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connect the dots 

why are many anti-war activists also concerned about “globalization”? 





What does Oil have to do with the WTO? 

One of the most devastating impacts of the WTO-led regime is the imposition of rules (through the General Agreement on Trade in Services and Trade Related Investment Measures) which would forbid countries from limiting foreign ownership, or favoring local over foreign companies, and would forbid countries from barring trade activity based on health, safety, environmental or human rights concerns. Oil corporations could use the WTO not only to weaken existing protections but to deter efforts by countries to introduce any new protections for fear of facing trade sanctions, or being challenged in the world trade court, a costly and undemocratic process which has almost never favored the needs and rights of the people over corporate profits....


Under the Bush-Cheney Energy plan, explains Abid Aslam of Foreign Policy In Focus, "The governments of countries targeted by U.S. and other foreign investors would be pressured to remove all legal and regulatory impediments to the corporations' abilities to own or operate everything from drilling platforms, pipelines, and refineries to neighborhood gas stations. What's more, foreign governments would need to ensure that local business, environmental, health, and labor regulations don't interfere with profit maximization." This strategy by the Bush-Cheney energy plan is not surprising, given that the U.S. International Trade Administration's Energy Advisory Committee is made up of representatives of giant oil, gas, mining and utility corporations including ChevronTexaco, Halliburtonand Enron, with absolutely no representation of labor, consumer or environmental protection organizations. see www.moles.org
War=Profit? 

During former defense secretary Richard Cheney's five-year tenure as chief executive of Halliburton, Inc., his oil services firm raked in big bucks from dubious commercial dealings with Iraq...Of course, U.S. firms aren't generally supposed to do business with Saddam Hussein. But thanks to legal loopholes large enough to steer an oil tanker through, Halliburton profited big-time from deals with the Iraqi dictatorship...According to the Financial Times of London, between September 1988 and last winter, Cheney, as CEO of Halliburton, oversaw $23.8 million of business contracts for the sale of oil-industry equipment and services to Iraq through two of its subsidiaries...


With Cheney at the helm since 1995, Halliburton quickly grew into America's number-one oil-services company, the fifth-largest military contractor, and the biggest nonunion employer in the nation. Although Cheney claimed that the U.S. government "had absolutely nothing to do" with his firm's meteoric financial success, State Department documents obtained by the Los Angeles Times indicate that U.S. officials helped Halliburton secure major contracts in Asia and Africa. Halliburton now does business in 130 countries and employs more than 100,000 workers worldwide. Its 1999 income was a cool $15 billion. Halliburton counts among its business partners several brutal dictatorships that have committed egregious human rights abuses, including the hated military regime in Burma (Myanmar). EarthRights, a Washington, D.C.-based human rights watchdog, condemned Halliburton for two energy-pipeline projects in Burma that led to the forced relocation of villages, rape, murder, indentured labor, and other crimes against humanity. 
At home in the Empire: 

Opposition to the war is completely without historical precedent… A poll in Canada found that over 1/3 of the population regard the US as the greatest threat to world peace…Italy is on board, the White House tells us. It is apparently not a problem that over 80% of the public is opposed to the war, according to recent polls. Spain is hailed as another prominent member of the new Europe -- with 75% totally opposed to the war, according to an international Gallup poll. The official pronouncements and the reaction to them are illuminating. They demonstrate with some clarity the contempt for democracy that is rather typical, historically, among those who feel that they rule the world by right…


The Fall 2002 election was won by a small number of votes, but enough to hand Congress to the executive. Analyses of the election found that voters maintained their opposition to the administration on social and economic issues, but suppressed these issues in favor of security concerns… Republican strategists surely do not want people to be asking questions about their pensions, jobs, health care, and other such matters. Rather, they should be praising their heroic leader for rescuing them from imminent destruction by a foe of colossal power, and marching on to confront the next powerful force bent on our destruction… These ideas are second nature to the current political leaders, most of them recycled from the Reagan administration. They are replaying a familiar script: drive the country into deficit so as to be able to undermine social programs, declare a war on terror (as they did in 1981) and conjure up one devil after another to frighten the population into obedience…As history shows, it is all too easy for unscrupulous leaders to terrify the public, with consequences that have not been attractive. That is the natural method to divert attention from the fact that tax cuts for the rich and other devices are undermining prospects for a decent life for large majority of the population, and for future generations…(Noam Chomsky, 2.1.03)

Our strategy should be not only to confront empire, but to lay siege to it. To deprive it of oxygen. To shame it. To mock it. With our art, our music, our literature, our stubbornness, our joy, our brilliance, our sheer relentlessness  and our ability to tell our own stories. Stories that are different from the ones were being brainwashed to believe.The corporate revolution will collapse if we refuse to buy what they are selling  their ideas, their version of history, their wars, their weapons, their notion of inevitability. [Arundhati Roy 1.27.03]


to learn more about connections between war and globalization

check these websites: www.indymedia.org, www.truthout.org, www.zmag.org, www.alternet.org, www.attac.org, www.iraqwar.org/ (conservative/libertarian) 

please check www.uproot.info for dates and locations of local educational events
Soon after the invasion of Afghanistan began in October 2001, the pipeline project was discussed in Islamabad between Pakistani Petroleum Minister and the American Ambassador. Subsequently, during a visit to Turkmenistan on Jan. 31, Deputy Secretary of State Elizabeth Jones told Turkmen President Saparmurat Niyazov that Washington would support such pipeline projects so long as they were commercially viable. 








According to recent UN estimates, 14 million people in Africa are at severe risk of starvation as part of what is being called the AIDS Famine. Last year, Secretary General Kofi Annan established a global fund for AIDS and other deadly diseases and asked governments and international donors to pledge 10 billion dollars to fund it but has only received 2 billion so far. See www.unaids.org





When three thousand people died on Sep. 11, the world raised 100 billion dollars. �    The US is prepared to spend $6-$9B/month + costs of deployment and occupation on war on Iraq.  A 3 month war with no occupation would cost $47B. (Congressional Budget Office)








As reported by the Asia Times, in July 2001 a strategy to topple the Taliban and replace it with a “broad-based government,” was discussed during the G8 summit in Genoa, Italy. Pipelineistan was the central topic of these negotiations, and a plan was set up for military strikes against the Taliban from bases in Tajikistan to be launched before mid-October 2001. see � HYPERLINK "http://www.atimes.com/" �www.atimes.com� 





�





The notorious Bush National Security Strategy document of September 20, 2002 states: There is a single sustainable model for national success: freedom, democracy, and free enterprise. . . . We will actively work to bring the hope of democracy, development, free markets, and free trade to every corner of the world. . . . We will not hesitate to act alone, if necessary, to exercise our right of self-defense by acting preemptively and by convincing or compelling states to accept their sovereign responsibilities. (In sum: Global rulemaking has been replaced by global aggrandizement as the US economic strategy, backed up by imperial military might.)





In this deflationary environment, countries and communities are even more powerless in the face of global corporations. They are forced to compete for capital and investment with increasingly devastating results… Bush administration policy is to utilize international debt as a means to crush any country that doesn't obey its will -- witness the devastation wreaked on Argentina. At the same time, it uses the offer of debt relief as a bribe to get countries like Pakistan and Turkey to cooperate with its imperial ambitions…The Bush Administration, run primarily by a clique of oil executives and right-wing ideologues, is totally hostile to attempts to deal with global warming and other forms of environmental destruction. Yet the world is clearly plunging into environmental catastrophe…Bush's "war on terrorism" has undermined human rights throughout the world… (Jeremy Brecher 1.29.03)





There is a notion gaining credence that the Free Market breaks down national barriers, and that Corporate Globalization's ultimate destination is a hippie paradise where the heart is the only passport and we all live happily together inside a John Lennon song. ("Imagine there's no country...") But this is a canard. What the Free Market undermines is not national sovereignty, but democracy. . . 





Corporate Globalization needs  . . . nuclear bombs, standing armies, sterner immigration laws, and watchful coastal patrols to make sure that it is only money, goods, patents, and services that are being globalized - not the free movement of people, not a respect for human rights, not international treaties on racial discrimination or chemical and nuclear weapons, or greenhouse gas emissions, climate change, or god forbid, justice. It's as though even a gesture towards international accountability would wreck the whole enterprise. (Roy)




















