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Editorial

The Venezuelan People Deal Another Blow
to U.S. Imperialism

It wasreported thismorning that theVenezudandec-
tion commission hasdeclared President Hugo Chavez
thewinner of yesterday’srecall referendum. Prelimi-
nary reportsindicate that Chavez received almost 60
percent of thevotescast. Chavez addressed thenation
intheearly hoursof themorning, caling oneveryoneto
respect theresultsand to work together to bring stabil-
ity tothecountry.

Sincethelanddlideeection of Chavez asVenezue-
laspresident in 1999, theU.S. hasbeentrying toengi-
neer aregime changeinthat country. It has organized
and financed at | east two unsuccessful coup attempts,
aswell asageneral strike by pro-U.S. businessand
labour groupswhich fizzled after afew weeks. It has
alsotriedto organizeaninvasion by Colombian para-
military groupswhichit finances. Thelatest attempt by
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U.S. imperiadismanditsVenezuelan aliesto over-
throw President Chavez wastherecall referendum
held onAugust 15.

Venezudan electord law required that the petition
to recall the president be signed by more than two
million e ectors. Therewasevidencethat the oppos-
tion forcesfell far short of thisnumber and had to
resort to fraud to obtain the required number of sig-
natures. Hundreds of thousands of signaturesturned
out to beforged, with the signatories swearing that
they had never signed. Hundreds of thousands more
names were discovered to be those of peoplelong
since dead. Despitethisevidence of massivefraud,
the Venezuel an el ectoral commission cameunder in-
tense pressurefromthe U.S. and the Organi zation of

See page 2: Venezuela

U.S. Gambles and Loses in Najaf

Last week, theU.S. occupationforcein Iraq broke
itscease-firewiththe Mahdi Army of Muqgtadaal -Sadr
and launched massive assaultson thelragi resistance
fightersinthecity of Najaf. It appearsthat the U.S.
initiated the new offensive asan act of political des-
peration. The Bush administrationisfacing thestrong
possibility of defeat inthe November U.S. presidentia
electionsand needs some sort of victory inlragtore-
verseitsfortunes. In particular, it needsto be ableto
clamthat the occupationisending and thenew interim
government of Iraqisin charge of the country. How-
ever, thelragi Interim Government, hand-picked by
the Bush adminigtration, hasno credibility amongst the
population and noreal power. TheMahdi Army isthe
de facto state power in Ngjaf, Fallujah and severd
other cities, including large sectionsof Baghdad sothe

U.S. isattempting to destroy it.

After aweek of massvebombardment by theU.S.
forces, d-Sadr and about 1,000 fightersareholed up
in amosque in the centre of Najaf, surrounded by
severa timesthat number of U.S. and Iraqgi troops. If
the U.S. damagesthemosgue, it risksan uprising of
the Iragi people, so astalemate has ensued. At the
same time, the longer the Mahdi Army holds out
againgt theAmericans, themorepolitical supportitis
gaining throughout the country. Massive protest dem-
ongirationshavebeen organized fromoneend of Irag
tothe other demanding that theU.S. end itsoffensive
inNgaf. If theoffensve continues, thereisagrowing
possibility that thisbroad opposition movement could
betransformed into anationa uprising.

See page 4: U.S. Gamble
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Public-Private Partnerships - the New Face
of Neo-liberalism

While the federal Liberal governments of Jean
Chretien and Paul Martin claim to opposethe privati-
zation of the Canadian heath caresystem, in actud fact
theprivatization of hedlth care hasbeen escaating un-
der the banner of Public-Private Partnerships (P3s).
P3sare presented asjoint ventures between the gov-
ernment and the private sector. However, inredity most
caseshaveinvolved thetransfer of publicly-ownedfa
cilitiesto private ownership, dongwith thetransfer of
massive amountsof public fundsto the private sector.

For example, thereisan increasing tendency inthe
hedlth care sector for al support work to beprivatized,
including janitorial, laundry and food services. Once
privatized, theworkersin those sectorshavefaced in-
tense pressureson their wages and working conditions
inorder to guaranteethe private capitalists maximum
profits. Similar trends have occurred inthe education
sector and postal services.

What isparticularly darming about thisnew form of
neo-liberaismisthat isbeing openly embraced by many
of the sametrade union leaderswho haveverbally op-
posed neo-liberalism in the past. Canadian Labour
Congress (CLC) president Ken Georgetti is openly
touting P3sastheway to guaranteeforeign investment

and keep jobsin Canada.. To date, two major pub-
lic sector trade unions- the Canadian Union of Postal
Workers (CUPW) and the Canadian Union of Pub-
lic Employees (CUPE) —have come out in opposi-
tion to P3swhilemost of the private sector unions,
especially thosebasedinthe U.S., areopenly sup-
porting P3s

Postal workershavefaced thesekindsof attacks
for many years, first with the opening of postal sub-
stationsin pharmacies and supermarkets, and then
withthe privatization of mail transport servicesand
janitorid services. Theresponse of CUPW hasbeen
to unionizetheworkersinvolvedintheseprivatized
ventures. Inthecaseof themail driversandjanitors,
the union succeeded in keeping theworkersunion-
ized under successor laws. Theprivatemalil outlets
havebeen moredifficult, asprovincid labour boards
haveruled that all the store employeesand not just
the postal employeesmust be organized.

Theexperience of Canadian workersshowsthat
itisvery difficult to combat these new formsof neo-
liberd privatization evenwhentheir unionorganizes
them to fight back. The endorsement of P3sby the
CLC and various mgjor private sector unionswill
makethe struggle againgt them that much moredif-
ficult.

Venezuela...from page 1
American States(OAS) todlow thereferendumto pro-
ceed.

Although both sidesinitially agreed to abide by the
resultsof thereferendum, inthedays preceding thevote
theanti-Chavez forcesbacked away from their pledge,
stating that they would only recognizetheresultsif the
OAS, the Carter Center and the UN certify thevoteas
fair. Sincethe OAShasalloweditself tobeused asan
agency of U.S. imperialismontheissueof Venezuela
and the Carter Center isitself anagency of U.S. impe-
rialism, the opposition forcesare counting on at | east
oneof themto claim electoral fraud. Whiletheinitia
response of the White Houseto the Chavez victory has
been muted, the oppositionforceswithin Venezuelaare
claimingthat Chavez actudly lost thereferendumby a
landdideand that the struggleto oust himwill continue.
Regardlessof whether theBushadminigration officidly
acceptstheresultsor not, it isclear that it will continue
itseffortsto underminethedemocratic will of theVen-

ezuelan people.

However, thiswasto be expected; U.S. imperi-
alismhasnever recognized thelegitimacy of demo-
cratic e ectionswhenthewinnershave been opposed
to U.S. imperialist domination. Sincethe Second
World War, the U.S. has overthrown more demo-
cratically-e ected governmentsinLatinAmerica, the
Middle East and Asiathan any other power in his-
tory. At the sametime, it hasrecogni zed dozens of
military dictatorshi psand governmentswhich came
to power onthebasisof blatant € ectora fraud when
thoseregimesserved U.S. interests.

Thestruggle of the people of Venezuelafor na-
tional sovereignty and socia progressisbound to
bealong and complicated strugglebecauseitisfac-
ing the most powerful enemy theworld has ever
seen. However, the ability of the Venezuelanstore-
peatedly thwart the plansof theU.S. imperiaiststo
turn their country back into an appendage of the
U.S. showsthat victory iswithintheir grasp.
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U.S. Tries to Push FTAA in Through the Backdoor

InMay, the U.S. and thefive countries of Central
America—Nicaragua, Guatemala, El Salvador, Costa
Ricaand Honduras—signed the Centrd American Free
TradeAgreement (CAFTA). The Dominican Repub-
licannouncedin Marchthat it would a so bejoining
CAFTA. Theded still needsto beratified by theU.S.
Congress, which many expect will not be done until
after the November 2004 presidential €l ections, but
thesigning of theded issignificantinand of itself.

Thisisthesecond bilatera tradeagreement theU.S.
hassignedinasmany yearswith countriesinvolvedin
the Free Trade Areaof theAmericas (FTAA) nego-
tiations; an agreement with Chilewassigned two years
ago.

Giventhat theU.S. hasfaced tremendousdifficulty
inimposingitsagendaonthe FTAA negotiations, es-
pecially ascountrieslike Brazil and Venezuelahave
opposed every magjor concession theAmericanshave
beenlooking for, many commentatorsassumetheU.S.
istrying to get an agreement through the back door.
They arguethat if the U.S. can sign enough bilateral
trade agreementswithin the hemisphere(NAFTA and
CAFTA takecareof Northand Centrd America, while
theagreement with Chilefirmly establishesthemin South
America), they will be ableto force concessions by
presenting countrieslike Brazil and Venezuelawitha
fait accompli — either sign on under U.S. terms or
forget thewholenegotiations.

Certainly thisistheAmericanintent; theU.S. Trade
Representative, Robert Zodllick, hasbasicaly stated
asmuch. However, CAFTA bearscloser examina-
tioninand of itself becauseit providesaclear blue-
print of what theAmerican agendafor theAmericasis.

Therewasatimewhen theU.S. had no need for
long, drawn-out negotiations with countriesin the
Americastoachieveitseconomicams. Up until about
20 yearsago, they armed and maintained most of the
military dictatorshipsintheregionand smply extracted
whatever they wanted in terms of market access or
accesstoraw materialsasakind of tribute.

However, thiswasnever sustainableand whenever
the Americans could support the moveto so-called
democraticrule, aslong astheir economic interests
were protected, they did. The collapse of theformer
Soviet Union also changed theway the U.S. could act
intheAmericas, astheir support for brutal dictator-
shipshad before been justified under thelogic of the
Cold War.

TheAmericansfound themsel vesfacing new com-
plexitiesintheregion, complexitiesthat have multi-
pliedwiththeir failureto destroy Cubaand the el ec-
tion of popular governmentsthat havetaken an anti-
imperiaist standin several countries. Theeconomic
crissinArgentina, acountry that had accepted every
economic dictate of the U.S., added to their prob-
lems. TheAmericanshad long touted Argentinaas
the economic miracle of theregion, aclamthat has
been difficult to makeover thelast four years.

The FTAA provided theAmericanswith another
banner towaveintheir attempt to dominatethe Ameri-
cas—tradeliberdization. CAFTA, whichwassigned
despite strong opposition in the Central American
countries, hasbeensimilarly justified. Leadersof the
five nations have argued that increased access to
American marketswill guarantee thefuture prosper-
ity of theregion, whichisone of the poorest inthe
world. Threeout of five Central Americanslivein
poverty, whiletwoinfivelivein what the United Na-
tionsdefinesasextreme poverty.

Morethan half of the people of Central America
adsoliveinrura communitiesand maketheir livingin
someway from agriculture. CAFTA, whenimple-
mented, isexpected to decimatethisagricultura base.
Certainly that has been the experience of Mexican
peasants under NAFTA; in arecent study, Oxfam
found that the price of cornin Mexico had dropped
by 70 percent since NAFTA was signed. The study
attributed thislargely to the* dumping of subsidized
corn on the Mexican market by large U.S.
agribusnesses”

Whilethetext of CAFTA hasnot yet been made
public, itisasoreported to contain very srongwording
onthequestion of protecting thedrug patent rights of
the pharmaceutica industry. Thishasbeen oneof the
many stumbling blocksinthe FTAA negotiations, pri-
marily because Brazil has acted to make cheap, ge-
neric drugsavailabletoits population for thetreat-
ment of life-threatening illnessessuch asAIDSand
has, repeatedly, refused to back away from that
policy.

According to mediareports, CAFTA aso opens
uptheregion’spublic sector to privateinvestment from
theU.S. Thiscould result inwater, telephone sys-
tems, garbagecollection, sawagetreatment, hedlth care
and education all being opened up for privatization
andforeign ownership.
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Do the Imperialists Care About
the Plight of Sudan?

In the past several weeks, media reports of the
atrocitiesbeing perpetrated againgt civiliansin Sudan
have been appearing regularly. Ingenera, thesere-
portsciteArab militia, funded by thegovernment, car-
ryingout brutal attacksagainst Christian civilians, and
end by quoting activistscalling for immediateinter-
ventionto resolvethedgtuation. Many haveevencdled
onthe U.S. to intervene based on the fact that they
invaded and are occupying Irag on the pretext (or
actually the post-text, sinceit was after thefact), of
putting an end to abrutal dictatorship.

Theproblemwiththesecdlsfor interventionisthat
they ignorethelessonsof even recent history, assum-
ing that somehow theimperiadist powersareinterested
in preventing genocide, dictatorship, rape, tortureand
oppressioninAfrica, or for that matter, intheworld.

Before theAfrican peoplewon freedom from co-
lonid endavement, it wasthemajor imperialist pow-
ersof theday, including Germany, Britain, France,
Portugdl, Italy and Belgium, that organized genocide
and massacresintheregionasthey ruthlesdy endaved
the population and robbed the continent of itsbounti-
ful natural resources. Towardsthe beginning of the
20" century, the U.S. also begantointervenein Af-
rica, and stepped up itsinvolvement after the Second
World War, propping up anumber of murderousre-
gimesintheregion.

Most recently, thefactionsat war in Sudan have

U.S. Gamble...from page 1

The problem that theAmericansnow faceisthat a
renewed ceasefire would be viewed by Iragisasa
victory for the Mahdi Army against afar more pow-
erful force. It would demonstratethat theU.S. isin-
capableof consolidatingitshold over Iragintheface
of determined res tanceand would inspireeven more
fighterstojointheresstance.

TheU.S. gambled onaquick and decisivevictory
over theMahdi Army inNgaf inorder to deal adegth
blow to the Iragi resistance movement. It failed to
achieve such avictory and will now reap the conse-
quences. At thispoint, no matter how thesituationin
Nagjaf isresolved, theresistanceto the U.S. occupa-
tionwill inevitably expand.

received armsand financial backing from different
imperiaist powers, with theU.S. providing weapons
to forces opposed to the central government. A few
yearsago, under the Clinton administration, theU.S.
bombed apharmaceutical complex in Sudan, killing
civiliansand destroying critical infrastructure. Atthe
time, it claimed the attack was supposed to be against
an d-Quaedatraining camp but it had recelved faulty
intelligenceabout itslocation.

Giventhishigtory, cdlsfor theimperidiststointer-
veneand “solve” theproblemin Sudan arereminis-
cent of thetheory of the“whiteman’sburden” used
by Britishimperidistsinthe 19" and 20" centuriesto
justify their crimesaround theworld.

The only people who can find a solution to the
problemsin Sudan aretheAfrican peoplethemsalves.
Todate, theAfrican Union (AU) hassentasmadl force
into Darfur to monitor and report on the Situation tak-
ing placethere. Theinternational community should
support these efforts and assist the AU to co-ordi-
nate alarger, pan-African forceto keep the peacein
the Sudan and then establish talksto bringanend to
the Sudanese civil war. Any interventions by the
Americansor other western powerswill only resultin
thefurther brutalization of the people of Sudan.
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