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Policy passed: war

Solidarity with the peoples of Iraq!
No to war! No to Saddam! &edom for the
Kurds! Democracy for Iraqg!

1. US strategists @idently believe tha they are “on a oll”, and
should seie the tiance to tigd up another mblem. With enough
“smartt bombs”,they can cush Sadam’s regime quidly, set up
an altemative, and then withdw. At small cost thewill have
secued the end ofhe malodoous and indective UN sanctions
against liag, estalished a elieble govemment oer one ofthe
world’s major oil pavers and sthilised a cucial region.Even if
we thought thiathe gung-ho US siiegists were calculéing cor
rectly, socialists could not suppbsud plansThe overthrow of
Saddam is br the people ofraq to donot br the US to impose
on lraq ainescpably lalge cost oflraqgi civilian and conscript
life

2.War, in the famous adge of Clauswitz much repeated ly
Marxists is the contimaion of policy by other meandVe judge
wars not ly “who fired first” or “who datadked”, but by the char
acter ofthe estidished stae poligy which the war “contirues”on
either sideHowever criminal the USA planson the laqi side
the ecod males it impossile to see the “polig” which Iraq’s
course tavards var “contirues”as essentiallone ofdefence ofits
political indegpendence and rightSince the 197Qst least,lraqg’s
stae polioy has been essentiplibout tiying to estalish itself as a
regional big paver—a “sub-imperialisttente. To do so it has
repededly repressed smaller peoples—theulds the populéon
of Kuwait—and made ar aainst its neighbouy Its policy
towards Isgael epresents the aist Ar ab dauvinism,mitigated
only by distanceThe st&e’s rule of fear gjainst its evn people
goes hand in hand with iteactionay extenal policy.

3.When ve [ae] campaigning gainst the thea of US war on
Iraq,therfre, we should not do so in gway tha implies ce-
dence to or suppbfor Sadlam Hussein “anti-imperialist”
claims Chea agitation sud as thawhich dedares Bush and
Shapn to be “the eal axis ofevil” and the “eal temorists”should
be ejected.Whaever ebout Busls hypocrisy Saddams regime is
“really” as &il and as tenorist as aynon eath. This position
would not bang in the event of a US irvasion or conquest.
Sadlam’s esistance to the USauld not be motiated ly a
defence ofthe Iragi peoplesights to self-detenination, but by
the rationale of the self-peseveion of his regime including its
repression ofthe Kurds and other minoritie¥Ve oppose the US
war plansnot in the name ofuppot for the laqi regime but in
the name ofintemdional democacy and verking-dass solidarity

4. Out of this US/Iaq war could deelop a political qugmire
which would open up a twle nev chapter in the histor of impe-
rialism. After an initial successgainst Sadam Husseinthe USA
could get diawn into tiying to impose déctive (if not formal)
colonial rule on laq,by way of heay involvement ly the US mil
itary to suppess mass populaggistance to aplacementagime
which ladks a domestic political base and becomesfieceéfust a
puppet gvenment.In tha possikte future situation, we would
give supparto geruine popular esistance in the name eélf-
detemindion. We would express our opposition to a colonial pol
icy or puppet @vernment [ making slgans suhb as'self-deter
mindion’, ‘no imposed agime in Iraq’ and‘democktic rights br
the lragi peoplesprominent in our gitdion, in addition to our
previous sl@ans sub as‘no to var’, ‘stop the \ar’. Given tha
this war cefainly involves one vay or anothera US conquest of
Irag, we ate for troops out oflraq in pretty nuch ary likely
immedide situéion; “tr oops out'would become a pminent sle
gan in the gent of mass populaesistance
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Other scenarios amossite For example & the other end of
the mange of possibilities there might be an uprisinggainst
Sadlam—pompted ly, or seizing oppdunities ceaed ly, US
military intervention—which to one dgree or another suppisr
or & ary rate does not opposte US militay presenceBy
“uprising” here we mean agal mass me&ment,not a militay
schism or palace coup

We should hild solidarity with sub an uprisingWe should
sg that the priority is solidarity with the uprisinghe anti-war
movements priorities should be the same—igut crudey, soli-
darity first, opposition toAmerica second.

We would contirue to oppose the USawand to pFach no
trust in or suppdrfor US militarism Any genuine mavement will
threaen to g beyond what the US is mpared to accpt. If it
develops & a cetain point,even if starting of “pro-American”,it
will come into conlict with those wops and our solidarity will
entail aitating for troops out.

Specificall, now, both main érces in lagi Kurdistan,PUK
and KDR suppot the US var drire. We criticise thesuppot. We
point to theTurkish govenments staement thiit will tolerate no
Kumdish sgpagtion from lrag, and its smg assuance thg‘the
Americans undetand our position'The US would oppose
probably suppessany militant Kudish maement br self-deter
mindion. Yet we contilie to suppdrthe laqi Kurds even under
PUK and KDP leadship, in their self-assé¢ion against Bghdad.

No alliance with Islamic fundamentalism!

Joining up with fascists? No socialistonld ever want to do tha
Yet on 28 Sptember the StopheWar Coalition,a coalition led
by socialistsdid something &ry close to tha

StopTheWar co-oganised the 28 $¢ember anti-&r mach
with the MuslimAssoci&ion of Britain. The MAB was gven
equal billing as demonstion organiser The mach, which would
otherwise ha said simp, to the US and UK gremmentsDon't
Attack Iraqg, had taked onto it the MABS Freedom Ier Palestine

Wha is the MuslimAssociéon of Britain? It is a paticular
political faction among Muslims in Britairin its pgerInspireit
openy identifies itselfas a British dshoot ofthe Muslim
Brotherhooda big “Islamic fundamentalistjolitical mo/ement
in Argb countriesThe Muslim Botherhood a the modete,
reformist end ofthe Islamic fundamentalist spaatn. Their
upfront pultic profile is kuilt around velfare and eligious educa
tion. They shun the tashness ofhe evolutionary Islamic funda
mentalists (on the 28 @ember demonsition, MAB stevards
restiained,or tried to ke inconspicuousmarchers flom some of
the shriller fundamentalistgups).

Yet the political aim is thera stae run under Islamic 1@, the
populaion subjected to @stic ules based on the almost 1300-
yeas-old Koran and einvented taditions fom over a thousand
yeas ao.

Fascism is not thexact tem for sud politics but thee is a
gred deal in them thiais similar to fiscismWhere Islamic stées
have been installedas in lan,they suppess wrking-dass ogant
saion, socialist politics and il rights as ficiently as fascism,
and vomers rights een moe so

Despite vhat the Anti-Nazi League s&s not all fascists ag
Nazis Mussolinis Italy was never as marderous as Hitleg
Gemary. Some dscist,or fascisti¢ paties in Euope tods wear
a modeate, peaceful &ce The MAB are both “modegte’—and
quasi-ascistic

For sue most ofthe people mobilisedybthe MAB br the 28
September demonstiion would have seen little moe of it than its
welfare-and-eligion face Many intempreted the MABS vague sle
gan “Feedomdr Palestine”as meaning a ée Ralestinian st
alongside Isxel, not the full MAB anti-Isael messge “Zionists
out of Palestine”,which was symbolised on the demorssion by
a stiker saying “Kegp PalestineTidy” and shwing a Star of
David being binned.

To object to the MAB co-sponssiip is not to be hostile to
ordinaly Muslims who joined the mah. Indeed,one eason ér
objecting to MAB co-sponssehip ofanti-war actvities is tha it



will make those actities unwelcoming to anti-fundamentalist or
secular Muslims Wwo knav who the MAB ag and to uneligious
ex-Muslims

Already on 28 Sptember it lookd as ifthee were fewer anti-
fundamentalist Muslims therthan on the demonations gainst
the Afghan var. There wee cetainl fewer &ws and Bver social
ists from Muslim countriesTo sa/ tha those socialistSevs, and
anti-fundamentalist Muslims arsmaller ambers than those
MAB brought,and tha maxinum rumbers ae all-impotant,is
shot-sighted.

To fight the var effectively, by working-dass mobilistion, we
must campaign orlear principles ofdemoceag and intenaional
solidarity We cannot do thtéhand-in-hand with the Muslim
Brotherhood or its co-thirs

The fundamental gument is one oprinciple We reject “pop
ular fonts"—extendedsubstantial political alliances sbcialist
or working-dass brces with bougeois paties We are in politics
in order to encowage and mobilise the aiking class to care out
and develop its avn indegpendent political and social identity/e
are ggainst tying the campaigns abcialists and wrking-dass
forces on ary questionto alliances wich let bougeois paties
dictate and limit the genda.

If the Libeal Democes or the Scottish Nenal Rarty were
opposing the ar, we would be gainst socialists co-ganising the
anti-war campaign with those p#s The far-right politics ofthe
MAB only diamdise the gneal principle which gpplies also to
liberal and un-&scist bouweois paties: no popular font.

The Stalinised Commmist Rarties of the mid-1930s origirtad
the “Popular Font”, saying tha the working dass should ajl
with “anti-fascist’bourgeois paties in oder to bethe fascist
mobilisations in countries li& France and Spairits utter inefec
tiveness as antiakcism vas demonsited a &éw yeass laer when
CP leader Mauric& horez regycled it as a calldr an alliance with
“patriotic” (i.e, anti-Geman,anti-Nazi) fscists gainst the
Geman occuption of France!

In 1932 the Gaman Stalinists had allied with the Nazis in a
refelendum campaign toverthrow the stée govenment of
Prussia.Tha was bebre the “Ppular Font” was poclaimed as a
slogan, but the l@ic was the sameseek vhatever gopaently pow-
erful ally you can to combkahe “main enewti’ (in Gemary, the
imperialist system othe Treay of Veailles).

We have agued the case in meaedrand “modeite”terms
But in fact the alliance on 28 fmber vas an outge against
socialist principle and a beral of the socialistsdemocsts,
workers and vomen in Muslim countries o ae the victims of
those with vhose co-thinkrs the pseudo-left in Britairhose to
hold handslt should not hppen aain. The Geman Stalinists in
the “red-bown reerendum’of 1932,or the Fench Stalinists in
World War 2,are no modeldr socialists todllow.

Campaignhing against the war

From AWL Naional Committee 16/02/03
It was an rcellent mobilisgion ajainst the var on 15 Ebruary.
The job nov is to consolid® and bild the maoement.

We should anser the po-war aguments made on the basis of
solidarity with the leqi opposition Y proposing solidarity with
the peoples ofraq aainst both var and Sadlam and self-deter
mindion for all the peoples ahe Middle East.

We must ague br the m@ement to be tadn into the mde
unions and br trade-union gainst the var We suppadrwalk-outs
and other drms of industrial potest action in thevent ofwar
stating.

We call on allAWL activists to stp up actvity in the anti-var
movementand all bandes to oganiseAWL meetings aund
the war. All AWL branches should discuss ada#gy for their
intervention into anti-var actvity locally, and eport to the EC
This should intude taking No Swa into the anti-var movement.

We will campaigndr the unions to demand acall TUC and
a special cordrence ofthe Labour Rarty on the var questionand
to corvene an undicial conference ifthe Nev Labour mahine
blocks them.We will campaign simildy through the unionsdr a
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Labour Rty leadeship electionand br the Laour Left to
stand a candide

We agitae for democacy; against Blair's drive to tak Britain
to war without @en a pdiamentay debate; for a eferendum on
war, for indgendent wrking-dass political epresention.

We should link up with the CampaigarfPeace and Demoacy
in the US in ater to launt a high pofile intemational campaign to
promote their steement “No tdVar, No to Sadlam”, and the poli-
tics behind it.This is an unprcedentedtance to ealign lage pats
of the left (paticularly in academia and the mesocial mgements)
behind “thid camp” politics. It should also be mmoted mar local -
ly in trade unionsSocialistAlliances and anti-ar groups

Domesticall, the bcus ofour campaign should be toytand
encouege strikes and otherdrms of direct action,in order to stop
the war. We should gitate br a referendum,as this demand could
give us mae of a hearing amongst thosehw are nev to politics and
less confident bout the power of the labour maementBut the
main point thewe should stess is thathis nulti-million strong
intemational moement has the per to stop the ar by its avn,
self-organised actiity if it roots itselfin the ldour moement.

[Text in italics vas an “ad” amendment “Interational cam
paign/striles” from DN]



