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OUT OF THE GULFI|

Women around the
world are mobliising
against the Gulf war - see
back page

Nobody can now be in any
doubt: this is not a war to
‘liberate Kuwait’. All the UN

resolutions were a fig-leaf.

The US and 1ts allies are bent on
the destruction of Iraq.

Not just the elimination of Sad-
dam, but the oblrteration of Iraq’s
military, economic and political
strength. However many thousands
of civilians and soldiers are killed.

The armies and armadas in the
Gulf — still being daily reinforced —
are being prepared for a huge land
battle which involves the invasion
and conquest of Iraq. Why? Because
Bush and Major see the Ba’athist
Iragi govemment as a threat to their
domination of the region. And be-
cause an Iraqi government which
dominates the Gulf would wield
huge financial power international-
ly.
No socialist would defend the

dictatorial Iraqi regime. But the
Ba’athist government, in however
distorted a way, is an Arab
nationalist force. Arab nationalism
since World War 2 has meant con-
tinual conflict the aims of im-
perialism. It threatens to unleash a
wave of revolt among the people of
the Middle East.

Defeating Iraq 1s a huge military
task. Thousands, tens of thousands,
will die in the coming weeks unless
this war 1s stopped. The ‘new world
order’which we West wants after

the Cold War has been exposed: it is
a world order kept free for profits
and imperial might by relentless
violence against the third world. The
violence of war; the violence of
debt; the violence of poverty and
hunger caused by the ruthless ex-
ploitation of the multinational cor-
porations.

America’s war cannot achieve

freedom and democracy for Iraq or
Kuwait. What will happen if Iraq is
conquered? Military govemment by
the allies - followed by a puppet dic-
tatorship, which will carry out a
ruthless political purge.

There is no progressive Western
solution to the problems of the Mid-
dle East. Only the Arab people
themselves can finish off dictator-
ship.

But a war to the finish is not in-

evitable, neither is the utter destruc-

tion of Iraq. The peace movement
internationally has mobilised mil-
lions. In the USA the movement is
already bigger than during the Viet-
nam war. In Britain we must go
beyond the peace movement to
mobilise inside the labour move-
ment against the pro-war line of
Kinnock and Willis. The anti-war
movement can win, if we act with
determination — and in time.

Building the anti-war campaign

movement cannot afford to

The horror of war is
building a huge anti-
war movement. That
movement will get big-
ger as the full facts
about Iraqi civilian
casualties become
known and the land

war starts.

But the anti-war move-
ment must develop a strategy
beyond the demonstrations
tomaximise its effectiveness.

The movement must be

open and democratic. A con-
ference, aimed especially at
the labour movement, is
needed to pull the movement
together.

The relatively small and
frequent demonstrations
which occurred at the start of
the war must be replaced by
less frequent and bigger
mobilisations. The ex-
perience of the US and
British anti-Vietnam war
movements must be utilised.
They built coalitions around
particular mobilisations, well

prepared and mobilised for.
Going into the labour
movement is a crucial aspect

. of this fight (see p.3). This

issue is a golden opportunity
to build college and
workplace "oups. It is this
kind of grass-roots organis-
ing which will pay dividends
on the mass demonstrations.

In recent days news and
information about the arrests,
internments and deportations
of people from the Middle
East has disappeared from
the media. The anti-war

let it drop; racism and the at-
tack on civil liberties is being
used to stoke up war fever.

Finally, as the US, opposi-
tion to the war is dispropor-
tionately high among women
and black people. Women
against War in the Gulf is
providing a focus for or-
ganising among women. The
anti-war movement national-
ly and locally has to make a
particular effort to involve
black and immigrant or-
ganisations.

Fight arrests and
deportations

While press and TV
1ave concentrated on
var action in Gulf, a
ull-scale witch-hunt
against people from the
iddle East has been
y0ing on in Britain.

23 Iraqis were expelled
n September, and another
b7 issued with notices of in-
ention to deport on 3
anuary. Since Jan 15,
wundreds of people from
he Middle East have been
ounded up by the police,
vith no notice, under a
lause in the Immigration
Act which deals with the
juestion of ‘national
security’. Those detained
pr expelled include op-

rights. There is a right of
appeal to the Immigration
Appeals tribunal, which
won't to meet for at least six
weeks and whose recom-
mendations are only ad-
ViSOry.

Many of the detainess
have lived in Britain for
many years, and are lraqi
dissidents who left Iraq be-
cause of opposition to Sad-
dam. Like many Pales-
tinians they face grave
danger if they are deported.

Not surprisingly, there
have been increasing at-
tacks on people though to
be of Arab origin, and also
against mosques. This has
been going on since August
and has become particular-

ponents of Saddam Hus-
eln.
Most of the detainees
ave been held in Penton-
ille, in appalling condi-
ions, but are soon to be
ansferred to Full Sutton, a
ecurity prison in rural
Y orkshire. A prison camp
s being prepared on Salis-
pury Plain for ‘prisoners of
var’ .

Detainees have very few

ly severe in the past few
weeks. And we can expect
is to grow rapidly if there
are many British casualties.
It is vital that the anti-
war movement takes up
these i1ssues and builds a
campaign to defend those
arrested, interned or
threatened with deporta-
tion.

by Terry Conway
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Why we say
‘defend Irag’
 ‘Edﬂ0ﬁa|ff“‘

Among the tens of thousands who have taken to the
streets to oppose this war, many have championed:
a simple argument: sanctions should have been
given more titne to work, war is not the answer.

This argument simply disputes the methods used by the
Uniied States and its allies, not the objectives. Implicitly 1t
accepts the political framework argues by the anti-Traq al-
itance: a crime has been committed by Iraq, and the ‘inter-
national community” must right this wrong.

However well-intentioned, this way of looking at the
crisis plavs directly into the hands of Bush and Major. The
argument becomes purely about means, and whether sanc-
aons could have worked. In effect it de-politicises the
debate: 1t ignores the real political context, and what the war-
ring forces wait to acliteve.

As Oliver MacDenald demonstrates 1n the article op-
posite, the US is trying to do much more than “liberate’
Kuwait. [i is trying to destroy the power of the Ba’athist
regime in lraq which is sees as a threat to its position in both
the Middle East and globally. The battle to restore the Emir
in Kuwait is a useful justification of this aim.

Tyranny

But, surely, the Iragqi regime is a tyranny? If the occupa-
tion of Kuwait is allowed to continue, the people of that
country will be under Saddam’s yoke? What answer do
socialists have to that?

In fact, the ‘people of Kuwait’ lived under an effective
dictatorship anyway. The big majority of the population
were immigrant workers from other Arab countries and
Asia. Most have now left. The Emir of Kuwait ran a haghly
dictatorial regime — maybe not so bloody as Iraq, but none-
theless a dictatorship. |

The Arab countries in th¢ pro- ~Western alliance — Syria,
Saudi Arabia and Egypt — are none of them democratic, even
by US and British standards. The Assad regime in Syria is
every bit as ruthless and bloody as Iraq.

Socialists cannot support one form of capitalist dictator-
ship against another. The return of the Emir to rule Kuwait
would only bolster the power of the other reagiionary sheik-
doms in the Gulf. It would return Kuwait to being a small
enclave for pumping oil to the imperialist powers; enclave
of a super-rich minority who lord it over the immigrants who

do all the work.
Defeat

Socialist Outlook did not support the Iraqi invasion of
Kuwait; but in the present situation there is nothing to be

gained from the point of view of the Arab masses by calling
for Iraq to return Kuwait to the Emir and his US backers.
The Arab masses can only gain from the defeat of the US-
led alliance.

The pro-sanctions argument falls into the legalist trap of
seeing the UN as an international court which can ‘solve’
such ‘intemational problems’. In reality ihe only solution
which the ‘international community’ can provide 1S one
which reinforces ihe power of impenalism in the region.
Al the very existence of regimes like the Ba’ath dictator-
ships in traq and Syria is a product of impernialist dommna-
1071 |

Socialists must argue that there is no solution io the ¢x-
istence of hiw“‘f; y and bmmz sovernments mn the Muddle East
which can be imposed fromt the ouiside. The only force
vhch can overibirow Saddam and his fike, without impos-
mg afoliey reacummy dictatorsiap, are the Arab masses

thiemselves. It is the arrogance of impenabsm which sees
-;i!fztam and the Us wh mg’ the problemas of the Arab
people..

Defending Iraq

Many people in the peace movement don’t like slogans
being raised in defence of Iraq. How can we defend the
butcher Saddam, even against the US war machine?, they
ask. But defending Iraq is not defending Saddam. In this
war, international imperialism is trying to crush the people
of a dependent, oppressed nation. The people of Iraq have
the right to fight against the destruction of their nation,
against an imperialist-imposed solution. We defend Iraq
despite Saddam, not because we support his regime.

The best conditions for fighting Arab reaction in the Mid-
dle East will be created not by the victory of the US, but by
the victory of Iraq. An American victory will be a blow to
the Palestinians, to the Kurds, all the people of the Middle
east and the third world.

Peace movement leaders who say the problem is ‘war’,
or the arms trade, or the use of force to solve international
disputes, don’t get to the root of the problem. Militarism and

war are endemic to imperialist world domination. You can-

not defeat one without the defeating the other.
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The onslaught against Iraq is the first time since 1945
that the United States has attempted to destroy the
political, economic and military strength of major
regional power.

It is not a decision taken rashly. Despite the split in
the Congress and in the political elite in general, the
US government had six months to think through its
war aims. The attempt to defeat the Iraqi Ba’athist
regime is an act of very precise political calculation.

This calculation has ]
two rationales: a By OIIVEI‘
MacDonald

regional and a global
into war against Iran and

one.
It goes without saymg
that the decision to attack , ' .
Iraq does not stem mainly promised him their full
from the invasion of backlpgTT:])e [slamic gover-
” - ment in Teheran was seen as-
Kuwait; that is the oppor the immediate threat to the
stability and imperialist
control of the region. But1n

tunity, not the real cause.
While Kuwait does em-
the post Iran-Iraq war situa-
tion the US had growing

body some US oil interests
reason to be hostile to the

they are not vital ones. I the
US had been preparad to ac-
cept Irag being the
dominant power in the Gulf,
then such m
rivoria) dispuies wiih
Kuwait coeald have been
deait with,

And if Kuwait had been
annexed by the pro-
American Saudis there
would not have been a Gulf
war. The truth is that the
Ba’athist regime in Iraq and
what it stands for had be-
come utterly unacceptable
to US policy aims in the
Middle East.

Shah

After the 1978 {all of the
Shah of Iran, dominance of
the oil-rich Gulf was up for
grabs. Saddam’s invasion of
Iran in 1980 was an attempt
to win rapid Iraqi
dominance. He hoped for a
quick defeat of the new
Khomein regime which
would make him overlord of
the Gulf.

- The US urged Saddam

Ba’athist regime.
This is nothing to do with
the repressive character of
the Iragi dictatorship. The
US has been very happy the
support repressive, tortur-
ing regimes all over the
world; indeed it seems to be
a positive advantage in get-

ting US suppoit.

It is about the pohitical
meaning of possible Iraqi
Gulf dominance. This in-
volves two major factors;
first the world economic
results of Iraqi hegemony
and second the political
“dynamic of the Iragi regime
in the region.

The ‘economic effect’ is
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not just about oil prices.
True, if Saddam controlled
the oil of Iraq and Kuwatt,
and was able to control the
other Gulf oil sheikdoms, he
could exercise a lot of con-
trol over oil prices. But
other oil states have in the
past pushed up oil prices

~without causing a US at-

fack.

For example, the Arab
states led by the Saudis used
a dramatic o1l price increase
as a political weapon during
the 1973 Arab-Israelt war.
But the US never dreamt of
war on this issue. Besides,
oil prices depend alot of the
price of alternatives, and the
West is much less depend-
ent on oil than in 1973,

No: it is much more to do

with the control of vast

amounts of o1l capital than

atlers as tei- it goes without saying that the

gdepision to attack Irag does not stem

from the invasion of Kuwait; that is the
opportunity, not the real cause.

oil prices. Controlling vast
oil reserves means building
up huge oil revenues. It
means making the country
holding this capital a major
player in the intermnational
economy and therefore in
international politics. How
oil capital is used is a crucial
question for the United

States — it 1S a major factor "

in world politics.

Would Saddam-control-
led oil capital be
denominated in dollars —
would it become ‘petro-
dollars’ in American banks?
Or perhaps Saddam would
denominate it in' German
marks or Japanese yen,

striking a major blow at the
US economy?

Would this vast reserve
of capital be used to under-
cut American banks, or lend
money to regimes hostile to
the US? These are giant
questions for the US
economy and therefore its
political power. Of course,
in this matter the Saudis and
Kuwaitis are utterly subor-
dinate to the Amernicans and
the City of London.

Here we come to the crux
of the matter. Why is the
Ba’athist regime not
trustworthy, potentially
hostile, dangerous from an
American point of view? On
this alot of left-wing discus-
sion about the Saddam
regime is beside the point.
Yes, Saddam’s regime 1s ut-
terly repressive and hostile
to any fomm of democracy.
But 11 15 m:05¢ than that. The
Ba’athist  leadership, |
reflecting its otigins, talks
about ‘Arab socialism’ and
an ‘Arab renaissance’. It
repeats all the main themes
of 1950s and 1960s Arab
nationalism.

Build-up

It has not just talked
about building up a military
force capable of confront-
ing Israel and the West, it
has actually done it. It has a
leadership which is not just
a bunch of dilettante wind-
bags but hard, ruthless,
practical people of action.

Of course no one really
believes that Saddam i1s in-
terested in creating Arab
socialism. But his demag-
ogy, and the building of a
strong regional power
which uses these themes as
a weapon of political
mobilisation, has a potential
for massive destabilisation
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of imperialism’s rule in the
e gion., ’
You can see this today in
e gigantic demonstrations
of support for Iraq in the
Arab world. For Israel and
the United States a new
surge of Arab nationalism
backed by a regional power
1s dynamite for their
domination of the Middle
East. They cannot tolerate
it

Nasser

The comparnison between
addam and Egypt’s Nasser
1S an irresistible one. Nasser
became the real leader of the
Arab world in the 1950s at
he height of Arab
ationalism. True, we are
iving m a very ditferent
oriod to the 1950s. True,
Saddam’s regime 1S more
repressive that Nasser's, al-
thcugh Nasser too put com-
nists in prison cantps and
had them tortured.
it is also true that Nasser
embodied @ more radical

formi of Arab nattonalism
han Saddam. In the current

Arab environment Saddam
has been playing Islamic
tunes not used by Nasser.

But like Nasser, Saddam
is able to channel the hopes
and aspirations of the multi-
millioned Arab masses, un-
leashing forces which im-
perialism 1S gravely
threatened by. And from a
Marxist point of view these
hopes and aspirations, and
this mobilisation, is infinite-
ly more progressive than the
plans of imperialism.

Now we come to the
global aspect of the- war.
The US is a declining
economic power, compared
with its main rivals Japan
and, especially Germany.
But it is still far and away

the strongest single political
power, and that power is
based above all on military
predominance.

Here the United States,

seized a golden opportunity
to assert its military and
political hegemony, to build
an international alliance led
by the US, to propel the US
once again to the kind of
global leadership which
would have enormous
economic spin-offs.

But 1t 1s an extremely
risky operation which will
probably fail in the short-
term and will certainly fail
in the long-term.

There 1s no doubt that the
cnisis of the USSR, and the
virtual collapse of the
Soviet Unton as a super-
power. has enabled the US
to wage this war. BEven five
years ago, an atiack against

mng s

East are dominated by Ger-

many? These are grave risks
to the United States.

~ The fact that the US war

_ aims involve its global

with its British satellite, has ™

struggle for hegemony

against a  German-
dominated Europe and
Japan 1s clearly shown by
the reaction to the conflict
by people like Ted Heath
and Dennis Healey. They
are among the most sophis-
ticated pro-European
politicians in Britain. They
understood from day:one

what this conflict was about.
Only if there are ex-

- plosive bostilities between

the Arab and Islamic
peoples and the countries to

‘their north will Anglo-

American militarism have a
chance of preserving its
he gemony in Europe, main-
taining NATO by swivell-
gun turreis south,

The United States, has seized 2
golden opportunity to propel itself
once again to the kKind of giokal
leadership which would have
enormous economic spin-offs.

a country like Iraq, in many
ways allied to the Soviet
Union would have been un-
thinkable, impossible.

But to a certain extent the
collapse of the Soviet Union
and eastern Europe has
made the triangular
economic competition be-
tween the US, Germany and
Japan even more risky from
a US point of view. What

happens, for example, if

Germany opts for a closer
alliance — not a formal one
of course — with the USSR?
What happens 1if the

~economic openings in the

This is the barbaric objec-
tive behind this war.

The stakes 1n this war are
enormous. Britain and the
US are fighting in the Gulf
not just to defeat a resurgent
and dangerous Ba’athism,

but to preserve a dying.

world order. This dying
world order was based on
the supremacy of the dollar,
American globalism, and
the strong linking of
Westem Europe with US in-
terests through a web of in-
stitutions like NATO. Now
the decline of US economic
power, and the rise of Ger-
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many and Japan together
with the collapse 1n the East
have put all that in the melt-
ing pot. &

- This war is one with huge
risks for American im-
pertalism. Confronting a
regional power like Iraq
would have been a
dangerous operation even
when 1t was at the height of
its post-war power. Politi-
cally the US risks detfeat.

~ It can be defeated by fail-
ing to decisively win the
military battle, with all the
consequences to US
military and political
credibility. The consequen-
ces of the huge wave of anti-
American sentiment, espe-

. cially in the Arab world, are

incalcuiable.

World order

Maost of all the US cannot
prevent this new world
arder from being born.
What socialists have ¢ un
derstand 1s that the snam of
the new world order s not
absolutely determined in
advance. Jtis also aquestion
of struggle.

In this titanic struggle
now going on, which pits
not just the Iragi military,
but the hopes, the demands,
the aspirations of the Arab
people against the US and
its Israeli satrap, there is no
equivalence, no two camps

of equal evil. Despite Sad-

dam, the values of human
sohdarity and progress will
be best served by the defeat
of the United States and 1its
allies.

This articleis a shortened
version of a speech made by
Oliver MacDonald at the 24
January joint Socialist Out-

look-Palestine Solidarity

Campaign meeting on the
Gulf.

F
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Flghtmg for
Iabour movement

actlon agamst war

The Ieadership 0f the
iabour movement has
presented a sorry spec-
tacle faced with war,
The role of Kinnock 1s too
well known to need much
comment here. With a ftew
honourable
exceptions the
untons have
followed sutt.
T h e r
January 23 & &
TUC state- o
ment on the
war, support-
ing ‘our boys’
did not even
regret Iraqi
civilian
casualties. An

tion was not
even put at the
TUC General Council.
Only MSF has clearly
backed the anti-war move-
ment, while SOGAT and the
FBU have called for a cease-
fire.
other unions
which have
pronounced
on the issue
have implicit-
ly backed the |
TUC line.
E v e n
NALGO,
with its
generally
‘progressive’
line on inter-
national
questions,
recognised Apti-war: Benn
the war as a
‘fact’ and contented 1tse1f
with condemning Saddam
and uttering platitudes aboui
the United Nations.
Cowardice at the top of
the movement by no means
predominant at the base of
the movement. 800 jour-

—

Kinnock: even ready to back
anti-war mo- ap invasion of Iraq!
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Ly T S
ERRR R
.
01::

nahsts attended a meeting (o

on 28 January. The war is
hugely unpopular among
health workers, who can see
the hypocrisy of money be-
‘coming mstantly available
o re-open
. wards for Gulf
victims; and

working with
children faced
with the trauma
of war.

The wvast
majority of
Labour’s MEPs
have come out
agamst the war,

Throughout the
country Labour

constituencies
have been sup-
porung the anti-war move-
ment. There have now been
four Labour front bench
rest gnations over the war, If
- this war is as long and ter-
rible as seems
- likely, Kinnock
will pay a huge
price for back-
ing the Tory
line.
The esponse
‘_ to the initiative
_by John Pilger
d and Paul Foot
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nalists against
the War shows
the potential for
driving this

labour move-

ment. In par-
| ticular, rarely
has there been an 1ssue on
which work-place groups
could be so easily set up.
Every trade unionist and

be raising this issue in the
coming days.
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alinism

A new pamhlet by
Socialist Qutiook

Stalinism 1s the

greatest tragedy of

socialism in the 20th
century. It consumed
the lives and energies

of countless

thousands who were

its victims or Its
champions. Its col-

lapse combines both tragedy and farce...
Available for only £1 from:

Socialist Outlook PO Box 1109, London

N4 2UU or your nearest SoaalzstOutlook

seller.

set up an anti-war campaign

among teachers

1ssue into the

i Labour Party member must .

suieH UYoP 101 OHd

suseH uyof :O10Hd




SOCIALIST
OUTLOOKES

Gorhachev S

Baltic ‘quid
pro quo’

Soviet support for the US-led attack on Iraq has

been literally paid for. The Gulfstates led by Saudi
Arabia have given the Soviet Union $4 billion
in‘loans’. It has also been paid for by the ob-
vious‘understanding’ that the West will not
protest too much against the military crackdown
in the Baltic republics which was deliberately
timed to coincide with the assault on Iraq.

Just like the 1invasions of
Hungary in 1956 and
Czechoslovakia in 1968
when Suez and Vietnam
respectively provided
the‘cover’, western aggres-
sion in the third world has
again given the Soviet
Union’s rulers a golden op-
portunity for repression in
their own sphere of in-
fluence.

The build-up towards the
use of military force against
the national-democratic
movements has been ap-
parent for months. It can
have taken nobody by
surprise. By early January it
was simply a question of
when and how, and not
whether, the troops would
go in.

For several months Gor-
bachev had been making an
increasingly desperate
defence of the unitary state
against nationalist forces
his number one priority:
and building an alliance
within the ruling circles
based on this.

The more reform-
minded elements were
pushed to the side as he
tumed decisively towards

governments of
the initial

By David

Shepherd

the military establishment,
the KGB and the Com-
munist party — the forces
within the ruling
bureaucracy committed to
defending the union at all
COSts.

The change of leadership

in the interior ministry

(with the liberal Vadim

Bakatin sacked 4% minister
and replaced with conser-
vative Boris Pugo), the
placing of the official mass
media back in conservative
hands and the enormous ex-
tension of Gorbachev’s
presidential powers com-
pleted the preparations.
While it 1s no doubt the
case that the local party
bosses, particularly in Lat-
via, bave acted somewhat
autonomously in using the
opportunity of the crack-

down to mount a bid for-

power against the elected
the
republics,
decision to use force was
made in Moscow — by the

general command and by
the president — and fol-
lowed logically from the
preparations of the preced-
ing months.

The opening of hos-
tilities against Iraq
provided a welcome oppor-

tunity: while the world’s at-

tention was diverted, the
crackdown could proceed.

Itis very unlikely that the
return to the old Stalinist
methods 1n the Baltic will
lead to a reversal of the

foreign policy orientation

developed under Gor-

bachev. There have been

some criticisms of the
Soviet Union’s stance on
the Gulf from figures
within the military estab-
lishment — but there are no

 signs of a change of line.

The appointment of
liberal career diplomat

Alexander Bessmertnykh

as foreign minister in place
of Eduard Shevardnadze
(who resigned at Christmas
in protest against‘the offen-
sive of dictatorship’) has
reassured the US about the
continuity of foreign
policy, not least in relation
to the war with Iraq.

Gorbachev 1s desperate
to demonstrate the

reliability of the USSR as
"an ally of imperialism (at

the right price, of course).
And the military estab-
lishment will be expected

‘to toe the line on foreign

policy in exchange for its

Subscribe to SOCIALIST OUTLOOK

new-found central role
domestically.

The political turn to the
right by the Soviet leader-
ship holds out no hope
either for the Arab people

or the western aml-war
movements.

The peoples of the Soviet

Union have come out onto
the streets in their hundreds
of thousands in recent days
to call a halt to Stalinist bar-
barism. Our best allies in
the struggle to stop war in
the Gulf are not the conser-
vatives in the Soviet estab-

lishment but the mass
movements for democracy,
in the oppressed republics
and inthe USSR as awhole.
Their fight deserves the
whole-hearted solidarity of
the anti-war movement 1n
the west.

he first organisation
n Britain to organise
demonstration
gainst the war threat
as Women for

ocialism.
They recognised the
portant gender division
opposition to war — all
he opinion polls have

hown a higher proportion

f women opposed to war
an men. Women against
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Gulf war

War in the Gulf came out
of the realisation of the
importance of this gender
decision over the war.

In any war it is the men
who go off to fight and
women who are left to
pick up the pieces. In war-

~ time the burdens of work-

ing class women increase
dramatically. This may be

- more true today in the US,

where millions have been

- affected by the call-up.
But still there are tens
of thousands of women
whose male relatives are
in the Gulf. WAWG is in
the process of linking up
with support groups - like

Gulf Mum’s Support

Group.

Bridges

Building bridges with

these women is absolutely

vital to broadening the
anti-war movement and
reaching into many work-
ing class communities.
This = aspect of
WAWG’s work could be-
come much more impor-
tant if the call up papers
which have been printed
are sent out. It will be
young working class men
who are the first to go.
WAWG has been ac-
tive in fighting the depor-

Published by Socialist Outlook, PO Box 1109, London N4 2UU; Printed by Eastway (TU) London E9

for
- women’s peace vigil out-

Women fight back to stop

Jations and internments of

people from the Middle
East. It has also been
mobilising support for the
Womens Peace Vigil out-
side the Foreign Office.
The permanent vigil, in-
volving some veterans of
the Greenham movement,
is an excellent focus for
organising women against
the war.

Women’s Day

WAWG is asking for
this year’s International
Womens Day (9 March)
to be made a day of "Peace
and international
sistethood’. Activities are
being planned in many
areas — contact WAWG
for details.

Daily support is needed
the permanent

side the Foreign Office.

The is an emergency
national meeting of
women opposed to the
war:' Sunday 3 February
Ilam-2pm  Wesley
House, 4 Wild Ct., Lon-
don WC2.

WAWG can be con-

tacted: clo 63 Upper Tol-

lington Park, London N4
4DD Tel: 071 272-7469.

by Sam Inman




