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military and ideologica entity
forged to contain and defeet the
Soviet bloc after the Second
WorldWar. TheoldWes, both
as a concept and as a palitico-
economic redity, was erected
onthebadsof thehegemony, or
theso-cdled'leadingrale ,of the
United States. Thepreservation
of thisrole, orevenitsextension,
intheradicdlytransformedworld
of post-Cold War palitics, isthe
essenceof theAmericanvison
of the ‘New World Order’.

Prior to the recent crisisin the
Middle East, such a vison
gppearedtol ack practica venues
for Hf-redizaion. Therise of
Japan and West Germany as
formidable economic powers,
the march towards European
unity andtheactud reunification
of Germany, thepaliticd shiftin
Eagtern European countries in
favour of the pro-market Right
and, lastbutnotlesst, thepalitical
and economic opening of the
Soviet Union itsdf totheWes,
undermined every aspect of the
old West. Not only the leading
role of the US, but even the
actud inditutionsthatembodied
andssfeguarded UShegemony,
such as NATO, gppeared to
becomeincreasingly redundant.
The whole American foreign

l

d

of the most hawkish Cold War
warriorsontheextremeright of
American poalitics turned into
advocates of isolaionism. The
crigsin the Gulf presented the
US government with an
opportunity totry toreversethese
trends. In arecent peech to a
gathering of Religious
Broadcasters, George Bush
spelled out USintentionsin the
warwithagtonishingdarity. The
aim was to ‘restore the
leedership’ and'relicbility’ ofthe
United States. Once this was
achieved, saidBush, internationd
problemssuchasthePd estinian
question, couldberesolvedwith
theUS'takingaleadingrol€ .

The United States seized the
opportunity crested by Irag's

’ " St s, TR

itsdlf as a superpower. With a
massive campaign  of
propaganda and provocation
skilfully carried out by thehigh-
techbootlickerjournaisminthe
Wes, itsdf a product of mass
politica gpathy of the80s anew
‘Evil Empire was created
ovenight. A ThirdWorldcountry
of nomorethan17millionpeople,
indebted, totally dependentonits
oil exportstotheWest,andworn
out after eight yearsof war with
the neighbouring Iran, was
portrayed asagloba menace. A
regiond issuethat would under
other circumstancebededtwith
by the usual political and
diplomaticpressuresandgestures
washlownoutof dl proportions
intoalifeanddesthchalengefor
the' dvilizedworld' . Continental

and Mitterrand, figures of an
assertive united bourgeois
Europe, were pushed to the
Sddines by Bush and Baker,
symbols of American
omnipotence. The Japanese
giantwasreducedtoanobedient
cashier. Europe was reminded
oftheindigpensable’ leadingrole
of the USin the capitdist new
world order.

Whilelragisthethestreof wer,
the centrd issuesthat areto be
sdtledbythiswarlieprimarilyin
theWest. USA’ sshow of force
and ‘leedership’ in the Middle
Eadtistoensureitacommanding
posdtion vis-avisitsdlies, and
rivasinthepos-ColdWarWes;
aprecondition, dso, foraglobd
US supremacy. But USA’s
endeavour runs against the
politica and economiclogic of
thepresent-day cgpitdism,which
cdlsfor afundamentd revison
of the old balance and the
emergence of anew bourgeois
economic and political
configuration. Thefragilenature
of the'Codition’, in contrast to
the cohesion displayed for
decadesby theWesterndliance
in ther confrontation with the
Eagtern bloc, underlines the
higtoricd limitsof theAmerican
endeavour.

policy logtitsfocus Evensome  invasion of Kuwait to resssart  Europehesitantlyfdlinline Kohl TobeContinued.
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