GLOBALIZATION AND TERROR :
the twin fundamental policy strands of Western Bloc imperialism in decline

by toni solo
Introduction

Ever since Condoleezza Rica infamously described the attacks on New York and
Washington in September 2001 as “an opportunity”, the question of the
relationship between corporate globalization and terror has been a key to
understanding contemporary history. The Western Bloc countries - The United
States, Canada, the NATO-member countries of the European Union, and
Pacific allies like Japan and Australia - have all capitalised massively on their
historical domination of economically vulnerable countries around the world,
almost all of them former colonies. As Western Bloc countries' economic power
diminishes, they find themselves competing more and more for markets as well
as finite natural resources and raw materials with rivals like Brazil, Russia, India
and China.

It is a curious coincidence that the Western Bloc “war on terror” has been
exploited so ruthlessly at the same time as Western Bloc economic power has
begun to decline notably relative to recently emerged rivals. Russia, Venezuela
and Iran seem to be forming a powerful global partnership based largely on
their deep shared mistrust of Western Bloc country motives. Countries like
Brazil and South Africa, ruled by nationalist elites perhaps more sympathetic to
the Western Bloc than to China and Russia, manage their interests in a way
that might be termed discreetly non-aligned.

The articles that follow were prompted by the coincidence between Western
Bloc country decline and the dramatic spike in Western Bloc country militarist
aggression, against Afghanistan, Iraq, Iran, Lebanon, Pakistan, Russia, Somalia,
Sudan, and Venezuela. Some of this aggression is direct. Some is via proxies.
The common threads are the sadistic recklessness applied to execute the
aggression and the cynical hypocrisy used to justify it.

These articles do no more than sketch a few characteristics of this coincidence
between the Western Bloc relative decline and its member countries' response
to that decline. Corporate globalization and the militarist aggression of the
“war on terror” are inseparable twins. Imperialist free trade agreements have
been the economic and trade accompaniment to “do what we want - or else”
militarism.

The financial crisis of autumn 2008 almost certainly signals an intensification
both of militarist aggression and of futile efforts to prolong historical patterns of
domination. Western Bloc targets like Russia, Iran and Venezuela realize very
well that only by combining can they expect to defend themselves against
Western Bloc country aggression. That aggression will intensify along with the
global economic crisis.



Globalization and terror
(September 2006)

The bomb attacks in Madrid in 2004 and London in 2005 raised the issue of racism
especially starkly for politicians in Europe as well as for their North American and
Pacific allies. No matter how they spin it, the fundamental question they face is
whether they value people's lives on racist criteria or not. The record of their
responses to terror attacks by the US government and its allies weakens their
condemnations of such attacks against civilians in the US and Europe.

Those politicians have never been able to explain away their implementation of life-
taking sanctions and bombardment through the 1990s against the civilian population
of Irag. Nor have they explained adequately their failure to act against decades of
murderous attacks on civilians by Israel in the Occupied Territories and Lebanon. It is
impossible to justify their own life-taking sanctions against the Palestinians. Nor can
they legitimately excuse murderous attacks on civilians by their own and allied forces
in Haiti, lrag and Afghanistan.

Cuba, Nicaragua, Angola, Mozambique

Official responses to terror attacks and alleged bomb plots as well as the echoes of
those responses in the corporate media are as interesting for what they omit as for
what they say. Cuba has suffered attacks from US protected terrorists for decades.
When the United States government was condemned by the International Court of
Justice in 1986 for promoting terror attacks against Nicaragua, the silence on the part
of European and other US allied governments was shameful. The clear impression one
got at the time was that terror attacks paid for and facilitated by the United States
government were acceptable to US allied governments because they happened in a
tiny, far away, country unreasonably resisting US power.

A similar attitude characterised responses to the terror wars waged by South Africa's
apartheid regime against Mozambique and Angola. In all these countries, attacks on
public transport, on clinics, on schools, on farm cooperatives, by terrorists supported
by the United States and its allies were routine. In Nicaragua, typical incidents
included a couple of attacks - among hundreds of others - on buses in the rural areas
of San Juan de Limay and San Jose de Bocay, killing over thirty civilians in each case
and wounding dozens more. The US government paid for the explosives and trained
the perpetrators. Margaret Thatcher and her colleagues cheered them on.

Unequal even in death

Since such attacks have begun to occur recently in Europe, the responses of
governments have been both repressive and obtuse. In evading the question of
racism, recent pronouncements by British government officials actually put it more
sharply than ever. Do these officials think the lives of the victims of their government's
policies are worth less than the lives of their own citizens?

Is a Palestinian or Lebanese child murdered by Israeli settlers or troops worth less than
a child who dies in London in a bomb attack? Is an Iragi or Afghan woman murdered
by a US bomber worth less than a woman blown up on the London Underground?
Perhaps the question appears absurd. In a sane world it would be. But if those lives are
of equal worth, why does British government policy - and by extension the policies of
all US allied governments - not reflect that?



This very issue prompted a letter by three British Muslim MPs to Tony Blair that has
provoked a strong counterattack from the British government. British government
ministers and their officials do not, in fact, seem to think those lives are of equal worth.
This is clear from the long-standing and still current policies of the Blair government
and those of its allies. Faced with those policies, their opponents in Iraq, Afghanistan,
Palestine and Lebanon are entitled to dismiss US-UK axis appeals to long established
moral and political norms as hypocritical and worthless.

By their very nature, those norms apply to everyone or, if not, then to no one. Given
the general tendency of the Bush and Blair governments to trash fundamental
humanitarian and human rights standards, the way Blair's officials try to spin
responses to bomb attacks and alleged bombing plots is instructive. The tangled
propaganda web they weave seems more and more to be an integral move in the
great corporate globalization scam.

“Billy Liar” - Whitehall set text

Lately, the main front on which Blair government officials have attacked has been
against accusations making the self-evident link between government foreign policy
and terror bombings. A report in the London Observer of August 13th quoted Foreign
Office Minister Kim Howells - "The accusations were 'facile' and ‘dangerous’, he said. 'l
have no doubt that there are many issues which incite people to loathe government
policies - but not to strap explosives to themselves and go out and murder innocent
people.'”

But what if those government policies themselves mean training, supplying and
paying military personnel to "go out and murder innocent people" in Irag and
Afghanistan or if they give support to governments like that of Israel who "go out and
murder innocent people"? It is implausible to think such policies might not invite
reprisals of one kind or another, including vicious bomb attacks. Still, Blair's
spokespersons mechanically blurt out the unchanging script. Whether from Howells or
from malignant hoods like Home Secretary John Reid or from unconvincing, time-
serving consiglieri like Margaret Beckett, the line seldom varies.

Critics of government are said to be "foolish”. Suggesting a link between government
policies and terrorist reprisals is "dangerous". A key part of the propaganda offensive is
to try and shift the focus back beyond the invasion of Iraq even though no bombings
in Europe involving massive loss of life like those in London and Madrid had happened
for many years before the watershed event of the second Irag war. The same
Observer report quoted Beckett urging on the BBC, "Let's put the blame where it
belongs: with people who wantonly want to take innocent lives.'

Few will disagree with that. Step forward George W. Bush, Tony Blair and the clutch of
war criminals in their respective Cabinets responsible for wanton illegal aggression
against the people of Irag. One might leave it there, since things seem bad enough
already given the criminal irresponsibility and recklessness towards human life of the
governments concerned.



Does globalization require terror?

But things are probably much worse even than they appear at first glance. If one stops
to ask why things should be as they are, one has to consider why these leaders and
their governments are pursuing policies against the interests of their own peoples. The
inherently racist double standard, the determination to instill fear, the refusal to
engage criticism rationally, all indicate a deeply entrenched, radically anti-democratic
narcissism.

A partial answer to the puzzle may be that the bogus “war on terror” is looking ever
more like globalization's strategic twin. What is billed as the “war on terror”, sired by
the “war on drugs” out of “the communist menace”, looks far more plausible when
interpreted as a fight to enforce injustice - a “war on the poor” to keep them in their
place. Corporate globalization does entail wholesale injustice, as all the auxiliary
machinery of bilateral trade and aid trickery, debt extortion and "democratic”
elections (optional in many cases) backed up by terrifying military power, makes so
very clear.

The empire and its agents get to plunder resource-rich countries through political
chicanery and terror, supported by palliative measures to patch up the bewildered
victims. Equitable global economic policies would end the current privileged position of
North America, Europe and their Pacific allies. If the World Trade Organization is now
moribund, it is because those countries refuse to negotiate a fair deal with the rest of
the world. But long before the most recent WTO debacle, they had already begun to
pick off their victims one by one so as to get their way piecemeal instead of at one go.

The Israeli microcosm

In this they are following Israel faithfully. International tolerance of Israeli crimes
against the Palestinians seems to be based on both envy and fear. The US
government and its allies appear to envy Israel's colonialist settler State because it
embodies what they want to do to the rest of the world. A racist entity grabs resources
from a vulnerable population using unrestrained military force and bogus legality. At
the same time it projects itself as “the region's only democracy”, basing its political
and economic practice on systematic injustice and discrimination against the people it
has dispossessed. All of this is globalization in a nutshell.

But at the same time, the imperialist political networks fear the Israeli example
because ultimately, like their own, Israeli power and privilege is based on the threat of
nuclear weapons. What is that threat if it is not a terrorist threat - “do what we want -
or else”? This is the relationship that subsists between Israel and the imperialist drive
towards corporate globalization. Israel's defeat in Lebanon this summer at the hands
of Hizbollah has brought that relationship into much sharper focus.

The infamous imperialist double standard becomes progressively more glaring as it
becomes harder to apply. The equation of a-nod's-as-good-as-a-wink law for the US
and its allies, versus vicious sanctions plus shock-and-awe firestorms and depleted
uranium munitions for everyone else, is breaking down. That probably means the
agreed international settlement based on the 1948 UN Declaration of Human Rights is
finished, since it can no longer be distorted to serve the purposes of empire. If it is
done for, the fundamental reason will have been the refusal of the United States
government and its European and Pacific allies to implement it in good faith.



Beyond terror - justice

In any case, time is against those traditional world powers. Latin America provides a
good example of wider international trends confounding their imperialist project. For
the moment, Latin America's drive towards integration as a powerful regional bloc has
been stalled by Alan Garcia's dodgy electoral victory in Peru and Alvaro Uribe's narco-
terror enforced electoral win in Colombia. Throughout the region the US government
and its allies are fomenting crisis to try and stem their steady loss of influence and
power.

The current crisis in Mexico is a clear example of this. Whereas the US and its allies
vigorously condemned the rigged election in the Ukraine, in Mexico they are tacitly
supporting their Mexican clients' electoral putsch to deny opposition leader Lopez
Obrador his legitimate victory. Why? Because Lopez Obrador rejects the corporate
globalizing agenda promoted by the US government and its European and Pacific
allies.

But the disenfranchised majority in Mexico are unlikely to accept quietly an illegitimate
government imposed by the local imperial clients. The Mexican ruling class may well
have to resort to wholesale repression with an uncertain outcome if they want to
suppress popular rejection of their coup d'etat. Whatever happens in Mexico, results in
upcoming elections in Brazil, Ecuador, Nicaragua and Venezuela are very likely to
deepen the developing crisis of the imperialist corporate globalization project in Latin
America.

George W. Bush, Tony Blair and their allies represent an ancien régime desperately
trying to preserve its privileges and power. To do so they are ignoring long standing
international agreements and norms based on generations of accumulated experience
and wisdom. To get what they want, they apply their customary sadism to hurt
recalcitrant but vulnerable populations. Confronted with setbacks as in Lebanon, they
deploy their usual hypocrisy to explain it all away.

Incapable of acknowledging the possible rightness of another rationality - a rationality
based, not like theirs, on terror, but on justice - they are determined to drag humanity
through one catastrophe after another. So maybe the war on terror is a real one, after
all. Its main fronts are resistance to corporate globalization, defence of the legitimate
rights of peoples, and re-affirmation of international humanitarian and human rights
standards against the renegade war-mongers in Washington and London and their
allies.



Virtual colonialism
(September 2006)

At the recent Labour Party conference in Britain, Tony Blair led a one minute
standing ovation for Home Secretary John Reid for a speech in which Reid
declared "And let's be clear. It cannot be right that the rights of individual
suspected terrorist be placed above the rights, life and limb of the British
people. It's wrong. Full stop. No ifs, no buts. It's just plain wrong."

This is the same logic he inherited from his predecessor Charles Clarke which
led to the killing of the innocent Brazilian "terrorist suspect" Charles de
Menezes. It explains the subsequent return to duty of the police officers who
shot him dead. An officer responsible for the botched operation was recently
promoted.

Likewise, Reid's spurious desire to look tough is probably why the individuals
accused of the recent alleged plot to blow up passenger airliners were arrested
on evidence probably elicited under torture from detainees interrogated by the
security forces in Pakistan. New Labour gave a standing ovation to Reid's
justification for such cynical folly. But it does nothing to protect people in
Britain.

Reid's factitious bombast serves principally to cover up New Labour's foreign
policy failures and its pathetic subservience to the Bush regime in Washington.
It is hard to know how to begin an analysis of the self-evident contradictions
and implicit abandonment of generally accepted international legal standards
by New Labour in Britain. One might note that Tony Blair's sacred "British way
of life" is now defunct.

Reid's declaration implicitly trashes protections for individuals accused of
terrorism by abandoning fundamental principles that previously forced
governments to deal with facts rather than their own feverish inventions. In
New Labour Britain, people travelling by air now have to be wary of tubes of
toothpaste and bottles of water. Or one might concur with observers who have
pointed out that Pakistan is exactly the kind of tyrannical nuclear rogue state
dictatorship the "war on terror" might be expected to target.

But perhaps a better place to start is to put the "war on terror" hypocrisy of
Tony Blair and George Bush in context. 30 years ago this month a Cuban
airliner was blown out of the sky by a terrorist bomb killing 73 passengers and
crew shortly after taking off from the Venezuelan capital Caracas. Most of the
victims were young athletes returning from a sporting event in Venezuela or
students going to Havana for medical training.

Among the people responsible for that mass murder is an individual with a long
record of involvement in terrorism, Luis Posada Carriles. Posada Carriles is
currently in detention in the US for an immigration offence. The US government
has ignored requests for Posada Carriles' extradition from the Venezuelan
government. The Bush administration's refusal to extradite Posada Carriles to
Venezuela is a gross breach of the Montreal Convention for the Suppression of
Unlawful Acts Against the Safety of Civil Aviation.



But Posada Carriles has long been a protected accomplice of the United States
intelligence services. The contrast between US behaviour in this case and that
of the Lockerbie bombing is instructive. Following the Lockerbie atrocity, the US
and Britain put pressure on the government of Libya's President Ghadaffi. In
that case the British authorities, backed strongly by the US government, found
it convenient to invoke the Montreal Convention.

But in the case of Posada Carriles, the Convention poses a problem for the US
and its allies since Posada is a protege of the US government. The Bush regime
itself has persistently intervened to undermine the government of Venezuela's
President Chavez. The case indicates very clearly that the "war on terror" is an
opportunistic motif manipulated at will by the US and its allies for political
purposes.

Posada Carriles escaped from prison in Venezuela, while the authorities there at
the time looked the other way. He then worked for the CIA in El Salvador. There,
he helped organize the terrorist Contra war against Nicaragua for which the US
government was condemned by the International Court of Justice in 1986.

Before his detention by the Venezuelan authorities he worked for the
Venezuelan security police DISIP and was notorious for torturing detainees
during interrogation. Information uncovered in the 30 years since the Cuban
airliner was destroyed demonstrates clearly that the government of Carlos
Andres Perez may well have been an accomplice to the crime as well as to
Posada Carriles' escape from prison. Perez is in exile in disgrace in Miami from
where he has called with impunity for the assassination of President Hugo
Chavez.

Another indication of the falsity of the "war on terror" was the recent refusal by
the British government to receive 9 British residents currently held by the US
government in Guantanamo. The US knows it has no case against them and
wants to unload the men onto the British. The British reject the terms the US
authorities are demanding. British Home Office head of counter-terrorism
William Nye was reported as saying the Guantanamo detainees "do not pose a
sufficient threat to justify the devotion of the high level of resources" (2) that
the US government wants.

In other words, there is no case against the men. The British regard them as of
little or no risk in the "war on terror". While the US and British bureaucrats shift
around at their desks, the men remain subject to cruel, inhuman and degrading
treatment in Guantanamo. Both countries are in breach of their obligations
under the relevant international conventions on the treatment of such
detainees and on torture.

Guantanamo as a propaganda symbol of the Bush regime's "war on terror" has
become a liability. Even its self-evident usefulness as a training ground for US
torturers in readiness for other Guantanamos on the US mainland and
elsewhere no longer compensates for the stigma it has earned the US system
of government and of justice. Both Guantanamo and the case of Posada
Carriles are instances of the wider malignancy of US and allied policy for which
the "war on terror" is the general pretext.



The obvious underlying logic to the deployment and manipulation of the "war
on terror" motif is to justify injustice. This is apparent whether one is dealing
with repressive domestic anti-civil rights and anti-immigrant legislation or with
the various rationales for corporate globalization. The world leaders promoting
globalization know their espousal of injustice and aggression is intolerable for
the impoverished majority, their victims.

It represents a deliberate negation of the achievements of the anti-colonialist
movements of the last century and of the UN Charter and Universal Declaration
of Human Rights. In order to sustain the re-colonization of the resources they
are accustomed to control without hindrance, the United States and its
European and Pacific allies have decided to try and roll back the development
of international law and institutions painstakingly worked out since the
Nuremburg trials.

They have hit on the motifs of "globalization" and the "war on terror" as twin
strands of a kind of virtual colonialism. One can see it. It has real effects. It
achieves its purpose of enriching a tiny global elite at the expense of the
interests of the overwhelming majority.

But when one moves to touch it, to pin it down, it mutates into a plethora of
public relations images. The images range from the apparently benign
"development cooperation" (we'll help you if do what we say) through "trade
talks" (do what we say not what we do) to the pernicious monstrosity of the
"war on terror" (do what we say - or else).

1. "Reid pledges crackdown on extremists", Matthew Tempest, Guardian
Unlimited,September 28th 2006 2."Britain to US: we don't want GuantAinamo
nine back",lan Cobain and Vikram Dodd, Guardian, October 3, 2006



The O'Loan report
(January 2007)

Nuala O'Loan's recent report on UK government security forces' collusion with
Loyalist death squads in the north of Ireland points up various historical
reminders of relevance now as the Bush regime, supported by its European and
Pacific allies, ratchets up conflict with Iran. The distance to travel is not great in
terms of either geography or time and the reminders show that imperialism's
ideological rationale and practice hardly change from one century to the next.
The UN forces' Christmas massacre in Cite Soleil in Haiti (1), the almost daily
murders by Israeli occupation troops in Palestine, the horrific reckless killings
and outright mass murder by US and allied forces in Iraq, Afghanistan and now
Somalia too, all follow the same imperialist logic.

O'Loan's report dealt with a string of up to fifteen murders carried out by
Loyalist death squads with the knowledge and collusion of the Royal Ulster
Constabulary's Special Branch. On the one hand, her report confirms in more
detail UK government forces' collusion in terror that had been common
knowledge from at least as long ago as the arrest in 1990 of British double-
agent Brian Nelson, jailed subsequently in 1992 for his role in conspiring to
commit five murders in the 1980s.(2) On the other hand, the report leaves
open the extent of the collusion, noting, that "up to six officers at the level of
assistant chief constable or detective chief superintendent in the Special
Branch refused to cooperate. They either did not reply to requests for
interviews or their lawyers sent letters on their behalf refusing to take part." (3)

As Irish opposition leader Enda Kenny said of the RUC, given the "shocking and
appalling culture of collusion and illegality.....one could only wonder what other
unacceptable practices remain hidden from the public." (4) Still, Prime Minister
Blair's proconsul in Ireland, Peter Hain, may well be right when he observes in
his official statement, "As the Report acknowledges, policing in Northern Ireland
has changed radically since the Patten reforms were implemented and new
robust systems are in place to ensure that the failures of the past will not and
cannot be repeated." Hain's statement offers stone-cold comfort to the families
of murdered human rights defenders Pat Finucane and Rosemary Nelson and
the relatives of the numerous other victims of terror promoted by agents of the
British government.

Old colonial spots - EU unchanged

In Ireland and the United Kingdom now, all mainstream political options are
New Labour - the logic of corporate consumer capitalism has levelled
differences to the point where all the British and Irish political parties strain to
offer varieties of corporate capitalism with a human face. Europe's political
leadership in general pretends that their countries' prosperity is not sustained
at the expense of the world's poor majority through the gross injustice of
current international debt, trade and aid arrangements. In Ireland, Sinn Fein
has been co-opted by Europe's dominant centrist-social democrat political
ideology. The colonial apparatus of repression deployed against them through
the Seventies, Eighties and Nineties has long been redundant.



The colonialist death squad machinery of terror, its operatives and managerial
staff have shifted to Iraq, Afghanistan and the bogus "war on terror", dismissed
recently as a fiction even by Britain's Director of Public Prosecutions, a lonely
voice of dissent from the official line by a public functionary.(5) Samir Amin is
certainly right when he notes(6) that most people in Europe believe, falsely,
that their prosperity is based overwhelmingly on the inherent superiority and
efficiency of their economic system. They tend to forget their good fortune is
principally the unjust inheritance of wealth and advantage resulting from
centuries of vicious criminal pillage to which Europe subjected the peoples of
its occupied colonial territories.

Amin also observes Europe is not "in any shape to end up being an alternative
to US hegemony....... they have instead reinforced Atlanticism and alignment
with Nato and liberal socialism. There is no other Europe in sight. And in that
sense, Europe does not exist : the European project is simply the European face
of the North American project." European Union governments support the
criminal US economic blockades against Cuba and now Palestine. They support
the colonialist occupation of the Palestinian territories, of Afghanistan and Haiti,
of Iraq and collude either actively or by default in helping the Bush regime
develop bogus pretexts for conflict with Iran.

They do so because they have neither the domestic political support nor the
military might to do the heavy lifting dirty work their collusion in corporate
globalization's imperialist project requires. Domestically, they deliver the kinds
of social benefits their populations demand. Overseas they follow long-standing
double standards exemplified most clearly in Europe by left-wing political
parties sieved over decades through the filters of consumer capitalism. Amin
recalls the old Socialist Party in Italy. He might have referred to the even more
cynical example of the left wing parties in France, whose dismal record current
socialist presidential candidate Ségolene Royal is unlikely to enhance.

From Algeria to "extraordinary rendition"

As Youssef Girard recalls in a recent article on the Popular Front government of
the 1930s (7) : "Beyond that social policy on behalf of the proletariat and
subaltern classes in the hexagon, people almost never refer to the Popular
Front policy in regard to France's colonised peoples in an era when the French
empire stretched across four continents. Did that policy show significant
advances in the struggle of colonised peoples for emancipation or did it rather
define the continuation of the policy of conservative governments?"

Girard answers his own question by noting that among the first acts of the
Popular Front elected to power in France in 1936 was the banning of the
Algerian "Etoile Nord" independence movement in January 1937. That shameful
capitulation to French colonialist practice was compounded just twenty years
later when the French Communist Party supported the vote granting “special
powers" to the French army in Algeria, institutionalizing death squads, terror
and torture not just throughout Algeria but implicitly allowing those terror
practices to become commonplace in France itself.



One should expect little from the political leadership of the European Union or
the governments of its member states. When the European Parliament
condemned European governmental collusion in the blatantly illegal Bush
regime ‘"extraordinary rendition" programme, it reported that "EU
governments, including the British, knew about the practice known as
extraordinary rendition - secret CIA flights transferring detainees to locations
where they risked being tortured - but made a concerted attempt to obstruct
investigations into it." (8)

A report in the London Times noted, "Giovanni Claudio Fava's draft report
"deplores" the level of co-operation Geoff Hoon, the Europe Minister, gave the
MEPs, and condemns the rendition of one British citizen and three British
residents, two of whom were said to have been seized on the basis of "partly
erroneous information supplied by the UK security service MI5". (9) So when
Peter Hain remarks that things have changed in his jurisdiction, it just means
that his cynical colleagues are up to the same old tricks elsewhere as their
forbears were in Ireland for nearly three decades.

Ministers like Geoff Hoon, and the rest of Tony Blair's Cabinet, know very well
they only have to procrastinate, block and obfuscate so as to evade
accounting for the crimes in Irag and in "extraordinary renditions" for torture, in
which they have all colluded one way or another. Any investigation will happen
many years in the future and no one will ever answer for the horror these
politician's policies have inflicted on millions of people. What is true of Britain is
true across Europe. As Diana Johnstone wrote recently in Counterpunch of the
International Criminal Court, boycotted by the United States out of sheer
necessity, international justice is to be administered in true colonial style, "In
short, the ICC is established according to double standards to deal with small
fry." (10)

First the League of Nations, now the UN

It is impossible not to conclude that the invasion of Iraq in 2003 - and on a
smaller scale the coup in Haiti in 2004, organized between the Bush regime
and its accomplices in the Canadian and French governments - spell the
effective end of the UN Charter and associated humanitarian and human rights
law as a credible normative framework governing international relations. The
UN serves now only to mop up the blood and shit, the unconscionable
destruction resulting from imperialist interventions by the US government
supported by its European and Pacific allies. Its worthy aid, development and
health programmes serve mainly to legitimize a criminally unjust neo-colonial
international order. In Haiti, UN forces themselves have undertaken massacres
and terror against civilian populations as part of a supposed "peace mission".
There, MINUSTAH promotes "stability" via the cemetery gate.

Monopoly capitalism's (11) imperialist globalization project is on the rocks up
against limits provoked by environmental deterioration, US dollar decline and
economic instability, armed resistance to imperialist wars, and the emergence
of contrary agendas backed by Russia, China and regional blocs, as in Latin
America. That is why politicians who front for corporate monopoly capitalism,
like Britain's Chancellor of the Exchequer Gordon Brown, call tritely for "a new
world order". (12) As if people could reasonably have any faith in some new



consensus engineered by the self-same criminal politicians who helped wreck
the UN as a credible clearing house for negotiating international differences
and conflicts.

The US government and it allies have consistently, deliberately and cynically
sabotaged the United Nations system through their abuse of the powers of the
Security Council. Corporate globalization and the bogus "war on terror" are
more clearly than ever twin strands of a ruthless rearguard campaign by the
global corporate ancien régime to hang on to their privileges and power. To do
so they have destroyed the post World War Two settlement based around the
principle of self-determination of peoples and the humanitarian and human
rights norms that consensus generated.

So the US government and its allies support Alvaro Uribe's narco-terror regime
in Colombia but conspire against Cuba and Venezuela. They accepted Felipe
Calderon's fraudulent electoral win in Mexico but condemned alleged electoral
fraud in the Ukraine. They permit Israel to kidnap ten thousand political
prisoners but condemn Hezbollah for capturing two Israeli soldiers. They
accept lIsrael's threats of nuclear terrorism against lran but deny lran's
legitimate right to develop peaceful nuclear technology.

Faced with the latest US preparations for war with Iran, the EU's foreign affairs
chief Javier Solana said, "No path is envisaged by the EU other than the UN
path," and "The priority for all of us is that Iran complies with UN security
council resolutions." (13) His script is exactly the same as the one used prior to
the criminal war of aggression against Irag. For Solana and his US counterparts,
the UN serves merely to rubber stamp decisions already taken by the
imperialist mobsters in the White House. The facts have already been invented
and spun. Solana's good cop humbug is part of the formal diplomatic
deniability game necessary to conceal their self-evidently cynical concoction.

The terrifying circumstances endured by the peoples of Haiti, Palestine,
Afghanistan, Irag and Somalia all signal what the US government and its
hypocritical allies are prepared to do to anyone who resists their will. The
mirror-image of the State terror they employ against vulnerable peoples
overseas can be seen in the attack on habeas corpus and other fundamental
legal norms in the US and elsewhere. Nuala O'Loan's report on official British
collusion with Loyalist terrorist paramilitaries is a useful reminder that the US
government's European allies are fully prepared to countenance terror and
abuse of legal norms against legitimate opposition in their own countries. It
might easily be read as a simile of sinister European government collusion with
the failed state terror regime of George Bush.
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Moloch's jellybabies
(May 2007)

The United States militarist plutocracy wrangled in recent weeks over assigning
more than 500 billion of worth-less-and-less foreign creditors' US dollars to its
imperialist war machine. The corporate media tried to foment vain interest in
what terms the plutocrats may end up negotiating among themselves for that
budget's approval. To confirm the essential obscenity of the US government
and the rubber-stamp-with-vaudeville US legislature, their injustice system has
just set free a terrorist - Luis Posada Carriles - despite a formal request from
Venezuela that Posada Carriles be extradited for bombing an airliner, killing
over 70 civilians.

Inherently inhuman, since it is deliberately operated to prioritize corporate
profit, the US political system is geared to generate indiscriminate slaughter
and death. Serious counting of people absent by death stopped long ago. Most-
favoured-genocides, like Darfur, get a reckoning. US generated slaughter does
not. Hence the Bush regime's dismissal of the authoritative Lancet report on
Iraq's lost hundreds of thousands. In Diyala this week a US helicopter killed at
least six school children in a strike on a primary school. Might be more, might
be fewer - the US authorities could hardly care less. Remember Colin Powell's
reply to a request for a total figure of Iraqi casualties during Desert Storm, "It's
really not a number I'm terribly interested in."

Powell's role in the destruction of Iraq is a bit-part in the wider drama of
corporate imperialism's drive to remake colonialism under the guise of
globalization. The main coercive components of that drive are gross trade
inequities along with heavily conditioned debt and "aid", accompanied by
constant psychological warfare in the corporate media. When the standard
components fail to generate sufficient power, covert action or outright
aggression are used. Imperialist terror constantly shadows globalization,
purposefully shaping and baiting enemies by way of self-justifying propaganda.
Corporate media news manufacture and its atomization of information are
among the most pernicious and insidious of the strategies involved.

The systemic terror inflicted on countries like Iraq, Haiti, Afghanistan, Palestine
and Somalia is a continuation of unfinished colonial business. The terror
system is active within countries too. From Mexico to Egypt to the Philippines to
the imperial centres themselves, authorities keen to collaborate in the
globalization project replicate imperialist terror strategies on a local rather than
a global scale. Even the bitty, piecemeal clues thrown out by the corporate
news machine make clear the depth and breadth of the challenge to humanity
presented by the United States and its European and Pacific allies.

Depleted Uranium - horror by stealth

The deliberate degradation of Irag's health system via years of UN sanctions
and subsequent maladministration under military occupation is news in the
sense that it provides headlines like "Infant mortality in Iraq soars as young pay
the price for war" in the Independent of May 8th. Perhaps a more complete
contextual report is the World Socialist Web Site article of May 9th "lraqi infant



mortality soars by 150 percent—a damning revelation of US war crimes". Both
help complete part of the overall picture's foreground but omit the horrific
detail and controversy around depleted uranium-provoked cancers and genetic
deformations.

Naturally, the US and British governments deny, and where possible censor,
the steadily accumulating evidence of the horrific effects of their criminally
reckless use of depleted uranium munitions in the two Gulf Wars. It is certain
these munitions have not only irreversibly damaged the health of many
hundreds of US and collaborating troops and mercenaries as well as many
thousands of Iragi military and civilians. They have also condemned future
generations of the affected multitude to cancer and deformation. Despite its
neutral and heavily technical emphasis, the Wikipedia entry on depleted
uranium makes two very pertinent points.

Firstly, "DU is considered both a toxic and radioactive hazard that requires long
term storage as low level nuclear waste. DU is relatively expensive to store but
relatively inexpensive to produce or obtain. Generally the only real costs are
those associated with conversion of uranium hexafluoride (UF6) to metal. DU is
extremely dense, 67% denser than lead, only slightly less than tungsten and
gold, and just 16% less dense than osmium or iridium, the densest naturally
occurring substances known. Its low cost makes it attractive for a variety of
industrial and military uses."

Thus, DU poison costs a lot of money to store safely. Cheaper than tungsten
and other expensive metals for producing effective armour piercing shells, DU
weapons manufacture solves two problems at once. It camouflages the
dispersal of nuclear waste and increases shareholder profits all round by
removing high storage costs and converting the poisonous trash into expensive
munitions. As so well-signalled by incidents like the Bhopal Union Carbide
chemical plant disaster and innumerable other cases, human health has next
to no place in the corporate profit equation. Costs of any health care for people
suffering the effects of DU radiation exposure can be postponed through
decades of obfuscation and denial and finally defrayed onto national
governments. Arms corporations ultimately externalize potential health and
legal costs by passing them on to forever-deceived taxpayers.

A second point in the non-commital Wikipedia article, here in relation to the link
between DU, cancer and genetic defects is, "In general, the prevailing scientific
view on the matter is that such data, and other scarce data available, do not
conclusively prove a poisoning effect of depleted uranium; but that the
possibility exists and cannot be ruled out either, and so a precautionary
principle would suggest to suspend the use of such weapons." But the war
criminals who launched their illegal aggression against Iraq in March 2003
explicitly and deliberately trashed all international norms by appealing to their
factitious, bogus "war on terror". With them or against them, human life counts
for little or nothing. Witness the Walter Reed hospital scandal and the generally
despicable treatment of war veterans. If they treat their own side so callously,
what can Iraqis expect? Iraqgis bear witness to and suffer the terrifying answer
day after day.

Figures from the Spanish group Research Collective on Radioactive Weapons (1)



suggest that now in Irag as many as 20 babies in every 4000 are born eyeless.
This source argues that the figure in a normal population should be 1 in every
50 million. The article notes, "In Iraq, they call doomed pregnancies "bellies of
jelly". With reason, since from 1991 unformed lumps of meat have been born
with deformations never seen before." The article cites a report from Al-Jazeera
reckoning that since 1991 the incidence of cancer in Irag has increased tenfold
and birth defects fivefold, "due to the use of uranium weapons".

Cover-up

The response of the US and British authorities has been to repress awkward
testimony about the facts of their deployment and use of DU armaments. The
same article quoted above notes the case of Riyadh Lafta, an internationally
recognised Iraqi epidemiologist highly critical of DU munitions and their use.
Riyadh Lafta " tried fruitlessly for six months to get a visa to travel to Seattle to
give a conference in Washington. The British government then refused him a 4-
hour transit visa from the Middle East to Canada, where he was invited for
another conference."

Back in 1999, four years before the second Gulf War, Felicity Arbuthnot (2)
reported the case of Professor Asaf Durakovic "He is one of the world's leading
experts on radiation, and sees a familiar pattern. 'Any doctor who becomes
involved in this subject is pressurized, fired; records and samples go missing...""
Durakovic wrote of his concerns about DU munitions to President Clinton in
1997. "Shortly afterwards his senior position at the Department of Nuclear
Medicine at the Veterans' Administration Authority in Wilmington, Delaware,
was terminated." Arbuthnot goes on to note how at the same time in Britain,
Irag war veterans Ray Bristow and Colin Purcell Lee, returning from research in
Iraq, "arrived home 'to find we had been called traitors by a senior Cabinet
Minister' and that their homes had been raided by Ministry of Defence Police."

Craig Etchison of Global Research argues "l suspect the military-industrial
complex will stonewall admitting the effects of DU for as long as possible to
avoid accepting responsibility, not to mention liability, for their reckless
actions. When John Hanchette, a founding editor of USA Today tried to publish
stories about DU, he received a phone call from the Pentagon asking him to
desist. He was later replaced at USA Today. The World Health Organization's
chief expert on radiation and health had his report on DU suppressed. "(3)

DU and terror - Colin Powell again

The criminal use of poisons and chemicals against civilian populations by
imperial powers is long-standing. For the United States the use of Agent
Orange in South East Asia is perhaps the most well-known precedent. From
1962 to 1971 the US government applied over 20 million gallons of chemical
poisons in Vietnam. (4) With its use of DU and other poisonous weapons in Iraq,
the United States is following colonialist precedents like those of Britain's
chemical warfare in Iraq in 1919 and Spain's chemical warfare campaign in
Morocco in the 1920s or Italy's use of poison gas during its attack on Ethiopia in
1935.

The connection between the use of chemical weapons and DU munitions and



the deployment of US terrorists like Luis Posada Carriles and his kind runs
through US policies of the last few decades. These policies form a seamless
web interweaving hypocritical State Department diplomacy, sadistic war crimes
and terror to achieve policy goals. The biographies of individuals like Colin
Powell embody the connections. As an investigating army Major, Powell tried to
cover up the My Lai massacre. Later as assistant to President Reagan's
Secretary for Defence Caspar Weinberger, Powell supported the Iran-Contra
transactions to fund the illegal terrorist war against Nicaragua. A key member
of the regional team in Central America organizing that war was Luis Posada
Carriles based at the time in El Salvador.

Powell was an enthusiastic supporter of the criminal terror war against
Nicaragua, condemned as unlawful by the International Court of Justice in
1986. No surprise then that while Secretary of State his assistant was an even
more sinister figure, Richard Armitage. The biography of Armitage takes in
enforcement of the Phoenix assassination and torture programme in Vietnam,
strong allegations of drugs-dealing in Burma and Thailand, dirty war activities
in Iran to assassinate opponents of the Shah and a leading role in the Iran-
Contra terrorist transactions. By using drugs to finance their terror activities US
government functionaries are following another time-honoured colonialist
tradition since both Britain and France in their time exploited the opium trade
to further regional policy aims.

US narcotics-US terror : inseparable twins

Relentlessly sinister individual political continuities abound between the
Vietnam and Reagan eras and the campaigns against lraq. Another notorious
figure is John Negroponte, who assisted Henry Kissinger during the Paris peace
talks to end the Vietham war. Like Powell and Armitage, he too facilitated
Reagan's terrorist war against Nicaragua as well as overseeing the dirty war in
Honduras via local US government proxy General Alvarez Martinez in the early
1980s. After helping facilitate death squads in Irag while US ambassador there,
Negroponte is now working alongside another hangover from the Reagan era,
Condoleezza Rice, former protégé of Reaganaut corporate-grandee-diplomat
George Schulz.

Now Negroponte and US government drugs functionary John Walters are
accusing Venezuela of failing to cooperate adequately in the bogus US "war on
drugs"(6). The view of the Venezuelan government is refreshingly frank: " The
government discounted that Venezuela might permit activities by the US
authorities in the country to fight drugs trafficking...Interior Minister Pedro
Carreno declared that "the United States with its Drugs Enforcement Agency
monopolizes drugs shipments like a cartel". Carrefo, leaving a ceremony at the
National Pantheon told reporters that when Venezuela agreed to suspend work
with the DEA it was because "they were making large transfers of drugs using
the cover of handovers under surveillance " and did not carry out "arrests of
citizens, the dismantling of a single cartel........ We were able to determine that
we were clearly in the presence of a new cartel." (7)

This exchange on drugs between US government officials and the Venezuelan
authorities takes place at the same time that the US government is deliberately
refusing to move against Luis Posada Carriles, a self-confessed terrorist, also



connected to narcotics, faced with a request for extradition from the
Venezuelan authorities. In neighbouring Colombia, the US government has
consistently provided billions of dollars to support the narco-terror regime of
President Alvaro Uribe, irrevocably tainted by current revelations of its links to
and dependence on drugs-dealing paramilitaries. In April this year, reports
emerged of US and British government complicity in the opium trade in
Afghanistan to the tune of over US$120 billion. (8)

ALBA - gainsaying false gods

In Britain, the US government's most faithful ally, the Foreign Office has now
dropped the "war on terror" motif. (9) It no longer serves a useful purpose. The
global majority see clearly that terror - "do what we want, or else" - is self-
evidently a fundamental policy of the United States and its European and
Pacific allies in their drive to secure the trade and economic outcomes they
need in order to sustain their neo-colonial power and privilege. The
overweening determination of the global elite to ensure that corporate needs
take priority over the needs of the world's impoverished majority springs from
their worship of inhuman greed and from deep-seated racism.

The governments that front for that global elite are responsible for millions of
needless deaths through criminal military aggression both directly, as in Iraq
and Afghanistan, and indirectly, as in Lebanon or Somalia where they have
supported proxy military enforcers. At the same time they wage a relentlessly
strident propaganda war against countries like Cuba and Venezuela. Why?
Because Venezuela and Cuba are responsible for saving and enhancing millions
of lives through their promotion of health, education and broad cooperation
initiatives via the ALBA - Bolivarian Alternative for the Americas - trade and
cooperation treaty, now incorporating over 60 million people in South and
Central America and the Caribbean.

ALBA shows up the United States government and its European and Pacific
allies as agents of sterility, deformation and destruction. Their political and
economic systems based on global exploitation of humanity's impoverished
majority offer little to the rest of the world except extremes of injustice. The
case of Posada Carriles marks their unremitting espousal of terror. The
continuing genocide against the Palestinians is emblematic of their hypocrisy.
The destruction of Iraq, its people and society, embodies their sadism. Through
their fetish for poisonous technology of mass destruction, they feed their
monstrous corporate capitalist god not just with live innocents, but with
thousands of victims from generations yet unborn.

By insisting on international legal norms in the case of Posada Carriles and the
related case of the five Cuban anti-terrorists imprisoned by the US injustice
system, Venezuela and Cuba have exposed the United States government as a
promoter of terrorism. By prioritizing the social dimension of their economic
relations, the ALBA countries are effectively demonstrating the inefficiency and
inhumanity of global corporate capitalism. Venezuela has abandoned the World
Bank and the IMF. Bolivia and Nicaragua have joined Venezuela in rejecting the
Centre for the International Settlement of Investment Disputes as an impartial
arbiter. Ecuador, Bolivia Brazil and Paraguay have now thrown their weight
behind Venezuela and Argentina's proposal for Bancosur as a regional



development alternative to the US and European dominated financial system.

These moves are as important as the diverse campaigns of resistance in Iraq,
Palestine, Haiti, Colombia and Mexico or Iran's insistence on it's right to
develop peaceful nuclear power. Determined support for these varieties of
resistance is probably humanity's best and only chance to counteract the twin
strategic strands of globalization and military terror used by the United States
government and its allies. The changing of the governmental guard in London
and Paris simply shuffles faces among the same old murderous caste of
corporate capitalism's high priests. But the script has alternative endings now,
rewritten by the former sacrificial victims. "Weighed in the balance and found
wanting" - the writing on the wall for the US government and its allies is getting
clearer, much slower than their victims need, but perhaps much faster than we
think.
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Double bait-and-switch
(August 2007)

Recent interventions by central banks to flush liquidity into panic-stricken
financial markets have demonstrated again the wistful make-believe of the
corporate "free market" fairy tale. It has no happy ending. Free markets exist
no more than fairies do. On the other hand, big bad transnational wolves and
carnivorous fee-fi-fo-fum financial giants abound and rig markets to catch as
many victims as they can.

Industries like financial services, pharmaceuticals, agri-business, oil and
petrochemicals, mining, armaments production, media and communications
are dominated by a handful of companies. Nothing is free about a market
dominated by the few dozen corporations that together control such vast areas
of the global economy. Likewise, the grotesque equation "free markets =
democracy" touted so glibly by corporate-owned media and corporate-owned
politicians amounts to a terminal corruption of language.

An underlying connection exists between the fraudulent verbal currency used
by corporate media to misrepresent the conflicts in Iraq, Afghanistan, Palestine
and elsewhere and worth-less-and-less monetary currency in the form of dollars
and diverse credit derivatives paper blown around global financial markets by
speculators. International markets have taken up the London Stock Exchange
motto "My word is my bond" and turned it into "My word is my bond so long as
some market-rigging bankers' cartel will somehow bail me out."

It was Czar Alexander and Talleyrand who with much satisfaction agreed they
could change the meaning of words from one 19th Century G-8 meeting to the
next. In those days, they called it the Congress System. Then, European
despots ran the system to enrich themselves and their loyal elites, to sacrifice
masses of their people to savage industrialization and to effect their colonialist
genocides around the globe. In North America, their US and Canadian
understudies learned the lessons well. Now similar kinds of elites sacrifice their
peoples to corporate globalization and work their neo-colonial barbarism using
double duplicity to get what they want.

Politically, they have exploited their peoples' fear of terrorism. Offering
security, they have removed fundamental liberties and executed foreign
policies violating the UN Charter and humanitarian and human rights law in a
way bound to provoke terrorist retaliation. Economically, they have offered
prosperity by deliberately fomenting an extended, unsustainable credit boom.
Now they try to cover up the bust while still pursuing unsustainable policies
that promote inequality at home and abroad. It is impossible to overstate the
greed and cynicism of the global elites.

G-8 - an anti-democratic global mob

The G-8 latter-day Congress System is for all practical purposes a squalid
cartel. These powerful countries use the G-8 process to work out how best to
share quotas of power and to manage their respective spheres of influence. As
an institution the G-8 process effectively sidelines the UN. The UN Security



Council serves mainly to offer spurious legitimacy to decisions taken elsewhere
by the G-8.

The G-8 gatherings began in 1975 at the instigation of then French President
Giscard D'Estaing. In those days the members were six, the United States,
Japan, Britain, France, Germany and Italy. Canada joined the informal group in
1976. Russia began participating in 1997. The European Community, as it then
was, began attending in 1977. Now the European Union, it is represented at
G-8 meetings by the President of the European Commission and the President
of the the European Council.

So this modern Congress System is in fact an imperialist Thing with far more
tentacles than might appear from the economical-with-the-truth G-8 moniker.
Although the summits happen once a year, they are the annual culmination of
constant coordination on many policy areas by government functionaries.
Quarterly meetings by a group known as the Sherpas, aides of government
leaders, prepare for the summits on the basis of information from other groups,
like finance ministers and the other ministries of which most governments are
composed, Foreign Ministries, Interior and Justice Ministries, Health Ministries,
Environment Ministries and so on.

Terror - factitious bait

Working groups of various kinds also contribute to the preparations for each
summit. Currently organized are the High Level Group on Non-Proliferation, the
Rome/Lyons Group on terrorism and organized crime, the Counter-Terrorism
Expert Group among various others. An extraordinary amount of work and
organization - as many as 80 meetings a year - by many bright, talented people
goes into dressing up the avowed aims of the summit declarations. They make
a fine public relations mulch for corporate media to cover up the genocidal
colonialist roots of the bloody fi-fi-fo-fum G-8 imperialist beanstalk.

In matters of trade and finance, governments and central banks coordinate
policy in partnership with the world's major financial houses and monopolistic
transnationals. International relations reflect their fundamental gangsterism -
"do what we want, or else" - rendering irrelevant established international
humanitarian and human rights law because those basic norms impede the
imperialist globalizing project. Even by the standards of consummate humbugs
like George W. Bush and Tony Blair, the hypocrisy of G-8 summit declaration-
speak is extravagant.

The declaration on terrorism from this year's summit in Heiligendamm,
Germany, is a fine example of G-8 cant from countries who collude in violations
of human rights in Iraq, Palestine, Afghanistan, Somalia, Haiti and elsewhere.
The G-8 countries support vicious repressive regimes around the world., from
Mexico to Morocco, from Uzbekistan to Colombia, from Egypt to Equatorial
Guinea. European Union governments have collaborated in gross violations of
the United Nations Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment by facilitating transfer of prisoners for
torture either to third countries or to US clandestine prisons as well as to
Guantanamo. Still:



“"We reaffirm that the promotion and protection of human rights for all and the
rule of law is essential to all counter terrorism efforts, and we recognize that
effective counter-terrorism measures and the protection of human rights are
not conflicting goals, but complementary and mutually reinforcing. We call on
all States to ensure that any measures taken to combat terrorism comply with
their obligations under international law, in particular human rights law,
refugee law and international humanitarian law." (1)

Consider the unimaginable horror and suffering undergone by millions of Iraqis,
brought about by these powerful leaders. Apart from the dead and wounded
civilians - well over a million by now - several millions of refugees have fled the
chaos provoked by the Bush regime and its allies. In Palestine, over a million
people in Gaza are subjected to a medieval-style blockade by Israel supported
by the European Union and the United States.

Israel holds around ten thousand Palestinian political prisoners and uses torture
as a matter of routine. In Hait