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Editorial
The Double Standard

On February 10, the Foreign Ministry of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (North
Korea) announced that it was withdrawing
indefinitely from the six-party talks on the North
Korean nuclear weapons program. It also
announced that North K orea has now manufactured
nuclear weapons and will be building morein the
future. The Foreign Ministry statement pointed out
that North Koreawasforced into this position by the
intransigence of the American Bush administration
which hasrepeatedly called for “regime change” in
North Koreaand has threatened the country with a
pre-emptive nuclear strike.

The North Korean announcement was greeted
with skepticism by the Bush administration, which,
after four yearsof claming that North Koreadready

on Nuclear Weapons

possessed nuclear weapons, now claims that the
announcement is a negotiating ploy. However,
whether or not North Korea possesses nuclear
weaponsisasecondary issue. Themain issueisthat
the aggressveimperidigtic foreign policy of the Bush
regime has succeeded in convincing a number of
countries, including North Koreaand Iran, that they
will soon suffer the samefate aslraqif they do not
acquire weapons of mass destruction to defend
themsdlves. Despitetheclamsof “bad intdligence’, it
iswidely believed that the U.S. would not have dared
to invade Irag except for thefact that it knew full well
that Iraq did not have any weapons of mass
destruction. Inother words, if the North Koreansdo

See page 2: Double Standard

Will the Ceasefire in the Middle East Last?

The February 8 summit between Isragli Prime
Minister Ariel Sharon and Palestinian Authority
president Mahmoud Abbas was a success before it
even began, according to most I sragli mediareports.
As predicted, the two leaders announced an
immediate ceasefire and pledged to restart the peace
talks.

Sharon declared that he and Abbas had * agreed
that all Palestinians will stop all acts of violence
agang dl Isradliseverywhere and, at the sametime,
Israel will ceaseall itsmilitary activity against all
Palestinians anywhere.” Israel, he told the
Palestinian people, has “a genuine intention to
respect [Palestinians’] right to liveindependently and
indignity. | haveadready said that Israel hasno desire
to continue to govern over you and control your
fate.” Sharon concluded hisremarksby stating: “You

too must prove that you have the strength and the
courage to compromise, abandon unredistic dreams,
subdue the forces which oppose peace and livein
peace and mutual respect sSide-by-sdewith us.”
Abbas, already heralded by both Sharon and the
Bush administration asatrue partner for peace, told
the summit: “| stress our eagerness to honour and
implement al our obligations. Wewill not spare any
possible effort to protect this new chance for peace,
which has been made possible by what we
announced heretoday.” “Itistimefor the Paestinian
peopleto regain their freedom and independence,”
Abbas concluded. “It is time for an end to long
decades of suffering and hardship. Itistimefor our
peopleto enjoy peace and theright to lead anormal
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not already possess nuclear weapons, they have been
put in the position of having to acquire them soon.

The issue of nuclear weapons is complicated.
Thelr destructive capacity isso hugethat dl countries
should be banned from constructing or possessing
them. However, adouble standard is being used to
decide who can possess such weapons and who
cannot. On the one hand there are the big powers—
the U.S., Britain, France, Russiaand China—who
have had nuclear weaponsfor decades and clearly
have no intention of destroying them, regardless of
thetreatiesthey have signed requiring them to do so.
Then thereare various countriesclosdly dliedto one
or another of thesebig powers, including Isradl, India
and Pakistan, which were assisted by the U.S. or
others to acquire nuclear weapons. The apartheid
regimein South Africaa so had the assistance of the
U.S. in building an arsena of nuclear weapons,
although the post-apartheid government of that
country claimsthat they have been destroyed. No
significant action has ever been taken by either the
U.S. or the United Nations to demand that any of
those countries get rid of their nuclear stockpilesor
suffer internationa sanctionsand isolation if they do
not do so. Yet thewholeweight of the international
community isbeing used to deny nuclear wegponsto
North Koreaand Iran. It does not seem coincidental
that these two countries are on the American list of
“tyrant” states in need of American-sponsored
regime change, whilethe othersare not.

The right of a country to defend itself against
aggression is a universally recognized right. The
United States even used this principleto justify its
invasion of Afghanistan, although the Afghan
government had committed no aggression againgt the
U.S, nor wasitinapositiontodo so. TheU.S,, on
the other hand, not only hasthe capacity to invade
other countries, but has demonstrated on numerous
occasionsthat it will not hesitateto do so. During the
past several years it has invaded Kosovo,
Afghanistan and Irag and has been threatening to
invade North Korea, Iran, Syriaand Somalia. Inthe
case of North Koreaand Iran, spokespersons of the
Bush government have also publicly discussed the
use of tactical nuclear weaponsif U.S. forcesarein
danger of being overrun. Both the Bush
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administration and the previous Clinton
administration al so talked about pre-emptive strikes
against North Korea using strategic nuclear
weapons. Thus, the concerns of the governments of
North Korea and Iran are not insignificant or
unwarranted.

Inorder to justify thisnuclear double standard, the
U.S. and othersdivide theworld into “responsible”
satesand “rogue” states, theformer being trusted to
possess nuclear weapons and the latter not being
trustworthy. However, neither North Koreanor Iran
isthreatening to attack any neighbouring countries.
Nor is either country threatening to launch pre-
emptive nuclear strikes against other countries. Such
behaviour has been demonstrated exclusively by the
“responsible” nuclear states, especially the U.S,,
Britain, Israel, Indiaand Pakistan. For its part, the
U.S. has clearly demonstrated that it will not be
bound by international law or the will of the
international community. The Bush Doctrine goesso
far asto threaten military strikesagainst any country
which daresto armitself to alevel comparableto the
U.S. By any standards, itisthe U.S. whichisarogue
state and which should be banned from possessing
weapons of mass destruction, nuclear or otherwise.

Middle East Ceasefire...from page 1

lifeliketherest of the world under the rule of law,
under one authority that isthe only party alowed to
carry weapons, and through politica pluralism.”

The ceasefireisnot inany way asurprise. It may
or may not last —thelast ceasefire, reached in April
2003, was breached by the Israelis when they
bombed a Gaza apartment building, killing adozen
Palestiniansincluding their official target, Hamas
leader Shelk Yassin. However, the Israglis, despite
their propensity for doing whatever they want
whenever they want are under extraordinary pressure
to maintain the ceasefirethistime around.

The sameistruefor Abbas, who staked hisentire
political career and indeed, hislife, on the promise
that hewill be ableto deliver aPalestinian state. It
may not be the state Pal estinians have struggled for
the past 60-odd years; it may not even be the
pseudo-state George Bush promisesthe Palestinians
in hispeace plan of 2003, but it must be something. If
Abbasisunable to demonstrate that any significant
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The Winnipeg New Music Festival Abandons
its History and Promotes Anti-Communism

The 14" annual Winnipeg New Music Festival
was held from January 29 to February 4. For the past
13 yearsthefestival has presented new trends and
developments in the world of classical and New
Music. It has introduced Winnipeggers and
Manitobans to numerous new composers and
performers, many of whom have cometo thefestival
and used the opportunity to explain theinfluences,
chalengesand purposes of their music. During those
last 13 yearsastimulating atmosphere hasexisted in
which al sortsof musical questions have been eegerly
discussed.

Thefestival has often adopted atheme asameans
to give some organi zation to the year’ swork. In past
yearsthemes have included women composers, the
percussive influencesin New Music, choral music,
and visual and electronicinfluencesin New Music,
amongst others. Thisyear the announced themewas
the reflection in New Music of the works of past
musical, literary and visual artists. The festival
program stated: “During the 20 century many
composersfelt the need to cut themselves off from
historical influence. We bdievethat thispendulumis
now swinging in the opposite direction. The
composers you will hear at this year’s festival
recognize the great variety of musical and artistic
traditions and place ‘classical’ music in a much
broader world context.”

Under this guise, appropriating the idea of
historical influence, the curators of the festival —
Conductor Andrey Boreyko and Composer-in-
Residence Patrick Carrabre—introduced the theme
of an attack on communism and the promotion of
religioninitsplace. Rather than presenting aprogram
of New Music that reflectstheworks of past musica,
literary and visual artists, as they promised, their
choice of certain composers and commentsin their
program notes, presented Winnipeggers with their
politica viewsof communism.

The chosen Distinguished Guest Composer this
year wasthe Ukrainian-Russian Leonid Desyatnikov.
Thefestiva opened with hiswork The Rite of Winter
1949, which parodies atextbook used in the Soviet
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Union to teach English to children. Of this
compoasition the program stated: “ Desyatnikov brings
us face to face with the fal se positivism of Joseph
Stalin’srule... [He] gives us aglimpse of thetrue
Russian spirit that waited beneath the oppressive
domination of Soviet Socialism.” Thefestival aso
included works by fellow self-avowed, anti-
communists Polish-Canadian Peter Paul Koprowski
and RussanAlex Levkovich.

If audience members were not clear about the
direction of thefestival, it was spelled out during the
week when, during aconcert entitled The Triumph of
Heaven, festival co-curator Patrick Carrabre
announced that thefestival’s program wasfollowing
an arc from the depth of human experience of
communism to the heights of heaven. That evening's
concert opened with a work by Alex Levkovich
described in the program notes. “ Ason our opening
night, this music looks back at the era of Soviet
domination and askswhy?’

Interestingly, the organizers of the festival
admitted: “While communismwasn't amusica style
per seand despite thefact that artistsworking behind
the iron curtain were often subjected to harsh
censorship, some of the most fertile minds we have
heard from at recent festival (Kancheli, Part,
Silvestrov, etc.) forged their musical voicesduring
those difficult times.” However, rather than
encouraging a serious discussion of the vibrant
culturd lifein the Soviet Union, particularly during the
Stdin era, the organizerseditorialized using ridicule
and hyperbole to block and suppress any such
discusson.

Theproblem for the organizersisthat any serious
and dispassionate discussion of the Stalin erawould
inevitably have to cometo gripswith thereality that
during this period there was an unprecedented
flourishing of al kindsof culture within the Soviet
Union. Some of the greatest cultural workersin the
world emerged during that period in literature, music,
dance and art. Journalism a so reached new heights
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during that period. In terms of mass culture, this
period witnessed the first real attempt in human
history to educate an entire popul ation and the result
wasan extremely rapid advancein dl academicfieds
and the creation of millions of scientists, doctorsand
teachers. Chess became a mass participation sport.

How isit possibleto reconcile thisreality with the
talestold by the anti-communists of rampant terror,

tortureand persecution of cultural workers? Can they
point to asimilar raising of cultural standardsin Nazi

Germany or Fascist Italy, or for that matter in
“democratic’ Britain or the United States? Can they
explain what has happened to massculturein Russa
and other former Soviet Republics now that they
have emerged from what the organizersrefer to asthe
depth of human experience of communism” and
arrived at the so-called heights of heaven? It is
precisely because a serious discussion of Soviet
culture during the Stalin erawould shatter their anti-
communist stereotypesthat the festival organizers
saw fit to prejudice the discussion with trite
propaganda.

Until now, the Winnipeg New Music Festival has
been a place where an engaging and broad range of
music has been presented. These works have been
presented in aspirit that says. “Hereyou are. Enjoy
this abundance of New Music. Listento it. Argue
about it and cometo your own conclusons.” 1t would
be apositive contribution for thefestival to returnto
such an approach. There is certainly a need for a
discussion of the accomplishments of the Soviet
Union during the Stalin period. Thecreation of sucha
high level of mass culture, aswell asthe creation of
some of the greatest artists of our time, indicate that
Soviet socialism must have been doing somethings
right. Thefact that socialism collapsed and the high
ideals previously promoted by Soviet culture have
been replaced by narrow nationaism, capitaist greed
and religious obscurantism aso indicate that various
errorsmust have been made. However, aslong asthe
discussion of the Stalin eraremains at the level of
Cold War propaganda and wild, unsubstantiated
accusations, aserious and digpassionate discussion is

impossble.
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progress has been made, there will be no ceasefire,
and no Mahmoud Abbas.

Thefirst Palestinian intifadawas born from the
struggle of a people with nothing to lose but
everything to gain. They succeeded in putting the
question of the Palestinian right to self-determination
on theinternational agenda. They achieved amajor
victory inforcing Israel to officidly recognizetheright
of aPalestinian state to exist on Palestinian lands.
The Palestinian Authority under the leadership of
Yasser Arafat accepted the compromisesoutlined in
the Odo Peace Accordsin order to redlizethedream
of every Palegtinian—the creation of their own state.
However, the Isradlis, with the support of their U.S.
backers, were able to stall implementation of the
Odo accordsindefinitely, mainly becausethe lsragli
right refused to recognizetheright of the Palestinians
toexis.

The second intifadawas born from the anguish of
a people whose hopes had been dashed time and
timeagain. Thesecondtimearound, thelsradishave
used the shield of the so-called war on terror to
deflect attention away from their occupation of
Pd estinian lands. They have spent thelast four years
systematically eliminating Palestinian resistance
leaders and destroying even the paltry infrastructure
built up by the PA throughout the 1990s.

The Pdestinian people have fought for 60 years; it
iIsno surprisethat they want timeto rest, to think and
to plan. However, it would befoolish to assumethat
the desirefor an end to the daily violence of Isragli
occupation and theresistanceto it in anyway negates
that dream of every Paestinian for their own state.
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