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Editorial

Canada’s “Non-Participation” in the U.S.
Ballistic Missile Defence

Last week the Canadian government finally
announced that it will not formally participatein the
U.S. Ballistic Missile Defence (BMD) system being
pursued by the Bush administration. Such an
announcement has been expected for several months
dueto opposition to the scheme by avast mgjority of
Canadians and asignificant section of the Liberal
caucus. However, Canada's newly appointed
ambassador to the U.S., Frank M cKenna, exposed
thefraudulent nature of Canada s* non-participation”
when he pointed out that theinvolvement of Noradin
the BMD program means that Canada is already
effectively aparticipant inthe BMD system. Prime
Minister Paul Martin, Foreign Minister Pierre
Petigrew and Defence Minigter Bill Graham weredl
quick to deny McKenna sassertion, but they did not

Commentary

actualy explain how exactly hewasin error. Instead
they further confused matters by talking nonsense
about Canadian “ sovereignty”.

A year ago Paul Martin stated that participationin
BMD was essential in order to defend Canadian
sovereignty, claiming that sovereignty meant havinga
seat at the table where the decisions are made on
whether or not to launch anti-ballistic missiles. The
Conservative Party has now picked up onthislogic
and isattacking the Libera government for itsfailure
to defend Canadian sovereignty. Meanwhile, U.S.
ambassador Paul Celucci stated that hewas mystified
about why Canada would refuse to exercise its
sovereignty by joining the BMD and suggested that
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Placating the Bully to the South

Last week’s federal budget included, among
other things, anincrease of $12.8 billionin military
spending. Prime Minister Paul Martin and Defence
Minister Bill Graham emphasi zed thisfact when they
announced that Canada would not be formally
signing on to theAmerican Balistic Missle Defence
(BMD) program, pointing out that Canada
contributesto North American defencein many other
ways, including peacekeeping abroad. Martin aso
expressed the hope that hisgovernment’ sdecisonon
BMD would not impact negatively on Canadian
companiesbidding on lucrative contractsto build the
BMD system.

Sincethe Suez Canal crisisin 1956, Canadahas
played therole of “mediator” and “peacekeeper”,
attempting to achieve through diplomatic means

those goals which the U.S. has been unable to
accomplishmilitarily. Inreturnfor itsservices, Canada
has received economic favours from the U.S. For
example, Canada’s peacekeeping rolein Cyprus in
the early 1960s prevented asplit in NATO; inreturn
the U.S. agreed to the Autopact which allowed U.S.
auto manufacturing subsidiaries in Canada a
guaranteed percentage of the North American market
for automobiles. However, since the Bush
administration took power in 2000 it has been
pressuring al of its alies, including Canada, to
endorseitsaggressveimperidigtic policies. Thishas
caused acrisisfor the Liberal government whichis
accustomed to playing quiteadifferent rolein support
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For Your Information

Venezuela Urges OAS to Condemn US
Interference in its Affairs

Speaking to agathering of foreign ministersof the
Organization of American States (OAS) in Paraguay
on February 23, Venezuelan Foreign Minister Ali
Rodriguez denounced U.S. attemptsto destabilize
the Chavez government and called on other Latin
American countriesto defend Venezuela'sright to
sovereignty and self-determination.

Quoting fromArticle 1 of the OAS charter, which
dtatesthat the organization “ hasno powersother than
those expressly conferred upon it by this Charter,
none of whose provisonsauthorizesit tointervenein
mattersthat arewithintheinterna jurisdiction of the
Member States’, Rodriguez said the attack on the
sovereignty of any member state represented a
danger for dl members.

Rodriguez's comments follow severa recent
statements by high-ranking members of the Bush
administration who have charged that the Chavez
government isdestabilizing theregion. TheU.S. has
also made it clear it is actively lobbying OAS
membersto isolate Venezuda

“The absurdity of the accusations levied against
our government would not bother usintheleast if a
multitude of factsdid not exist that prove that when
such statements are made, it’'s because, sooner or
later, the attack will follow,” he noted. “Thisiswhat
happened to motivate the coup in April 2002 in
Venezuela, and smilarly occurred with the attack on
the oil industry and the economy at large in
December of the sameyear. It iswhat happened with
Allende, it is what happened in the Dominican
Republic, it is what happened in Guatemala and
countless other cases.”

Responding directly to rumoursthat the CIA is
working with reactionary forceswithin Venezuelato
assassinate President Chavez, Rodriguez put the
OASon dert that any such attempt would serioudy
destabilize the region, to the detriment of all its
peoples.

Rodriguez went on to outlinethe mgjor challenge
Venezuelaisfacing: that of the poverty inwhich so
many Venezuelanslive, despite the country’srich
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natural resources,

“Decades of neglect of the most basic economic,
socid, cultural, and even palitical rightsin Venezuda
left as a result a hurtful and inexcusable level of
poverty, reaching up to 80 percent of the population.
As such, esteemed ambassadors, our people are, by
majority, a poor people,” he said. “From this
emerges a second elemental conclusion: the
realization that democracy in a country like
Venezueda, whose concreteredlity isone of poverty,
depends on giving the large majority of the country
the opportunity to participate, that is, the overcoming
of poverty becomesthe government’sfirst reason for
being.”

“How could one consider oneself ademocracy
that respects human rights when 80 percent of the
population is subjected to the daily outrage of
poverty and itsterrible consequences? What type of
democracy can be built upon illiteracy and the
ignoranceit breeds, ma nutrition, unemployment, and
the various other plaguesthat often accompany the
dramaof poverty?In the case of Venezuela, andin
many other cases, | suspect, the principle of a
government of the people, by the people, and for the
people can only become aredlity by giving power to
the poor when they represent, as in our case, the
largemgority of the population.”

He concluded with a call for Latin American
cooperation. “Inthe name of al Venezudlansand our
peaceful and democratic government, | would liketo
convey amessageto al the governmentsrepresented
inthisforum: Venezuela, much like most countries,
has but one enemy to defeat. That enemy ispoverty.
Against it we need to concentrate our strength, our
every resource, al our capacities, and our will.”

Two daysafter Rodriguez’ speech, Venezuelaand
Argentinasigned ajoint economic agreement under
which Venezuelawill provide oil in exchange for
Argentinean agricultural products and hospital

equipment.
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New Israeli Army Head Implicated in War Crimes

Israeli Defence Minister Shaul Mofaz has
announced the appointment of Mg or General Dan
Halutz asthe next chief of saff of thelsragli Defence
Forces (IDF). Halutz’'s appointment must be
confirmed by the Israeli cabinet, expected sometime
inthe next two weeks.

Peace groupsin Isragl have been quick to protest
the gppointment, noting that Halutz, an airforce pilot,
has beenimplicated in war crimes, including the July
2003 “targetted assassination” of a Hamas leader.
Halutz gave the order to drop aoneton bomb on an
apartment building in a crowded Gaza
neighbourhood - besides the Hamas leader, 14
peoplewerekilled in the attack, the mgjority children.
Peace activigts, including the* refusnik” IDF soldiers
and pilotswho have refused to servein the occupied
territories have petitioned the High Court of Justice
asking it to intervene and ban Halutz's appointment.
The petitionerswritethat “ Halutz isresponsiblefor
one of themost grave actsinthe IDF shistory,” and
deplore making “ someone who expressed himself
that thelarge scalekilling of innocent children and
womeniswell withinthemord standardsof the IDF”’
the deputy commander of al IDF soldiers.

The petitionersarereferring to aninterview Hautz
gave shortly after the July 2003 bombing. Speaking
to a reporter from Ha'aretz newspaper, Halutz
dismissed criticisms of the operation, describing it as
“militarily and morally proper.” Halutz claimed that

IDF intelligence led them to believe the apartment
building would be empty except for the Hamas |eader
and hisguards, but also said it waslegitimatefor the
IDF to carry out targetted assassinationseven if they
know therewill be civilian casualties. When asked
directly how many civilian casuatieswould betoo
many, hereplied “I don’t know” and added theend
of assassinating a Hamas leader had justified the
means.

Halutz was aso asked for a response to the
suggestion put forward by the Israeli peace group
Gush Shalom that IDF pilots who carry out these
kind of missionsshould betried asinternationa war
criminas. Halutz suggested it was the peace activists
who should betried —for treason “What | haveto
say about those people is this: We live in a
democratic country, and expressing an opinion is
alwaysallowed, but betrayal isnot allowed. ...The
proper offense[for their call to have IDF pilotstried
at the Hague] as defined by law istreason and they
should betriedinlsradl.”

Following thebombing, |sragli peace activissaso
launched aninternal campaign, plastering postersand
buying billboards around the country that featured a
picture of the Major General and the caption “Fly
Halutz home—restore the IDF s combat ethics’ and
circulated a petition calling for Halutz to be barred
from holding any senior positioninthe IDF.
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of U.S. imperidism.

The first challenge for the Liberals came two
years ago when George W. Bush insisted that
Canadajoinintheillegd invasion of Irag, something
which the vast mgjority of Canadians opposed. The
Chretien Liberals did their best to ensure UN
endorsement of the invasion, but when that failed
they had no option but to decline the American
invitation. However, Chretien also increased
Canada's commitment of troopsto Afghanistan and
provided essentia nava support in the Persian Gulf
as a means to support the American war effort
through the back door. At thetime, Chretien pointed
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to this support and pleaded with the Bush
adminigtration not to cut Canadian companies out of
contractsto rebuild Iraq after thewar.

Similarly, last year when the U.S. increased
pressureonitsaliesto sendtroopsto Iragtoassistin
the occupation, the Martin Libera s declined because
of popular opposition. Then, in order to placate the
Americans, Martin assisted in the overthrow of the
democratically-elected government of Haiti and sent
Canadian forces to assist the U.S. and France in
occupying that nation. The same pattern has now
emerged inregard to the BMD program.
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theU.S. may refuseto shoot down missilesaimed at
Canada.

Theissue of whether or not Canada participates
formdly intheU.S. BMD system haslittleto dowith
sovereignty. As McKenna has pointed out, it is
dready participating in redlity. However, even if that
were not the case, regardless of whether or not a
Canadian isditting at the table, the decision on when
tolaunch missileswill clearly be made by Americans.
Infact, for the BMD system to work, assuming it ever
does, the decision to launch anti-ballistic missiles
must be made within seconds of the launch of an
incoming missilewhileitisstill initsacceleration
phase. Therefore, the decision will not even be made
by ahuman being, but by acomputer, and al of the
talk of “being at thetable’ issheer sophidry.

Wheretheissue of sovereignty isrelevantisonthe
question of whether or not the U.S. has aright to
launch misslesthat fly through Canadian arrgpaceand
whether or not it hasthe right to intercept incoming
missilesover Canada, thereby endangering thelives
of Canadians. Both scenariosare not only part of the
BMD program, but also of every earlier U.S. missile
defence system. That sovereignty was ceded by
Canadian governments along time ago, when they
tacitly agreed that thelives of Canadianswere not as
important asthe lives of Americansand that it was
vital to intercept enemy missiles before they crossed
the U.S. border. Furthermore, it is clear from the
statements of successive U.S. presidentsand military
leadersthat theinterception of ballistic missleswould
take place over Canadian territory whether or not the
Canadian government agreed.

During the Cold War, Canadd sclosedliancewith
the U.S. meant that every mgjor Canadian city was
targeted by Warsaw Pact missiles. To the extent that
U.S. anti-ballistic missiles defences were effective,
vast areas of rurd Canadawould aso have beenlaid
waste by the radioactive fallout from theintercepted
missiles. Therefore, North American defence actudly
meant the sacrifice of Canadians to protect the
United States. Nothing has changed with the new
BMD system. In other words, there is no viable
defence of Canadaonce nuclear missilesstart tofly.
Therefore, the security of Canadaand the Canadian
people can only be protected by working to diminate
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the conditionswhich giverisetowar inthefirst place,
and by distancing Canadafrom theimperialist policy
of the U.S,, which is by far the most dangerous
source of war in the present internationa Situation.
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Unfortunately for the Martin Liberas, the Bush
administration is completely incapable of
gppreciating the subtleties of internationa diplomacy
and will not be placated with back door support. As
aresult, the U.S. pressure on the Martin government
— both diplomatic and economic — is certain to
increasein thefuture, which, inturn, will degpenthe
crisgsfacing the Canadian government.

Global Days of Action
Against War
March 19-21

Winnipeg Action:

Saturday March 19
1:00 p.m.

Rally at Legislative Grounds
March through downtown
streets
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