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War hits workers

by Htun Lin

Even before the first bomb of Bush's war fell, work-
ers back home were suffering from domestic collateral
damage. Deep cuts in California threaten the jobs of
10,000 teachers. In economically depressed areas like
Oakland where I work, the cutbacks are the severest.

The Oakland school board warned that up to 1,000
teachers, one third of the total, are facing layoffs.
Teachers are in a state of uncertainty over who will be
gone tomorrow. For teachers, students and parents,
education is the latest aspect of homeland insecurity.

A few short years ago there was a state surplus.
There was an effort to reverse the decades-long neglect
of education by hiring more teachers. This ray of hope
motivated a lot of young people to go into the profes-
sion. However, they are learning that for capitalist
planners human concerns are always expendable.
Many teachers say that if they are laid off they will not
return to this profession.

This is true especially for those who put all their -

energy into a promising new small school program that
Oakland is going to discontinue. Small schools were
aimed at those who were dropping out. Planners pro-
ject that there is going to be an even more dramatic
shortage of teachers for the next decade. Once a public
good is dismantled, it is very difficult to put it back
together again.

We experienced this in health care over a decade of
restructuring. Staffing levels have been cut so drasti-
cally that wards are understaffed as a matter of course.
Every manager is called on the carpet for being a
penny over budget. There has been a massive depopu-
lation of health care professionals. A lot of veteran
nurses, once they were given pink slips, never returned
to the field.

(Continued on page 3)
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Colin Powell, creature
of imperialism

by John Alan

When President George W. Bush arrogantly told the
UN that he would go to war against Saddam Hussein's
Iraq, with or without its approval, he was telling the
world that the U.S. was the greatest military power in
the world today, that it would get rid of the evil auto-
crat Saddam Hussein and create a new, democratic
Iraq. The world has not heard this kind of sham since
European powers, centuries ago, occupied Africa and
Agsia to "civilize" and "christianize" the people there.

'GOD’S GIFT' TO THE RIGHT

Bush's Secretary of State, Colin Powell, had the task
of convincing a majority of members of the UN to join
the war against Hussein. One liberal newscaster
thought it was a great idea, since Powell had original-
ly opposed the war, and he called Powell "god's gift to
this country."

If Powell is indeed a gift; he is a great political gift
to Bush. Powell is an African American and thus he is
a shield that can protect the Bush administration from
being called racist.

Powell is closely connected to the structure of the
military bureaucracy. After serving as an officer in
Vietnam, and commanding a battalion in South Korea,
he attended the National War College and worked in
the Department of Defense. From there Powell's mili-
tary career shifted from being a line officer into func-
tioning in the internal bureaucratic politics of the
army. He became an assistant to Caspar Weinberger,

(Continued on page 8)
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War on Iraq, resistance, and
the shift in global politics

by Peter Hudis

George W. Bush's illegal, unwarranted and bar-
barous war against Iraq clearly has nothing to do with
"liberating” the Iraqi people and everything to do with
extending U.S. global power at the expense of both the
Iraqi and American populace.

The Bush administration's effort to "decapitate"
Saddam Hussein with a massive cruise missile and
bombing attack’in the first hours of the war on March
19-20 reflected its intent to eliminate Hussein while
preserving as much of the repressive Iraqi state appa-
ratus (especially its police and Ba'ath Party official-
dom) as possible. In response to the apparent failure of
that initial attack and the emergence
of armed resistance to the U.S.
blitzkrieg in various Iraqi cities,
Bush's war machine is unleashing a
bloodbath that will be felt in the
region for years to come.

The many setbacks that confronted
the U.S. in the first week of the war in
cities like Umm Qasr, Basra and
Nasiriya indicates that the battle for
Baghdad will be no high-tech "cake
walk," as U.S. officials at first seemed
to imagine. A lengthy and bloody war
and occupation is now very likely.

THE RUSH TO WAR

Bush's insistence on pushing ahead
with his war, despite the risk that it
will plunge the U.S. into a colonial
quagmire of its own making, has pro-
duced a major shift in world politics.

In response to the opposition of ‘go on March 20
France and Germany, as well as Rus- (right), in New
sia and China, to his war drive, Bush YorE (ui»ove) on
launched his assault without even March 22 d
asking for a vote at the UN Security arc + and

elsewhere. See

Council—a move that is inflaming
resentment around the world at U.S.
unilateralism. Turkey's refusal to
allow 60,000 U.S. troops to invade
Iraq from its borders has led Bush to pour more arms
and soldiers into Iraq from the south, even though this
risks greater U.S. combatant and Iraqi civilian casual-
ties. And the anti-war sentiment that is growing in
every country has led Bush to write off democratic
world opinion, which is leading to increased resent-
ment at the U.S.'s drive for permanent military inter-
vention overseas.

The more this administration tries to negate
all limits to its drive for war, the more it man-
ages to establish other limits which become real
barriers to the exercise of total U.S. dominance.

WHAT HAPPENS AFTER?

U.S. actions in Iraq thus far show that this war will
not result in the attainment of genuine self-determi-
nation or democracy for the Iraqi people.

Bush has made no secret of his plans to install a
U.S.-run military regime for at least several years
after a war. The U.S. is also intent on keeping many
officials of Hussein's repressive Ba'ath Party in power.
Worried about a fracturing of Iraq along ethnic and
religious lines, the U.S. sees folding Ba'ath Party offi-
cials (many of whom are guilty of human rights abus-

es) into its occupation as a way to ensure "stability." In -

doing so the U.S. is also responding to pleas from

.regimes like Saudi Arabia and the Gulf states, which

fear the advent of any real democracy in the region.

It is this desire on the part of the Bush administra-
tion to preserve the structure of the repressive Iraqi
state, and not any humanitarian qualms on its part
about inflicting massive civilian casualties, that
explains its attentiveness to trying to take down Hus-
sein's regime with "precision" bombing.

While the U.S. claims to be fighting in the name of
Kurds, Shi'ites, and other oppressed groups, it has
made sure not to arm them—unlike its approach to
the reactionary Northern Alliance in Afghanistan,
which it flooded with weapons. Though the U.S. has
given military training to 1,000 Iraqi exiles at a NATO
base in Hungary, it banned any Kurds from partici-
pating.

We are seeing a repeat of what happened after the
end of the first Gulf War in 1991, when the U.S.
allowed Hussein to remain in power rather than allow
the Kurds, Shi'ites and others to take destiny into

Protests erupted [
within hours of
the U.S. invasion
of Iraq, in Chica

page 11.

their own hands. Though this time the U.S. is trymg
to depose Hussein, the Kurds, who have been
betrayed by Western powers before (especially in 1974
and 1991), are about to be betrayed again.

Kanan Makiya of the Iraqi National Congress, a
group funded by the U.S., stated in mid-February that
U.S. plans for a post-Hussein Iraq are "guaranteed to
turn the [Iraqi] opposition into an opponent of the
U.S. orn the streets of Baghdad the day after libera-
tion.... The government of the United States is about to
betray, as it has done so many times in the past, those
core human values of self-determination and individ-
ual liberty" ("Our Hopes Betrayed," The Observer

News & Letters photos

{Londonl], Feb. 16, 2003).

Meanwhile, the threat of a massive humanitarian
disaster looms. Over 60% of Iragis depend on UN aid
for food. The World Health Organization estimates
that a decade of U.S.-imposed sanctions and Hussein's
policies have forced the vast majority of Iraqis to live
on a semi-starvation diet for years. These conditions
are bound to worsen as the U.S. tries to subdue all
forms of resistance to its invasion and occupation. The
livelihood of millions of Iragis is now in jeopardy.

RIFTS IN THE WESTERN ALLIANCE

Despite the Bush administration's fruitless four-
month effort to get the UN Security Council to sanc-
tion an invasion of Iraq, Bush long ago decided to go
to war, with or without international approval.
Stunned by the attacks of September 11, 2001, and
emboldened by its rapid "victory" over the Taliban in
Afghanistan, the administration sees war against
Iraq as a way to further its drive for permanent mili-
tary intervention by taking down the one regime in
the critically important Middle East that has
expressed open opposition to U.S. policies. Yet Bush's
arrogant over-reach has led to a pulling apart of the
U.S.-led global alliance that seemed so unified after
September 11, 2001.

France and Germany, among the most powerful
components of NATO and the European Union (EU),
have repeatedly opposed the U.S. drive for war
against Iraq. However most of the other 15 nations of
the EU have expressed support for the war. So have
the 10 nations (mainly from the former Warsaw Pact)
that are expected to join the EU in coming years.

More is at issue in this divide within Europe than
widespread anti-war sentiment, crucial as that
remains. Public opposition to war is almost as high in
Britain, Spain and Italy—whose rulers support
Bush—as in France and Germany.

French President Chirac's decision to veto any UN

-Security Council resolution authorizing war against

Iraq didn't result from a sudden disdain on his part
for military intervention overseas. He has shown little
reticence to engage in such undertakings when it suits
his purposes, as can be seen from France's many mil-
itary interventions in Africa. A few months ago Chirac

‘sent 3,000 French troops to Ivory Coast.

(Continued on page 9)
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 Roe v. Wade 30 years later

The limits of political emancipation

By Maya Jhansi

The war has served well as a distraction from the
ambitious and alarming attack on women's reproduc-

The movement has also left to the side the larger
philosophical questions around women's reproductive
lives, questions about meaning, existence, human rela-

tionships, sexual intimacy. For
such concepts as
self-determina-

tive freedom issued by the U.S. Senate example
on March 13. With a vote of 64 to 33, "choice" ’a d "self- i
the Senate passed the so-called "Par. W O M A N A S R EA S O N tion" are rtlaken for granted,

tial-Birth Abortion Ban Act of 2003."
This bill is a well-calculated strike at Roe v. Wade on its
30th anniversary.

Essentially, the bill criminalizes a medical procedure
called dilation and extraction used for some second
trimester abortions. The term "partial birth abortion"
is not recognized by the medical community. It is a

‘deceptive description designed to garner support for

the criminalization of a safe medical procedure. The
American Medical Association as well as most other
medical organizations are against such bans. The
American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists
describes so-called "partial-birth abortion" bans as"an
inappropriate, ill-advised and dangerous intervention
into medical decision making." To make matters
worse, the federal ban makes no exception for the
health of the woman.

The timing is revealing. While the world watches
the war on Iraq with horror, the right wing is busy
pushing through its reactionary agenda at home. The
hypocrisy of this is too raw to bear: war hawks waxing

sentimental over "the unborn" while they wreak death -

and destruction on thousands of living souls.
THE RISE OF THE RIGHT

However, though the war is serving Bush as a war of
distraction from the crises at home, it does not explam
the victories of the Right when it comes to women's
reproductive freedom. While this federal ban is the lat-
est and perhaps most ambitious legislative victory, the

arena where the Right has gained the most ground is -

morality. Over the last three decades, the right wing
has succeeded in demonizing, not only abortion, but
women, especially poor and Black women. It has
gained, in effect, control over the paramaters of dis-
course about abortion with the basic assumption that
women cannot be trusted to make moral decisions
about their lives.

The R1ght has learned a lot from freedom move-
ments in this- country, particularly the Civil Rights
Movement. It mobilizes support by drawing on moral
arguments, religion, philosophy and history. It's true
that their most fanatical supporters bomb clinics and
kill doctors, and the so-called "moderate”" supporters
cover for them. But, this is not what explains the
Right's victories. Indeed, the Right has been known to
invoke the memory of Martin Luther King Jr. (never-
mind that he was actually pro-choice and, of course,
against mindless violence) to give their "movement"
the semblance of ethical content.

The women's movement has gone the exact opposite
way, towards pragmatism and an almost exclusive
focus on electoral politics. Because the feminist move-
ment has so narrowed its vision and focus to abortion
legislation, it has not provided a viable vision to
counter the lies and misinformation of the Right. The
women's movement has all but ceded the moral ground

" to the Right.

Partly, as many women of color have noted, this
comes from a narrowing of the movement to the single
issue of abortion rights. This left fo the side other real-
ities specific to poor, working-class and minority
women, such as forced sterilization in the 1970s, so-
called population control today, lack of birth control
and lack of primary health care. Many poor women are
denied the "right" to be mothers and to have a family.
By leaving out the concerns of women of color and poor
women, the abortion rights movement narrowed its lib-
eratory vision—and thus lost moral ground.

WOMEN WORLDWIDE |

‘by Mary Jo Grey

' A permanent Peace Camp was set up by women ear-
lier this year at Ireland's Shannon airport in opposi-
tion to the vse of that facility by the U.S. military for
the buildup of Bush's war against Iraq. Now that the
camp has-become a regular focus for resistance to the
war by both women and men, women are claiming a
space for monthly 24-hour No-To-War Camps—includ-
ing one held on International Women's Day, March 8,
as part of the Global Women's Strike, "Invest in Car-
ing, Not Killing." They said they want to join their
voices with those of women in Afghanistan, Iraq and
Palestine, condemning the devastating effect of war on
women and children.

Information from Mother Warriors Voice

*® & *

A Pakistani woman who was gang-raped as a tribal

council punishment against her family because of a .

supposed crime by her brother, was honored for having
the courage to report the crime in a country where vio-
lence against women often goes unpunished. Mukhtar
Mai received the award from the Human Rights Soci-

ety of Pakistan at a ceremony in Lahore. "She dared to

file a case against the influential men in her area and
get them punished," commended the group's leader.

without working out their

emancipatory connotations. What does self-determina-

tion mean, outside of a vision of social transformation?

What does "choice" mean in, for example, a context in

which economic degradation makes abortion not a
"choice" but an exigency?

BEYOND POLITICAL EMANCIPATION

I recently read an article by a libertarian who
argued the pro-choice position by exalting the rights of
women as autonomous individuals over the rights of
the fetus, which is neither autonomous nor an individ-
ual. It seems to me the current women's movement has
not gone beyond this, even though women have been
the greatest critics of bourgeois individuality.

The fact is that the political emancipation of women
in the U.S,, hard-fought and important. as it is, has
always been incomplete and limited. In many coun-
tries around the world that profess to'be democracies,
women's lives are circumscribed by personal codes and
family laws—often created to appease fundamental-
ists—which exempt women from the rights accorded to
"individuals.” The issue of abortion in the U.S. serves

- this same function.

Women need a world in which they can make mean-
ingful decisions about their bodies and minds. Roe v.
Wade rode the waves of a movement that called for a
freedom beyond political emancipation. The transfor-
mation of alienated social relations, not only between
humans but also between humans and nature, is as
necessary to the freedom to choose as access to safe
and legal abortion. While it is important to fight to
keep abortion safe and legal, it is time to start asking

- why we keep having to do so over and over again.

- v ! . I | -
Criminalizing sexuality
The question of how the sexuality of criminal defen-
dants is presented to j Jumes and handled by judges was
explored at a conference in late February at North-
eastern Illinois University in Chicago. Joey Mogul, a

lawyer with the People's Law Office, cited the discre-
tion given tio prosecutors in seeking the death penalty

-as a problem.

During the conviction phase of a trial, gender stereo-
types can be used to cast a convicted person as belong-
ing to a gender variance, Mogul said. This may present
the convict ‘as being inferior and having a tendency to
violence. It is-a quick process to dehumanize the defen-
dant. The dykier and butchier, the better, said Mogul.
Thus, a jury may view the convicted person as more
worthy of death, or whatever punishment the prosecu-
tor seeks.

Even if defendants are "straight," the prosecu-
tor may, through insinuation and innuendo, cast
them as queer in order to influence a biased jury.
Forty percent of women in prison have had accu-
sations of being lesbian used against them.
Mogul advocates a law that forbids the mention
of gender orientation in trials.

She cited a 1999 case where the prosecution bom-
barded the jury with evidence of the defendant’s les-
bianism. The states attorney argued that because she
was a "hard core" lesbian, she was more likely to kill.
The allegations were completely unsubstantiated and
irrelevant. Mogul said she was amazed at how the
state kept repeating this non-evidence and wryly
observed that she has never heard of a prosecutor
using heterosexuality as a motive for murder.

The innocent and heterosexual Kerry Max
Cook (portrayed in the drama "Exonerated") was
condemned partly on the basis of his alleged
homosexuality. The news of his being gay pre-
ceded him to prison where he was unmercifully
treated by:the inmates.

Lesbian, gay, bisexual or transgendered people have
no peers on the jury.-Thus, Mogul argued, the jury of
peers is simply a mockery if the sexuality of the defen-
dant is to be a factor is the prosecution's case.

—January

lnternatmnal Women's Day 2003

Editor's note: This is from an -article posted on
www.badjens.com, an Iranian feminist website.

The Women's Cultural Center, a women's non-govern-
ment organization (NGO) based in Tehran, had invited
"those who believe
in equality" to join
them in Laleh
Park to declare
their opposition to
America's
impending attack
on Iraq. Around
300 women and
100 men
answered the call.

The Laleh Park
gathering was not
only the first pub-

‘Chicago and D.C.

In Wash111gton D.C. about 25 women were arrested
on March 8th when a determined few disobeyed orders
from the police to stop short of the White House. The
D.C. demonstrators who have been holding vigil at the
White House since Nov. 17 called for an action to circle

the White
House in
pink. Code
Pink, a grass

roots organi-
zation found-
ed a year ago,
gets its name
as an answer
to the Bush
administra-
«a tion's  color-
3 coded home-
= land security

lic protest against

the war, but it was also the first | The first Gulf War in 1991 killed 113,000 civil-
non-state sponsored assembly in | jans, almost two-thirds of them children.

advisory system.
Code Pink activists rallied
in Chicago on March 10. The

yeat's where citizens showed their | g,ch's  war on Iraq promises more of the]rally and march in Chicago

opposition to U.S. policy.

one form of violence the planners

intended to address. The event |Yersify of lllinois, Champalgn-Urbanu on

was more an assertion against M‘"'Ch 7.

t same. That was the message of an Interna- | had speakers which focused
As it turngd out, war was only tional Women's Dcly "’“Y

_ton immigrant and Native

200 at the Uni American struggles. -’
There was a confrontation
after the rally as the group of

gender violence and inequality on :
an international and national scale. Sanctions, war,
environmental damage, globalization, AIDS, and human
trafficking were condemned.

Of course, the most passionate attacks were reserved
for Iran. Sharia-based personal status and family laws

were an especially sore area. Unequal inheritance, -

women's inability to file for divorce, and most funda-

mental, as pointed by human rights attorney Shirin -

Ebadi, diyeh, or blood money. A woman's diyeh, essen-
tially the monetary value of her life, is one half of a
man's. The result is that men who murder women are
often left unpunished (the penalty is death) because the

. exchange of life isn't equal.

A young woman's public airing of sexual harassment
oh the streets during the open-mike was met with the
most applause and cheers. The infusion of her anger and
frustration suddenly gave the event a Take Back the
Night quality. In front of tens of police officers, she
accused law enforcement of inaction and complicity and
condemned them for furthering the violence by blaming
the victim and rendering them the accused.

Sponsored by a secular organization, the nexus bind-
ing the participants was a stand against war and for
equality. After International Women's Day in 1979,
when women marched to protest the mandatory imposi-
tion of the veil, women were deprived of a public space to
collectively articulate their concerns. The quest for a
civil society in recent years has led to a flourishing of
non-governmental organizations, and women's NGO's
have been increasing in numbers and. strengthening
their presence in kind.

over 100 men and women
took to the street and the police escort told them to go
to the sidewalk. No arrests were made. Banners includ-

_ed "March 10-A Day of Appreciation for Abortion

Providers" and "Money for Books Not Bombs." Speak-
ers spoke about women in prison, sweatshops, repro-
ductive rights and opposition to U.S. militarism. The
rally ended with a moving spiritual.
' —Sue S.

San Francisco

The impending war colored everything about this
year's International Women's Day. The monthly
Women in Black vigil was transformed into a major
demonstration in San Francisco. Women in Black were
joined by several other groups, including Mourning
Mothers, who graphically represented the effects of
war on civilians by wearing eight-foot puppets of moth-
ers in mourning for their dead children, symbolized by
rag dolls held in their arms.

People's reactions to'the vigil were very pronounced.
Most became' very grim, very quiet. One young boy
asked his father "What are they?" and his father
answered, "This is what war looks like."

Other events included a fundraiser for the Revolu-
tionary Association of the Women of Afghamstan
announcing the speakmg tour of Tahmeena Faryal in
April.

—Urszula Wislanka
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