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To represent the diverse issues raised by the people and grassroots groups which send us 
information and news, we have changed the name of our Bulletin. 
 

 

Focus on: 
 

# Taking Action: 3rd Global Women's Strike
 

# Nuclear War on Iraq? 
 

# Henry Kissinger in Cork
 

 

 ~~~~~~~~~~
· 8th March, Let's Join the 3rd Global Women's Strike: Events in Ireland, Leaflets, Demands.  

· U.S. planning to use nuclear weapons in Iraq. Emerging Bush Doctrine              reshaping U.S. strategy. 

· Henry Kissinger in Cork: Harms and the Man; War Criminal; Letter to                         "The Irish Times"; Grotesque Epilogue: The Nobel Peace Prize for 1973. 

~~~~~~~~~~

 

Global Women's Strike Events in Galway, Ireland
 

All day Thursday, 7th March (Aras na Mac Leinn and events on Concourse), strike stall at National University of Ireland, Galway - bring your pots and pans to make some noise!; Women's Spring-cleaning: actions at venues in the University co-ordinated by Women's Action Group - bring your mops and brushes to clear away a few cobwebs and find out a few answers from those who 'represent' us!
10 am, Friday March 8th, International Women’s Day, poster strike and Global Women’s Strike stall at NUI, Galway. Coordinated by Women's Action Group and Global Women's Strike. 
11 am - 9 pm, Friday March 8th, International Women’s Day, outside St Nicholas’ churchyard (the market’s area), a 10-hour gathering. Coordinated by Women in Media and Entertainment (WIME) and Global Women's Strike. 
~~~~~~~~~~~

 

Women in Media and Entertainment, Galway, Ireland, Strike Statement.
 

 

3rd Women's Global Strike, 8th March, International Women's Day.
The theme:  "Invest in Caring, Not Killing."
Never before so much wealth, yet so many of us with so little.
 

The Vision to Strike for: -
Women's independent voice reclaiming military spending, for caring, feeding, healing, 
learning. As corporate power and its wars threaten every corner of all our lives, we must 
reclaim our land and our planet and stop the theft (via privatization) of water, seeds, and genes.
 

Now in its third year, the Strike is growing, with women committed to take part in over 70 countries, from as far afield as, e.g: -
Uganda.  The Kabong Women's Group will wear traditional dress and will carry a broom as a 
symbolic sign to sweep the world clean.
Seoul, S. Korea.  The Korean Women's Group is calling for a halt to the spread of war rhetoric 
and the threat of military action.  "Living together in harmony is imperative... with women making 
peace and women's peace-action against war."
Mexico, Colem Women's Group, and Argentina, Sindicato Amas de Casa, who will be out with 
their brooms, saucepans and frying-pans.
 

In Ireland, women all over the country are asked to mark the day of Global Strike (Friday March 
8th, International Women's Day) with some act or statement, no matter how large or small.
 

In Galway, Women in Media & Entertainment, together with Global Women's Strike (Ireland) are 
inviting women to take action by joining in a 10-hour gathering outside St Nicholas' churchyard 
(the market area) -- bring your joy, creative energy, frustration and anger! -- there will be a poster exhibition, puppets, poetry, speakouts, food, shelter if it rains (but carry an umbrella as well), and 
the great Hop, Step 'n Lep through the Town on our flying broomsticks, all to be held together by 
the RHYTHMS FROM THE HEART/H, a continuity of musical & physical improvisations instigated 
by Camilla Cancantata, one of the leading exponents of "improvisational melody & scales", drawing 
on her musical experiences of working in Guatemala and India; she has also recently returned from 
the Occupied Territories of Palestine.  Camilla will be joined by women musicians from Galway, so 
that Latin-American, Indian and Arabic styles will be fused with Irish traditional music to make a powerful cultural statement of genuine global solidarity, caring and sharing.
 

Calling all women to a gathering: Friday March 8th:  11 am -- 9 pm, 10 hour vigil at St, Nicholas' Church, Market Place, Galway, entitled 'Rhythms from the HEART/H' - musical and physical improvisations instigated by Camilla Cancantata, speakouts, poetry, food, shelter, a hop, step 'n lep through the town.
 

~~~~~~~~~~
Women's Action Group, NUI, Galway, Ireland, Strike Statement.
8th March: Join the 3rd Global Women’s Strike.
"Invest in Caring, Not Killing."

·   Strike Stall: At National University of Ireland, Galway all day 
    Thursday 7th March (Aras na Mac Leinn and events on 
    Concourse), poster strike and stall on Friday morning, organised by 
    Women’s Action Group – bring your pots and pans to make some 
    noise!
·   Women’s Spring-cleaning: Actions at venues in the university on 
    Thursday co-ordinated by Women’s Action Group – bring your 
    mops and brushes to clear away a few cobwebs and find out a few 
    answers from those who ‘represent’ us!
·   Calling all Women to a Gathering: 11am- 9pm on Friday 8th 
    March, 10 hour vigil at St Nicholas’s Church, Market Place, Galway 
    organised by Women in Media and Entertainment, entitled ‘Rhythms 
    from the HEART/H’ – musical and physical improvisations instigated 
    by Camilla Cancantata, speakouts, poetry, food, shelter, a hop, step 
    ‘n lep through the town!

Email { HYPERLINK "womensactiongroup@hotmail.com" }, for 
further info/offers of help or ring 087 7838688.  Please write and tell us what 
you are doing for the day and tell us why you endorse the strike and what your 
demands are. The strike is co-ordinated internationally by the International Wages 
for Housework Campaign in London.  For more info on the strike around the 
world see: { HYPERLINK "http://womenstrike8m.server101.com" }

Women at NUI, Galway will join their sisters downtown in Galway to strike 
for the third year running on Friday, 8th March (Int Women’s Day) and 
demand: ‘Invest in Caring Not Killing’!  A men’s support group will join 
striking women in Galway this year - working with women to make the strike 
an even bigger success than last year.

Women in over 70 countries round the world went on strike last year to 
demand an end to no pay, low pay and too much work.  As our sister in 
Peru said – a strike is for workers!  Women and girls do 2/3rds of the 
world’s work and most of it for no pay – in the home, on the land and in the 
community.  The strike has already won demands for women - in Uganda 
last year, grassroots women won some free health care services for everyone 
nationally.

We’re calling women of all ages, colours, religions, beliefs and of no religion, 
in Ireland and everywhere, to join the strike this year.  This past year has 
seen devastation and slaughter beyond belief, as the response to the attack in 
New York on September 11th was yet more slaughter of innocent women, 
children and men in the Middle East.  Bush got $40 billion plus for his new 
war – and this is on top of the $800 billion plus that is now spent on global 
military budgets.  The war in Afghanistan continues and now Bush wants to 
attack Iraq, some sources say he will use nuclear weapons.  And the 
devastation was not only caused by war – on September 11th alone, 35,000 
children died of hunger worldwide.  While $80 billion would provide the 
essentials of life for everyone, women and children in refugee camps in 
Afghanistan are eating grass to survive.  

For ourselves and for everyone, we are demanding:

·   A total change in priorities from money spent on killing to 
    investing it in caring, in all our lives and a recognition that the 
    most vital thing in the world is the production of people – work 
    which especially women, but children and men too, are doing 
    every day, everywhere in the world, for little or no recognition. 

·   An end to too much work in the university. We’re all so tired and 
    pressed we even struggle to get 8th March or St Bridget’s day as a 
    day off; those of us who are students are overstretched by the 
    pointless level of coursework now required of us – we don’t ‘learn’ 
    much that is useful at university but we are required to turn ourselves 
    into ‘educated machines’ to be sent to market; we’re also tired 
    because of the part-time jobs we hold down since the student grant 
    is not enough and because of our ‘double burden’ and ‘triple burden’ 
    when we are also mothers, when we are forced to face 
    discrimination and when we are ill as well.  Those of us who are staff 
    - whether cleaning, buildings/grounds, catering or teaching - are tired 
    when we find continual additions to our workload by cuts and 
    failures in basic university services and the drive for profit in the 
    globalised education market.  An extra burden is placed on us when 
    time spent elsewhere by members of staff and students who are 
    mothers or other carers of sick or elderly relatives is resented and 
    punished.  

·   An end to no pay and low pay and a demand for pay equity for 
    women and men.  Increase our grants/allowances/pay to allow us – 
    and those we care for - to live as human beings.  We want 
    recognition, by all departments, faculties and offices of all this work 
    that women students and staff do – in wages, paid parental leave, 
    sick leave, breastfeeding breaks, full and free crèche facilities, 
    catering facilities that cater for mothers, mother and baby rooms and 
    notices advertising that they exist, learning in all courses about 
    women’s work and lives, time off and coursework extensions 
    without hassle.  The waged work of many women in the university is 
    low paid, unvalued and invisible.  Even among those of us who are - 
    let’s acknowledge it - a lot more visible and ‘valued’ as academics 
    and professionals, ‘performance-related pay’ and ‘research 
    excellence’ mean that the work that women do more of so ‘naturally’ 
    because it is an extension of their unwaged work at home – teaching 
    and taking the time to find out how students are doing and what they 
    need - does not count.  

·   Accountability from those who claim they represent us, 
    whether they are academics, unions (including students’ 
    unions), media or administrators.  We are still waiting for a 
    dedicated space/board for women’s information in the university – 
    info women desperately need - and for notices advertising the mother 
    and baby room which we won from last year’s strike.  We are still 
    waiting for the student newspaper to publish our statements against 
    the war or anything about women taking action.  We are still waiting 
    for the Students’ Union to answer our phone calls and messages.

·   We want welfare not warfare – we support the demands of 
    women in Media and Entertainment for pensions, education and 
    training rights for all carers, for women who work in the home full-
    time and for women pensioners, medical cards, breastfeeding 
    allowance, public transport that works and increases to allowances 
    and benefits for all those who do caring work.    We were told that 
    the wealth would ‘trickle down’ to all from the Celtic Tiger economy. 
     Well, we’re still waiting.  The government float State services on the 
    stock market, the health care system – never a full public service 
    anyway - is collapsing and women end up travelling 50 miles or more 
    for breast cancer treatment every week.  

·   We demand the choice to have the children we want and the 
    choice and information to help us not to have them if we need 
    that.  Poor women cannot afford abortions in Britain but the 
    government wants to turn women who try to have abortions here into 
    criminals, to be sent to prison for 12 years.  The recent abortion 
    referendum is not a choice for women - it is an attempt to divide us.  
    Irish women – North and South - have always raised their voices 
    very powerfully in struggles for freedom and have often come 
    together to do that, whatever religion or belief they had and even 
    when they had none.  If the government is really ‘pro-life’, then why 
    are they killing us all with overwork, underpay or no pay and the 
    theft of services and benefits which keep us and our children healthy?

We are all European women though we live in the West of Ireland so we find 
ourselves in one of the poorer parts of it.  Especially if we live outside the 
city, we have seen little of the ‘Celtic Tiger’, but we already feel the effects of 
the recession that is following it.  Women everywhere have to deal with the 
same global policies of destruction while watching military budgets being 
protected and increased - what corporate power and governments call 
‘rationalisation’ and ‘public-private partnerships’ here, they call ‘structural 
adjustment’ elsewhere.  Women everywhere do the caring work we do but 
our sisters in the South carry the heaviest burden of all.  We know that when 
our sisters rise, we also rise and so we support the global demands of the 
strike:

·   Payment for all caring work – in wages, pensions, land and other 
    resources.  What is more valuable than raising children & caring for 
    others?  Invest in life and welfare, not military budgets and prisons.
·   Pay Equity for all, women and men, in the global market.
·   Paid maternity leave, breastfeeding breaks & other benefits – stop 
    penalising us for being women.
·   Abolition of ‘Third World debt’ which falls heaviest on women and 
    girls.  We are owed much more than we ‘owe’.  
·   Accessible, clean water, healthcare, housing, transport, literacy.
·   Non-polluting energy & technology which shortens the hours we 
    work.
·   Protection and asylum from all violence and persecution, including by 
    family members and people in positions of authority.
·   Freedom of movement.  Capital travels freely, why not people? 

We make the demands below in Ireland and in Europe as we strike with our 
sisters:

·   We demand an end to all wars and an end to the use of Irish 
    airports and airspace by US warplanes – why aren’t Bush, 
    Blair and Ahern indicted as war criminals?  Women and children 
    are the majority of those killed in wars and women make up 80% of 
    refugees worldwide.  As Irish women and women living in Ireland – 
    we don’t want women in the Middle East and everywhere there is 
    war in the world to think that we support the destruction and murder 
    they have to face.  

·   NUI, Galway should not recognise and support a ‘degree in 
    warfare’.  The Faculty of Arts has considered an application from 
    the Irish army for recognising an MA degree in Command and Staff, 
    to be taught at the Military Camp in the east of the country.  Most of 
    the degree seems to be about tactics of war with some 
    ‘peacekeeping’ studies thrown in.  The Irish people already voted no 
    to the Nice Treaty – we don’t want to be part of a militarised Europe 
    and we don’t want to educate our children in how to kill innocent 
    people in other parts of the world.  Striking women at NUI Galway 
    do not support the spending of money on studying and profiting from 
    war.  And there is no prestige, only shame, in doing research for the 
    production of weapons or for improvements to warfare.

·   ‘Third World debt’ must be named for what it is – fraud - and 
    the governments and banks who demand repayment, not just 
    the IMF/World Bank but their collaborators in Europe and 
    Ireland, named for what they are – thieves.  Women, children 
    and men in the global South do not ‘owe’ any money to the banks – 
    they are owed much more, not only for their own work, but for 
    centuries of slavery, exploitation and bonded labour!  And still the 
    Banks, corporations and governments are stealing their life savings, 
    their land and their very lives.  We support the demands of our 
    sisters in Argentina, outlined in their ‘Women’s Manifesto’, and we 
    join in the cacerolazos – pots and pans protests – first undertaken by 
    our sisters there and taken up around the world.

·   An end to the building of and support for large dams like the 
    Ilisu dam and a halt to the privatisation of water supplies 
    worldwide.  There are many non-polluting, non-life threatening 
    forms of technology and energy that we all need and that we 
    should have access to.  Women – and all of those we care for – 
    must be able to act on what our water needs are and to have access 
    to clean drinking water.  We’re still waiting for clean water in Galway 
    too.  Where is the information on the technology and energy sources 
    we need?  There is further shame in university research which 
    promotes genocidal destruction and deprivation – GM food and 
    seeds, dams, economics to advance ‘globalisation’, history or 
    literature which excludes and hides our work and our struggles.    

·   An end to deportations of asylum seekers, to dispersal and 
    direct provision: no to Fortress Europe and Fortress Ireland.  
    We say everyone is welcome here and has the same rights as the rest 
    of us but more military spending is used in Europe and Ireland to 
    ‘protect’ borders and imprison those who are fleeing.  Mothers, in 
    particular, should not have to show that they are ‘willing’ to do 
    waged work here in order to stay – they already do valuable work 
    and their mothers, grandmothers and ancestors have done enough 
    other work under slavery and colonialism!  Those of us who are Irish 
    women recall our own history under colonisation and the struggle 
    against it - histories of our grandmothers and great grandmothers: 
    their fight against eviction, displacement, starvation, malnutrition, 
    rape, murder, against going into the workhouse, ‘economic 
    migrancy’, emigration in ‘coffin ships’, racist denial and distortion of 
    their history and vicious stamping out of the language they spoke to 
    their children.  What more do we need to go through - why isn’t 
    there freedom of movement for all today?   Why doesn’t the Minister 
    for ‘Justice’ grant asylum to women who need protection from 
    physical and sexual violence and persecution – including State 
    violence?
 
~~~~~~~~~~

Men in Support of the 3rd Global Women’s Strike, Galway, Ireland.
 

MEN JOIN WOMEN TO DEMAND "INVEST IN CARING, NOT KILLING" FOR THE 3RD GLOBAL WOMEN’S STRIKE ON 8 MARCH 2002
$ 800 + billion a year is spent on global military budgets
$ 40 + billion more for "America's new war"
$ 80 billion would provide the essentials of life: water, sanitation basic health, nutrition, literacy and a minimum income for all
CALLING ALL MEN!!! --
A growing number of men have supported the Global Women’s Strike in the past and will support it again this year. Increasingly, men are acknowledging how women’s demands strengthen their own demands.
Men in support of the Global Women’s Strike in Galway will help with transport, provision of shelter, childcare, food preparation, etc. 
We call on all men to support the central demand of this year’s strike, "Invest in caring, not killing," and join us to mark the day with some act or statement of support, large or small.
"When women rise, men do not go down." Zapatist Women, Chiapas, Mexico.
~~~~~~~~~~
Emerging Bush Doctrine Reshaping U.S. Strategy.

                    Source: THE GLOBAL INTELLIGENCE COMPANY

http://www.stratfor.com
___________________________________________________________________

                               25 February 2002
___________________________________________________________________

Summary

Although the Bush administration has seemed to be without a clear
strategy for fighting groups like al Qaeda, a doctrine is slowly
emerging that will reshape the global U.S. strategy. The defense
of the United States is Washington's top priority, with all other
foreign policy interests taking a back seat. Any nation that does
not act against terror groups within its borders will be in a
virtual state of war with Washington.
 
Analysis
 
Since the fall of the Taliban last year, the United States
appears to have become rudderless in its war against terrorism.
Washington's strategy has consisted of chasing down rumors about
the location of al Qaeda and making vague threats about Iraq and
insinuations about Iran and North Korea. It looks like the United
States doesn't really know what to do next. But looks can be
deceiving. If you examine carefully, you can see both a doctrine
and a strategy emerging.
This is all framed by the Bush administration's view of the
situation. From where it sits, there is every reason to believe
that the United States will be attacked by al Qaeda again. Even
more important, the possibility that al Qaeda or some other anti-
U.S. organization has obtained weapons of mass destruction cannot
be excluded. If that turns out to be true, then millions of
Americans may possibly be killed in the coming months or years.
The most important goal for Washington must be to make absolutely
certain that no further attacks, especially nuclear, chemical or
biological, can be launched on the United States. There is no
other comparable interest. The Bush Doctrine is based on the
notion that the defense of the homeland from attacks represents
an interest so fundamental that all other foreign policy
interests must be completely subordinated.
We might summarize the Bush Doctrine this way: The United States
faces an extraordinary danger. Washington is therefore prepared
to take any action anywhere in the world to defend itself from
this threat.
The defense of the homeland cannot be reduced to only defeating
al Qaeda. The Bush administration has studied the lessons of the
Israeli wars on Black September and other Palestinian groups and
has drawn this conclusion: the defeat of any single group can
disrupt and delay future attacks, but it cannot by itself
eliminate them. Even if the United States were to utterly destroy
al Qaeda, a new group would likely emerge. Therefore, the United
States has three strategic goals:
1. Disrupt and defeat al Qaeda in order to buy time for a more
thorough solution.
2. Prevent the emergence of follow-on groups by denying them
sanctuaries in states where they can organize, train and plan.
3. Limit the threat posed by al Qaeda and follow-on groups by
systematically eliminating weapons of mass destruction being held
or developed by regimes that are favorably inclined toward them
or in states where there is substantial sympathy for them.
Beginning with the last goal, there are a finite number of
nations that have intensive programs underway to develop weapons
of mass destruction and delivery systems and that also might be
prepared to aid al Qaeda. Three were named by U.S. President
George W. Bush during the State of the Union: Iraq, Iran and
North Korea. Another unnamed nation is Pakistan.
It must be assumed by the United States that the first three of
these countries are developing WMD and/or delivery systems. It
cannot be ruled out that either their governments or powerful
factions within their borders might be inclined to provide al
Qaeda or other groups with these weapons for use against the
United States.
Washington requires that these and other nations that are
identified demonstrably and verifiably abandon all attempts to
build weapons of mass destruction and delivery systems. They
should also convince the United States that they will under no
circumstances transfer any technology to al Qaeda or any other
group that intends covert action against the United States.
In the case of Iraq, for example, no assurances that might be
made by Baghdad could possibly carry any weight. It would
therefore follow that it is the intention of the United States to
identify and directly attack any Iraqi facilities that might be
developing WMD. The recent announcement that the United States
reserves the right to use nuclear weapons if needed fits clearly
into this strategy. If it is determined that there are facilities
that cannot be destroyed by conventional means, Washington is
prepared to use nuclear weapons on them.
Intelligence is always imperfect. It is possible that sites will
be hit that do not produce WMD. This is something the United
States is prepared to accept. More serious is the possibility
that all WMD sites are not identified. So in order to minimize
the risk the United States intends to destroy the Iraqi regime by
overthrowing its leadership through a variety of military means,
obviously including air strikes and special operations.
If Iraqi President Saddam Hussein is in a hardened facility, even
the use of nuclear weapons is not out of the question. A
secondary and highly desirable outcome will be replacing the
Hussein regime with one that is prepared to both abandon the
development of WMD and deny sanctuary to groups planning to
attack the United States. All other considerations, both
humanitarian and geopolitical, are completely secondary to the
primary goal.
Iran, North Korea and Pakistan are all in a different class from
Iraq, but still represent fundamental threats to the United
States either because their governments' actions are
unpredictable or because the governments' control over WMD
facilities are uncertain. Assurances from these various regimes
cannot be taken at face value.
Therefore Iran and North Korea have been publicly warned, and we
assume that Pakistan has been privately warned, that the threat
presented to the United States by the diffusion of weapons of
mass destruction, delivery systems or partial technologies is
intolerable. Each country is being given opportunities to
convince Washington that it is either not developing such weapons
or that it is prepared to put into place inspection protocols
that will guarantee non-diffusion. Barring a satisfactory
solution, the United States is prepared to take extreme military
measures in each of these countries to guarantee the elimination
of threats.
Simultaneously, the United States is putting forces into place
for a direct, global attack on al Qaeda. U.S. intelligence is in
the process of identifying locales in which al Qaeda is
operating, and to the extent possible identifying precise
facilities and individuals. Under the Bush Doctrine and according
to clear statements by the administration, the United States will
at a suitable time attack each of these facilities regardless of
where they are located.
If they have the support of the host government, that will be
welcomed. If the host government cannot provide support but does
not hinder operations, the United States will enter that country
unilaterally. If the host country is actively hostile to the
entry of the United States, that country will be regarded as an

enemy aiding al Qaeda and its military forces will also be

subject to attack.

Washington has been allied with many countries since World War

II. Historical relationships are of significance only to the

extent that the ally is prepared to materially aid the United

States in defending its physical security. If, for example,

European allies cannot countenance an attack on an Iraq, then

what will they support?

If even the destruction of Hussein and his weapons of mass

destruction appear to be too extreme a measure, then clearly the

Europeans don't understand or are indifferent to the threat to

the United States. The Bush administration will question the use

of an ally who opposes steps essential to the physical safety of

the United States.

Thus, embedded in the emerging Bush Doctrine is a fundamental

redefinition of the U.S. alliance. During the Cold War, U.S.

allies were judged on their willingness to stand with the United

States against the Soviets. Now they are judged by their

willingness stand with Washington not only against al Qaeda, but

the range of threats that now physically threaten the United

States.

The strategy that results from this appears to be a massive

onslaught on multiple levels against al Qaeda, against countries

that are intentionally or unintentionally enablers of al Qaeda

and, above all, against countries that might be in the process of

giving al Qaeda access to weapons of mass destruction. The key to

understanding this U.S. strategy is its limitlessness. Embedded

in the Bush Doctrine is the operational principle that there is

no measure too extreme given the threat that exists to the United

States.

The Bush administration thinks that extreme and limitless

responses are what is needed to prevent the emergence of follow-

on organizations. Building an organization like al Qaeda has

taken years, a great deal of resources and above all physical

sanctuary. For al Qaeda, there were several bases of operation,

but Afghanistan was the most recent and best known.

A certain weakness has been identified in Washington's stance on

previous anti-U.S. groups. In the past, the United States and

others treated support for and hosting of such groups as one

strand in a bilateral relationship. It was certainly a black

mark, but it was also not a reason for decisive action.

So in spite of the fact that the Syrians supported and hosted

extremists groups, the United States did not regard this by

itself as a reason to launch military action. Quite the contrary,

Washington maintained a complex and varied relationship with

Syria in which it would fight to undermine these groups while

simultaneously working with the government on other matters. In

short, support for militant groups was not a threshold, but

simply another strand in the relationship.

Clearly, Bush intends to change that. Under the emerging Bush

Doctrine, if a nation supports or hosts a group that intends to

attack the United States, or if it deliberately fails to act

against such a group, then that nation is in a de facto state of

war with the United States. The act of supporting or hosting such

groups is a threshold that renders all other aspects of a

bilateral relationship of no consequence. At a time and place of

its choosing, the United States will act against both the group

and the state.

In order to prevent the emergence of follow-on al Qaedas, the

central feature must be to deny them sanctuary. Ideally, as some

have suggested, the United States could work to abolish the

poverty and misunderstanding that have given rise to al Qaeda.

Unfortunately, even if this were possible, there is no time.

The threat, in the eyes of the Bush administration, is a matter

of months and the abolition of poverty is a matter of

generations. Therefore, if the carrot is impossible, then the

stick will be used.

It is not clear that the Bush Doctrine will ever be formalized.

But it is increasingly apparent that the United States is moving

to adopt this strategy. It is a complete reshaping of U.S. global

strategy based on the assumption that the interests of the United

States have been fundamentally redefined by al Qaeda. An

extraordinary threat has been posed. An extraordinary solution

will be implemented.

In one sense, this seems to play into al Qaeda's hands. The

group's strategy was to force the United States into a war with

the Islamic world, so that its vision of Washington as the

"crusader" enemy of Islam would be validated.

The Bush strategy accepts such a risk for two reasons. First,

there is no choice. If the United States refuses to attack al

Qaeda everywhere out of fear of perceptions, then al Qaeda will

be a perpetual menace. Second, al Qaeda envisioned a series of

broad attacks that were neither devastating nor decisive. The

United States is indeed launching a broad attack, but intends to

make it so stunningly decisive that it will impose a reality that

will render perception immaterial.

The Bush strategy also plays to the core strengths of the United

States. The United States is a global power and this is a global

strategy. It is heavily dependent on military power and not

particularly dependent on complex diplomatic solutions.

The last aspect is critical because, in this mode of thinking,

time is of the essence. Al Qaeda is already deployed and other

attacks will happen. If it does not yet have WMD, it is certainly

trying to get them. Therefore, every day's delay increases the

possibility of catastrophe. It follows then, that there is not an

infinite amount of time available for action.
 

~~~~~~~~~~
 

Henry Kissinger in Cork
 

During his recent visit to Cork, where he was invited with great fanfare by local businesses 
and authorities, Henry Kissinger was appropriately welcomed by a lively protest staged 
by Cork University students, members of the Kurdish community, and grassroots activists. 
They reminded him and his hosts that, if there was any justice in the new world order, he should 
be at the Hague Tribunal, sitting alongside Slobodan Milosevic, to account for the atrocities 
he has committed in his long, blood-stained career. Mr Kissinger declared to the national press 
that the protestors were ill- or mis-informed about him. 
If we may comment on the whole issue, in fact the atrocities committed by Mr. Kissinger, both 
in terms of scale and sheer brutality, easily dwarf whatever Mr. Milosevic might have managed 
to inflict on any ethnic group in the Balkans.
 

The facts are well-known, however it is not so that we know, but so that we don't forget that we 
summarise below some of the crucial episodes in Mr. Kissinger's criminal and genocidal career. 
 

Harms and the Man 
(excerpt from an article titled "The Manhattan Milosevic" recently published in the New York magazine "The Village Voice"). 

An indictment of Henry Kissinger for genocide, crimes against humanity, and war crimes would include (but not be confined to) the following. 

VIETNAM: Kissinger scuttled peace talks in 1968, paving the way for Richard Nixon's victory in the presidential race. Half the battle deaths in Vietnam took place between 1968 and 1972, not to mention the millions of civilians throughout Indochina who were killed. 

CAMBODIA: Kissinger persuaded Nixon to widen the war with massive bombing of Cambodia and Laos. No one had suggested [that the US] go to war with either of these countries. By conservative estimates, the U.S. killed 600,000 civilians in Cambodia and another 350,000 in Laos. 

BANGLADESH: Using weapons supplied by the U.S., General Yahya Khan overthrew the democratically elected government and murdered at least half a million civilians in 1971. In the White House, the National Security Council wanted to condemn these actions. Kissinger refused. Amid the killing, Kissinger thanked Khan for his "delicacy and tact." 

CHILE: Kissinger helped to plan the 1973 U.S.-backed overthrow of the democratically elected Salvador Allende and the assassination of General René Schneider. Right-wing general Augusto Pinochet then took over. Moderates fled for their lives. Hit men, financed by the CIA, tracked down Allende supporters and killed them. These attacks included the car bombing of Allende's foreign minister, Orlando Letelier, and an aide, Ronni Moffitt, at Sheridan Circle in downtown Washington. 

EAST TIMOR: In 1975 President Ford and Secretary of State Kissinger met with Indonesia's corrupt strongman Suharto. Kissinger told reporters the U.S. wouldn't recognize the tiny country of East Timor, which had recently won independence from the Portuguese. Within hours Suharto launched an invasion, killing, by some estimates, 200,000 civilians. 

War Criminal
(excerpts from John Pilger, _Distant Voices_)
 

Kissinger unleashed the equivalent of five Hiroshimas on Cambodia (193).
 
"Moral purpose has motivated every American war in this century." The author of this tripe 
was responsible for the "secret bombing" of Cambodia during which American pilots falsified 
their logs in order to fly B52 bombers, in defiance of Congress, over a small peasant country 
and drop the greatest tonnage of bombs in the history of modern bombardment. Between 
1969 and 1975, three-quarters of a million people were killed. Kissinger was also involved 
in the overthrow of the democratically elected Allende government in Chile (228).
 

The US Secretary of State, Henry Kissinger, having recently watched American power and his
own ambitions humiliated in the "fall" of Saigon, signalled to Jakarta that United States would
not object if Indonesia invaded East Timor. Within weeks a clandestine invasion began (250-151).
Returning to Washington, Kissinger summoned his senior staff to an emergency meeting at the
State Department. According to the minutes (marked "Secret/Sensitive"), Kissinger was furious
that he had been sent two cables reminding him that the Indonesians were breaking American
law by using American weapons in the invasion (250-251). Although clearly aware that the 
use of American arms was illegal, Kissinger sought to justify continuing to supply them by 
making the victim the aggressor. "Can't we construe a Communist government in the 
middle of Indonesia as self-defence?" he asked. Told that this would not work, Kissinger 
gave orders that he wanted arms shipments "stopped quietly", but secretly "started again 
in January". In fact, as the killings increased, American arms shipments doubled (254-255). 
 

I happened to be interviewing a former US government official, who served in South East Asia.
...A troubled man, he spoke about the killing of a third of the population of east Timor by the
Indonesian dictatorship, which was armed and encouraged by the same Washington group
responsible for the devastation of Vietnam; he mentioned Henry Kissinger's name a great deal.
Looking out at the falling leaves in Connecticut Avenue, he said, "You know, I walk past these
memorials and I think it's a real shame people are not aware that our dead are a fraction of
those we killed or whose death we oversaw. This distance between myth, the big lie, and the
truth, is amazing to me, even after all these years (391).
 

Letter to The Irish Times, "Bush in Cork", March 2, 2002
 

Sir, - Please allow me to summarise future European foreign policy, as advocated by Dr.
Henry Kissinger, speaking in University College Cork:
1. Russia is a threat (or will be, once again, in a few years time).
2. Japan is a threat.
3. China is a threat.
4. The United States is not a threat to anyone.
5. Europe should ally itself with the United States in opposing the threat of 1 to 3 above (and all
others).
Our future is secure. - Yours, etc.
 

Catherine Forde,
MacCurtains Villas,
College Road, Cork
 

 

Grotesque Epilogue
 

The Nobel Peace Prize for 1973
(excerpt from Nobel Lectures, Peace 1971-1980)
In his letter of November 2 to the Nobel Committee Henry Kissinger expresses his deep sense of this obligation. In the letter he writes among other things: 
"I am deeply moved by the award of the Nobel Peace Prize, which I regard as the highest honor one could hope to achieve in the pursuit of peace on this earth. When I consider the list of those who have been so honored before me, I can only accept this award with humility.

The people of the United States, and indeed of the whole world, share the hope expressed by the Nobel Peace Prize Committee that all parties to this conflict will feel morally responsible for turning the ceasefire in Vietnam into a lasting peace for the suffering peoples of Indochina. Certainly my Government, for its part, intends to continue to conduct its policies in such a way as to turn this hope into reality." 
I feel convinced that all right-minded people will share the Nobel Committee's pleasure at this statement of Dr. Kissinger. 
