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‘Thebasisof
socialismisthehuman
being... Socialismis
themovement to
restorehumanbeing’'s
consciouswill.’
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SPECIAL ISSUE ON IRAQ

OnthePraextof OppoangtheUSA, don't

bring Idamis

Asgar Karimi
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Since September ladt year, ex-
tengive protests against NATO
andtheUSA'smilitarismandwar-

mongering have taken shgpe in
many cities across Europe and

theworld. Hundreds of thousands
wanting a better, more just and
free life for al humanity have
cometothedreetsto declarether
opposition to this warmongering
and the killings and bombings of
innocent people in various coun-
tries Amidgt dl this, however, re-
actionary and misogynist Idamic
groups, some of which officidly
support the Taiban and Idamic
terrorist groups and Setes aretek-
ing advantage of the decent sen-
timentsof freedom-loving people.
People who have come onto the
dreets to sop NATO and Bush's
bombingsand defend the deprived
peopleof theregion, suddenly see
themsalves next to the mogt re-
actionary and backward Idamic

stothe Sregtsof Europe!

groups shouting dogans againgt
the USA with thedogan Allah-o-
Akbar, whichisareminder of the
innumerable people in Iran, Al-
geria and Afghanistan who have
been murdered by political Idam.
European supporters of Idamic
groupsin the anti-war movement
can be found in every country
amongst the isolated, margina
so-cdled |ft groupsthat are sects
irrdlevant to peopl€'slives. These
are the groups that supported
Khomeini under the pretext that
he was an anti-imperidist; sup-
port Hamas because the Paes-
tinian people are suppressed by
the ruling fascism in Isradl; and
support any reactionaries be-
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Question: The Worker-
communistPartyoflranhasstated
that the USA war againg Iraq
must bestoppedandthat any USA
military attack on Iraq is
condemned. How would you
explainthedifferencebetweenthe
USA attack on Irag and itsattack
ontheTaliban; howdoyouexplain
the different positions of the WP
vis-a-visthe two USA attacks?

Koorosh Modares: Itisnota
question of war; it isobvioudy a

OntheUSA Attack onlrag

| nterviewwithK oor osh M odar es ontheUSA’ sNew Globa Strategy

guestion of aUSA attack onIrag.
Theattack thet the USA isprepar-
ing for isdifferent fromthe USA-
Tdiban war. The USA attack on
Iraq is the continuation, or better
dated, expansgon of thepalicy the
USA waspursLingduringthe Gulf
War, i.e. theimposition of aNew
WorldOrder, whichwill guarantee
completeUSA domingtion. TheAf-
ghanistan war was awar by the
USA andacoditionof many coun-
triesacrosstheworldto overthrow
the Tdiban, one of the centres of
palitical Idamintheregion. Inthat
war, thedownfdl of theTdibanand
political Idamwashoth beneficid
for the people of Afghanistan and
postive for the people of the re-
gionandtheworld. Inthat frame-
work, whoever wasto replacethe
Tdiban would reduce the suffer-

ing of the people of Afghanigtan
and wegken paliticd Idam in the
region. The war that the USA is
preparing for today, however, isa
completely different issue. The
downfdl of Saddam Hussein and
possibly theBd athregimewill not
be the only result of this attack.
Beforeanything el se, thiswar will
secureUSA dominetion, aserioudy
harmful phenomenon for the peo-
pleof Irag, region and world, and
will negatively impact onpeople's
progressvemovement throughout
theworld.

Thiswar must belooked at from
twoanglesthat arecertainly related
to each other. One is the issue at
handitsdlf thet the USA posesand
theother isthemoregenera drat-
agy that itsbourgeoise' s extreme
rightisputtingforthasaframework

for US foreign policy in today’s
world.

The USA has presented the is-
e asone of overthrowing adic-
tatorid, fasdgtand crimind regime.
Thisisnot theissueat hand, how-
ever; it isthe hue and cry that the
USA hasraised in order to cover
up the red issue. We have previ-
oudy spoken extensively on this,
i.e bringing up the characteristics
of the Ba ah regime, which was
incidentally supported by theUSA
during mogt of its tenure, in con-
nection to the Gulf war and eco-
nomic sanctionson Irag. Readers
canrefertoMansoor Hekmeat'sar-
ticles about the Gulf War and my
interview inthe* Porsesh’ journd.

Inbrief, | must say that theissue
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of Afghanistan had ared and ac-
tua foundation, which separatesit
from other partsof theworld - po-
litical Idam’s domination and the
expangon of itsterrorist base. On
Irag, however, the issue raised is
arbitrary and assuch cannot reflect
redlity,i.e theissuethat theUSAis
rasnginthiswar isnot particular
tothelragi government; themgor-
ity of USA friendly satesaresuch.
By separeting Irag, we give the
judging of whoiscrimind and des-
patictotheUSA. Let megivesome
examples They arguethat thelragi
regimeisdespotic. But arethere-
gimes of Saudi Arabia and other
US dlies less despotic than the
Iragi regime?By acogpting this we
areconsenting that the USA deter-
mines the despotic nature of re-
gimes. They argue that Irag has
wegpons of massdedtruction. But
doesn't the USA, UK, Pakigtan,
India, Isradl, France, China, €c.
havethe samewegpons?If weac-
cept this, thenweaccept that own-
ing wegpons of mass destruction
isacrimeonly if the USA thinksit
is. They contend thet Irag hasused
thesewegpons. Butisn't the USA
the only state that actually used
nuclear weapons in the world?
Were not the defenceless people
of Hiroshimaand Nagesaki victims
of this? What about the people of
Vietnam? Did the USA have any
doubtsonusingchemicd andbio-
logicd wespons againg the peo-
pleof Vietnam? Waan't the USA
and West supporting Iraq exactly
when it used chemica wegpons,
including againg us? Didn't they
ignoreand sllencetheprotestsand
objections raised by us and the
people of Iran and Irag who were
victimsof Saddam?Wasit not the
USA tha used depleted uranium
inthevery ssmeGulf War?Haven't
hundredsof thousandsof children,
young and old becomevictims of
this, according to the UN; hasnot
the USA used the mogt horrific
wegpon of mass degtruction, i.e.
economicsanctions, for morethan
ten years againgt the people of
Irag? Thetruth isthet theissue at
hand isnot having or using wesp-
ons of mass destruction; if we ac-

cept this from the USA, then we
havedffididly accepted thet theuse
of wegponsof massdestructionis
aprerogativeof asmall number of
countries and their permission to
useitisgiven by the USA andits
friends.

Thereisonly onefactinlight of
the hue and cry that the USA has
rased. The USA can overthrow
anyone that it determines to be
contrary toitsinterest. Today the
‘changeof regime’ isaimed at the
fascist regime of Irag. With this
same reasoning, if thisis estab-
lished, thentomorrow, the USA can
remove any regime or system it
congders contrary to its interest
under the slogan of ‘regime
change . A ‘regimechange inlrag
ismogt certainly thedemand of any
decent human being but in redity
thisisnot theissue a hand for the
USA. Rasngthisismerdy apropa:
gandawar to secureaspecid role
fortheUSA.

The second angle that must be
congdered, andwhich | believeis
themain pillar of explaining USA
policy, isthedebate about thenew
USA drategy inthecontemporary
world,i.e theNewWorldOrder.We
are witnessing a fundamental
change in the philosophy of the
USA'sinternationd policy. Upun-
til now, even at the height of
Reeganiam, theofficia USA inter-
nationa policy wasthat the USA
must beso powerful militarily soes
todeter theenemy, particularly the
EagternBloc, frommilitarily atack-
ing the US and use thisto defend
itspolitical, economicand military
domain. Thispolicy wascdledthe
‘Deterrence Policy’ . Today, how-
ever, we are witnessing the pro-
nouncement of anew palicy by the
extremeright of the US bourgeoi-
se cdled the Preemptive Strike
Policy. TheWhite House hasre-
cently announced thisasthebas's
of USA foreign policy. According
to this palicy, the USA must not
alow the shaping of any competi-
tor, beit economic, paliticd or mili-
tary, thet canignoreor thresten USA
interests; the USA mugt beableto
suppress the shaping of such a
power by use of military force.

Adopting this policy does not re-
quire United Netion or any other
gate' sbacking, but rather requires
thet theUSA act unilaterdly by re-
lying on its own power and inde-
pendently of others. This is the
basis of the USA policy towards
Irag. Uponestablishingthispolicy,
fromtomorrow, peopleanywhere
whodemand certainfreedomsthet
thresten USA interetswill facethe
military might of this state. By
adopting this policy, the USA is
turning the world into its own
backyard. It is doing what it has
doneover thepast century inLatin
America- coupd etats military in-
terventions and maintaining gates
that guarantee USA interests Saudi
Arabig Kuwaitand |sradl arecon
temporary examplesintheMiddle
Ead.

Wemugt dso, however, tekeinto
account the human dimensionsof
this adventurism in USA poalicy.
Economically spegking, Iragisa
much more complicated country
than Afghanigtan. Attacking Iraq
will again mean thedestruction of
itseconomicfoundations, fromits
dectridity gridsandwater networks
tobridges, roads, etc., examplesof
whichwesawintheGulf Wer. One
pillar of the USA war againgt Iraqg
will bethe dedtruction of itsinfra-
structure and economic basis.
Also, theUSA hasshownthetitis
willing to kill thousands of inno-
cent people to prevent even one
casudty onitssde. Furthermore,
thistime, theIragi regimewill be
draggedintoawer of lifeand degth.
Does anyone have any doubts
about the brutdlity of the Irag re-
gime? Can anyone guarantee thet
Irag will not use chemicd or bio-
logica wegpons? If it does, what
will happen? Inthe last war, Irag
wasofficialy warnedthet if it uses
chemica wegpons, nudear bombs
would be used against Baghdad.
Inthiscase, theregimeisfacingits
overthrow and noretreet hasbeen
[eft for it, therefore, the possibility
of its using chemica wegponsis
moreprobebleandred; whetwould
they do then? Would they not
bomb Baghdad with a nuclear
bomb?Dothey haveany mord di-

lemmawiththis?Didthey not doit
in Hiroshima, Nagasaki and Viet-
nam? By attacking Irag, the USA
will begin awar of lunaticd The
people of Iragwill bethefirg vic-
tims of this war. The USA-made
government, whichistoreplacethe
Iragi regime, isaninterestingone-
a collection of tribal leaders and
generdswhoshouldbeintried next
to Ba ah leaders, Idamists who
havebeen onepillar of paliticd Is-
lam in theregion, and so on. The
war hasn't even darted and Jda
Talebani’'s Patriotic Union of
Kurdistan and Masud Barzani’s
KurdiganDemocraticParty aretalk-
ingand planningtheethnicdeans-
ingof Karkuk.

Thereault of the arbitrary sepa
ration of Iraq from other reection-
ary datesand dongsdethe brutd
incursions of the lsradli state will
betheexpangon of palitical Idam
in the region. Idamigts will once
again have an audience for ther
blesk propaganda. Thispolicy will
givethemlegitimecy. ltwill encour-
agefascigmvis-avisfasciam. The
‘Pre-emptive Policy’ will be used
agang regimesunacceptebletothe
USA and not against despotic re-
gimes. Initsoppogtion, thispolicy
will promotevariouskindsof cor-
rupt and foul ideologies such as
paliticd Idamandnationdism.Ina
singlesentence, theoutcomeof the
USA attack againgt Iraqwill benoth-
ing but deprivation and corruption.
Donot forget thet theformationand
development of Al-Qaedawasthe
result of thefirst Gulf Wer, which
defineditsdf inreactiontoit. This
timehowever morefoul groupswill
cometothefore.

Question: It might be argued
that the Iragi regime, like the
Taliban regime, is corrupt, dicta-
torial andfascigt and that itsdown-
fall isthedesire of all decent peo-
ple. Why couldn’t one be pleased,
then, at the USA attack on Iraq
and seea podtivesideto thiswar,
like the war with the Taliban?

KoorashMaodared: Catanly,the
downfdl of thelragi regimeisthe
desire of dl decent people. The
Worker-communist Party of Iran
(WP1) dongsidetheWorker Com-
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munigt Party of Irag hasstruggled
againg thelragi regime; thisbattle
continues. However, the issue a
hand in thisattack isnot the over-
throw of thelragi regime; thisisthe
USA'’s formula on the issue.
SaddamHussain'sregimecandso
be overthrown by dropping anu-
clear bomb on Baghdad; must we
seeapostivesdetoit? TheUSA
was griving to establish its su-
premacy inthewar onAfghanigtan
too but theissuea hand therewas
the overthrow of theruleof politi-
cd Idam, whichwithlimited cas-
dtiesand destruction, could guar-
anteethe coming to power of are-
gime that was nonetheless better.
The outcome of the Tdiban's de-
feat wasnot the USA'striumph as
the uni-power of theworld, what-
evertheUSA'sformulafor thet war.
The result of that victory in Af-
ghaniganfromtheviewpoint of the
world's people was the defeat of
politica 1dam and the triumph of
someform of civilisation over Is-
lamicbarbarity. Infact, itisfor this
very reason thet the USA hasre-
turnedtotheissueof Saddam. The
Afghaniganwar did not and could
not, because of the nature of the
issue, establish the postion and
law of thejunglethe USA wanted.
On this occasion though, the out-
comeof the USA war onlragqwill
not be the overthrow of Saddam,
but rather the establishment of the
USA's domingtion on the world.
Thisphenomenonwill beworsefor
humanity and the people of Irag
thenthelragi Bd ahregime. | think
that one must move beyond the
formula the USA presents to the
world with the aid of lackey jour-
naismand declarethat theissueat
handissomethingdse TheUSA's
atack on Iraq is to establish the
USA'ssupremecy. If therewasa
civilised and human regime en-
gaged in overthrowing Saddam,
thenthequestionwould havebeen
fundamentaly different. Asl sad
before, we should not accept the
account they have placed before
usa facevaue Theissueissome-
thingdse. Itisnot the casethat we
must overthrow Seddam & theex-
pense of devedtating the lives of

thepeopleof theregion, world, in-
cludingthepeopleof Irag.
Question: What factorscanstop
the USA attack on Iraq and what
isto be done? What is the WPI's
postion on the ‘anti-war move-
ment’, which is taking shape and
the groupsinvolved init? Will the
WP take part in this movement?
K oorosh M odar es: Theactudi-
sation of the USA attack on Irag
dependsonvariousfactors includ-
ing establishing strategic and
logidticd fadilitiesintheregionand
neutrdising European countriesto
acoepttheUSA'snewrole Onesg
nificant and fundamenta factor,
however, istheprotestswhichcan
and must beorganisadinternation-
aly against USA militarism. If the
USA and Western gates face the
surge of peopl€e’s protests, then
they will beforced to retreet; con-
sequently, wewill striveto condti-
tuteasignificant pillar of theanti-
war movemert. Inredlity, however,
this movement attracts various
groupsto it. As| said before, the
outcome of the USA's militaristic
policy will beto strengthen politi-
cd Idam and nationdism. In the
process of the shaping of the anti-
war movement, this means that
these groups will try to present
themsdlves as the representatives
and voices of the interegts of the
peopleof Iraq and theregion, turn
their owndogansand perspectives
into the perspectives and dogans
of themovement' sparticipantsand
dso draw legitimisation fromthis
movement. Wemust not dlowthis
to hgppen. This movement must
be the movement of the civilised
world and humanity against USA
barbarity. Its demands must not
haveany sympathy with Idamists
and nationalists. We must en-
lighten, mobilise, gather sympathy
and turn humanity into the banner
of this protest. Thisis a complex
srugglebut inredity thecivilised
worldand humanity iswithus, par-
ticularly after September 11. We
must usethisopportunity. Wemust
utilize this movement asthe basis
of the emergence of humanity’s
movement againg USA militariam.
Quedtion: What are the main

dogans in the context of the ac-
tivities of the Worker-communist
Party of Iranagaing theprobable
USA attack on Iraq and what is
the WP position, in particular, on
the dogan of ‘Nether Bush, Nor
Saddam' ?

K oorosh M odaresi: Undoubt-
edly, onedogan cannot capturedl
thisandyssandredity. Morethan
focusing on one dogan, atention
must bepaidto declarations, reso-
Iutions, debatingtheissueinone's
locdlity and the process of thefor-
mation of thismovement. Asfar as
the* Neither Bush, Nor Seddam’ do-
gan isconcerned, | think that this
dogan accepts part of the USA's
account. Clearly, thedogan'sdle-
ments are not only fine but they
express the desires of any decent
person. In the current situation,
however, placing thetwo together
impliesthat thereisawar between
Saddam and the USA and weare
saying‘no’ toboth of them. Thisis
not the case. As| have sad, there
isno war but an unjudtified USA
atack onlrag. Theissuea handis
the USA not Iragand not Iraq plus
theUSA. If our movement failsto
bedearly agang USA militarism
and beginsfrom adefensve pos-
tion, itwill not succeed. If someone
asksmy position on Saddam, my
reply will bethet theissueat hand
isnot Saddam. | will not accept this
deception. You cannot paint afrog
in the colour of acanary and then
debate the principles of conduct
towardscanarieswithme Thestu-
aionisexactly like the Gulf War.
Then, too, we did not accept thet
theissue a hand was Kuwait and
its independence.

Quegtion: Intheevent of aUSA
attack on Iragand the presence of
USA forcesin the region, the re-
gion'spolitical geography will be
altered and will affect the politi-
cal gtuationin lranaswell asthe
political forces in opposition.
What is your analysis of this
changein theregion and Iran?

KooroshModares: IftheUSA
attacks and succeeds, then it will
become a country residing in the
region. Today, if the USA wantsto
use military force againg anyone

in theregion it must first seek the
agreement of several countries,
sheikhdomsand emirates. By hav-
ing apermanent basein an Irag it
hassaized, the USA will beplaced
in amore established position, d-
lowing it to do anything it wants.
Thisisnot abright future. Neither
we nor the people of Iran want to
gotowar withtheUSA. However,
the USA has shown, and today
withits' PreemptiveStrikes policy
has declared, thet if the people of
Iran, Seudi Arebiaor any other place
in the region decide to adopt a
policy whichisnot totheliking of
the USA or if any gate in any of
thesecountriescomesto power thet
might, by its economic develop-
ment, limit USA influence theUSA
will smply occupy their ail produc-
ing regions or devadtate theentire
country by using its permanent
military base. With thispalicy, the
USA isturningtheGulf regioninto
itsownbackyard. If wehaveleamt
lessons from the past and present,
thisisagloomy future for the re-
gion. The USA will become the
causeof ingability andthegrowth
of reectionary groupsintheregion
in the same way that Sharon was
the cause of the growth of Hamas
inPdegtine

Politicdly, the presence of the
USA next to Iranisnot beneficid
for the Idamic Republic and will
strengthen groups supportive of
theUSA. Asl saidregarding Iraqg,
wearenot for ‘weskening' thels-
lamic by a theexpenseof thepeo-
ple's devadtation. One can over-
throw theldamicregimeby drop-
ping an atomic bomb on Tehran.
ThisUSA palicy will bringnothing
but devastation for the people.

Theabovewasfirg publishedin
English in WPI Briefing number
76, dated 10 October 2002.

Vist
WWW.wWpiran.org/
english
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cause they are from the Third
World and under the yoke of im-
peridism. In any issue regarding
theMiddle Eagt, they dwayssup-
port the most reactionary politi-
cd trendsintheregion. They have
joined together and the end prod-
uct is the emergence of these Is-
lamic groups and parties on the
streets of London, Stockholm,
Los Angeles and Toronto.
Politica Idam, however, isitsdlf
part of the problem of the people
of Iran, Pdedine, Algeria, Irag,
Afghanian and Pakigan. One
endof thismovementisinEurope,
imposing Islamic schools on
children, confining women in
homesandplacingtheuniversdity
of children and women's rights
with the help of fatwas by Friday
prayer mullahsandtheoccasiond
honourkillingunder question. The
other end of thismovementisin
Iran, Afghanistan and Algeria,
stabbing unveiled women,
denying children fun, laughter,
swimming, dancing and
socialising with their school
friends, murdering thousands
upon thousands of communists
and progressives, issuing fawas
to murder this or that person and
suppressing workers'  strikes.
This movement doesn't want the
peopl€'s freedom and prosperity
nor does it belong in any way to
freedom-loving humanity. It does
not represent the people of Irag,
Palestine, Algeria, Iran and

Afghanigan. This movement is
itsdf the problem of hundreds of
millions of people in the Middle
East and North Africa Itispart of
this erd's fascism and has killed
countless people for being
freethinkers, socidists, women,
Jewish and for protesting and
going on grikes. Labdling them
as the peopl€' s representative is
the biggest insult to hundreds of
millionsof peoplewhoarebravely
striving to get rid of these
oppressive and reactionary dates
and groups. Merdy shouting anti-
American slogans is not an
indication of progressiveness.
Khomeini, Ben Laden, Mullah
Omar, Saddam Hussein, leeders
of Hamasand Al-Muhgjiroun are
al againg the USA. The litmus
test of progressivenessistheclear
andcandiddefenceof progressive,
secular, equditarian and welfare
demands of the people of the
region. The litmus test is to rise
agang USA andNATOterrorism
andsmultaneoudyjointhemillions
of progressve men and women
in the region to get rid of these
murderous and crimind Idamic
dates and groups.

Thereisafull scdeandextendve
baitle teking place in the Middle
Eadt. Civilised humanity cannot
see USA warmongering and
remain indifferent to thismassve
and populer battle. Thisisabettle
which, on the one side gandsthe
reactionary, murderous,

misogynous and anti-freedom
Idamic groups and on the other
hundredsof millionsof progressive
men and women, a powerful
secular movement and a popular
mass movement for prosperity,
equdity andamodernlife. Onthe
one side, stands right-wing,
despatic and crimina dates with
the likes of Khamene, Khatami,
Saddam, Musharraf and Arab
reactionary sheikhs as the most
revolting and reactionary
representatives of cgpitdismwho
have incidentaly aways been
backed by reactionary Western
steates and paticularly the USA.
Ontheother sdestandshundreds
of millions of deprived and
freedom-loving people. The
people want neither Saddam nor
NATO and USA bombs. They
want neither the murderous
Idamic groups and gates nor the
economic sanctions againg the
children and deprived people of
Irag. They want neither NATO's
aerial bombardment nor the
suicide bombings of Islamic
terrorists. They don't want
execution, stoning, compulsory
veiling, prison and torture. Those
who bringthe ldamicreactionary
groups onto the sreetsin Europe
andtheUSA andinvitetheleeders
of these groups and the Imams of
mosgues to give speeches
officidly andundoubtedly belong
to the camp of reection. They are
strengtheningtheranksof politica

Islam vis-a-vis secularists,
progressives and the women's
liberation movement. By giving
theanti-war movementanidamic
gloss, they are blemishing and
undermining this movement and
making decent people reluctant
totakepartinit. Thisisthebiggest
service to Bush and Blair's
policies. Progressiveness
demands that civilised humanity
raises the banner of freedom,
seculariam and thepolitical rights
of the people of the region and
isolates politicd Idam and its
supporters in the anti-war
movement. The yardstick for
progressiveness is the dear and
direct defence of the progressive,
secular, egditarianandthewefare
issues of the people of theregion.
This a the same time will hep
strengthen the anti-war
movement. The  more
progressive, socialist and
humanitarian groups have the
upper hand in these protets, the
more this movement will have a
humane and morelegitimateface
and will garner the support of
hundreds of millions of people
who have been suppressed by
politica Idam in the region.

We mugt strongly condemn
the bullying of the USA, Britain
and its dlies but we must not
dlow reectionary and backward
Idamic groups the opportunity to
emergeintheanti-war movemen.
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