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Dear Ed i to r s,

For someone who claims to know the sto ry, D a n i e l
J ewe s b u ry ’s acco u nt of Arthouse in Va r i a nt Wi nter 2002
is fairly out of to u c h .

J ewe s b u ry t a l ks about the closing of Arthouse by
d welling on its opening.The majority of his art i c l e
p ro d u ces opinions formed circa 1995, which at t h at t i m e
m ay have been re l eva nt and info r m e d ,b u t re p ro d u ce d
to d ay, a re misleading. In 1995 t h e re we re real co n ce r n s .
Few knew what the Int e r n e t wa s, and what ro l e
computers would have in art p ra ct i ce. He wilfully omits
t h at over the nex te i g ht years artists began to figure
t h at o u t , some quite effe ct i ve l y. A rthouse closed, t h at
much is t r u e. J ewe s b u ry wa nts us to think a main
p roblem was a lack of dedicated exhibition space.
‘ W h e re was its ce nt re ? , ’ he implore s .A cco rding to him,
‘the cafe became the only effe ct i ve and fre q u e nt e d
s p a ce in the building, ’ and Arthouse was ‘ i l l - u s e d ’ and ‘ i l l -
d e f i n e d ’. In fa ct ,a rtists used Art h o u s e.T h ey we re t h e
backbone of its act i v i t y, the majority of its public, a n d
we re members of its staff and Board .A rthouse always
had dedicated exhibition space ,t h ree at the time it
c l o s e d . Its pro g rammes originated from many points of
i nt e ra ct i o n , including ex h i b i t i o n s, re s i d e n c i e s,
p ro d u ct i o n , and arts info r m at i o n ,as well as fro m
u n off i c i a l ,i n formal and unmediated exc h a n ge s .

I t’s import a nt to re cognise t h at J ewe s b u ry ’s position is
f u n d a m e ntally co n s e rvat i ve. Echoing people who
dismiss art i s t s ’p ra ct i ce while only having the va g u e s t
understanding of what i ti nvo l ve s, J ewe s b u ry dismisses
the activity at A rthouse and inve nts a place t h at was ‘ i l l -
u s e d ’, with no effe ct.Whether he liked what was t a k i n g
p l a ce t h e re or not, one fa ct re m a i n s . An orga n i s ation in
Dublin ce nt red on artists at eve ry stage of their art i s t i c
p ro d u ct i o n ,c l o s e d . As public space ,A rthouse was art i s t
d r i ve n . In missing this crucial point ,J ewe s b u ry plays
r i g ht i nto the hands of those who need justification to
co ntinue curbing, ce n s o r i n g, and closing down our
public space.

S i n ce re l y, S a rah Pi e rce

A rt i s t and former Artistic Dire ctor of Art h o u s e

Va r i a nt Re s p o n d s
S a rah Pierc e ’s letter is unfortunate in that it dra-
m a t i c a l ly misconstrues the editorial piece pub-
lished in our last issue.That piece counterp o s e d
t wo stories, the closure of Arthouse and the spec-
tacular fa i l u re of Belfa s t ’s bid to be Euro p e a n
Capital of Culture 2008, in order to establish a
basic arg u m e n t , that artists continue to suffer
f rom maladroit administration of ‘the arts’.Th e
ve ry infra s t r u c t u re which is meant to support
artistic pro d u c t i o n , and to enable wide audience
participation in that activ i t y, is ve ry often poorly
d evised and poorly administered; our piece made
the point that this is usually because artists, t h e
people who might be expected to know most
about these issues, a re so seldom consulted on or
included in decisions which dire c t ly affect them
and the conditions of their wo rk .

We stand by this arg u m e n t . We do not accept
P i e rc e ’s assertion that latterly, artists had some-
h ow appropriated A r t h o u s e ,w resting its contro l
away from the Cultural Industrialists who ‘ m a n-
aged’ the institution. Our article did not attempt
to describe in intricate detail the death throes of
Arthouse: we did not consider it particularly re l e-
vant to analyse whether the Irish gove r n m e n t ,t h e
Arts Council of Ire l a n d ,Temple Bar Properties or
indeed all three we re to blame for its demise. I t ’s
enough to be awa re that someone clearly blun-
d e re d , and that it’s unlike ly to have been the city’s
a r t i s t s .

P rojects initiated or run by artists usually con-
sist of something other than the building in which
t h ey are housed (indeed they often have only an
a r b i t ra ry connection with it). As a result they do
not sudd e n ly cease to exist when someone else
t a kes the money away.This is the most important
p roduct of artists provisioning themselves with an

i n f ra s t r u c t u re: autonomy. If Arthouse had gen-
u i n e ly tra n s m ogr i fied into an artist-run org a n i s a-
t i o n , to where did its activities relocate after the
evacuation of Curved Stre e t ?

It is iro n i c , to say the least, that Pierce should
choose to carry the torch for the administra t i o n
w h i ch put her out of a job. At the end of the sum-
mer of 2000, after the brief bedhop that was Ti m
B re n n a n ’s sojourn as artistic dire c t o r, A r t h o u s e
was genera l ly agreed to be at its lowest point.Th i s
was seve ral ye a rs after its inception. P i e rc e ’s con-
tention that Arthouse ve ry quick ly shed the onto-
l ogical crises which beset its early days is
t h e re fo re simply not true.We are quite happy to
s t a t e ,h oweve r, that with Pierc e ’s appointment
came a new clarity of purpose and a sustained
l evel of activ i t y.These we re things that hitherto
had simply not ex i s t e d . We find it unfo r t u n a t e ,
and unbecoming, that the person left to defend
the institution is not one of those who made the
decision to curtail this re n ewed activ i t y, but she
whose own ideas we re aborted as a re s u l t .

A couple of Pierc e ’s points demand specific
re s p o n s e s . Refuting an argument made in our edi-
t o r i a l , she insists that Arthouse had three ‘ d e d i c a t-
ed exhibition spaces’ at the time of its closure .
This is not true.The wo rd “ d e d i c a t e d ” is clearly
used by us to denote a space specific a l ly designed
for ex h i b i t i o n s . Arthouse never had one, let alone
t h ree of these. P i e rce may have turned differe n t
parts of the building over to exhibitions (the base-
ment had irre g u l a rly been used as an installation
space befo re her arriva l ) , but she could not some-
h ow re t ro s p e c t ive ly include something omitted
f rom the building in the first place. E ver since the
‘ n ew’ tech n o l ogies we re first touted as tools fo r
artistic pro d u c t i o n ,t h e re have been artists awa re
that the use of digital media would inev i t ab ly col-
lide with the use of other media, and that new
installational fo r m s — requiring flexible and ve rs a-
tile spaces—would deve l o p. Arthouse only accom-
modated these new forms partially, i n a d e q u a t e ly ;
this is inev i t able given that it was pre m a t u re ly
conceptualised itself. O n ly now, a decade after
vague plans for Arthouse we re first mooted, a n d
after both it and The Lux have ceased to ex i s t ,h a s
FACT been able to open what promises to be a
g e nu i n e ly well-used and influential centre for the
digital arts. ( N ew media dedicated facilities in
Scotland are noticeab ly absent from this discus-
s i o n . )

P i e rce maintains that artists formed “ t h e
majority of [Arthouse’s] public.”This admission is
not necessarily something she should be too pro u d
o f. What happened to the idea that artists might
c o m municate something to a wider commu n i t y ?

F u r t h e r m o re , her emphasis of A r t h o u s e ’s “ u n o f fi-
c i a l ,i n formal and unmediated ex ch a n g e s ”
d e s e rves investigation too; how tra n s p a rent and
open we re these “ ex ch a n g e s ” , and to what ex t e n t
we re they initiated by and for people alre a dy ve ry
familiar with the building’s fa c i l i t i e s ?

P i e rce indulges in some rather cheap inve c t ive
at the end of her letter. S p e c i fic a l ly, she accuses
me of being “ f u n d a m e n t a l ly conserva t ive ” and of
h aving only “the vaguest unders t a n d i n g ” of that
p ractice which Arthouse was intended to illumi-
n a t e .The latter point hard ly merits a re s p o n s e ,
except to say that as a practising artist, c r i t i c ,l e c-
t u rer and theorist I have investigated the use and
conditions of digital tech n o l ogies in the bro a d e s t
of contex t s , and for seve ral ye a rs . I maintain that
Arthouse was not a facility that provided the
“public space” P i e rce describes. I n d e e d , I believe
i t ’s both naïve and self-limiting to suggest that my
criticisms of Arthouse and of the manner of its
c l o s u re somehow “ p l ay into the hands” of those
who seek to curtail art’s field of influ e n c e .R a t h e r
the opposite. We re Pierce to run (or, p e r h a p s , we re
she to co-opera t e , as an unpaid vo l u n t e e r, in the
running of) an organisation that re a l ly had the
i n t e rests of artists at its heart, no doubt she wo u l d
a ch i eve far more than was possible at A r t h o u s e ;
and no doubt, g iven the opportunity, she would be
able to ack n owledge this.

Some light can be thrown on these arg u m e n t s
if we turn to look at recent developments at
C a t a lyst Arts in Belfast (another organisation with
a ten-year history, but this time one actually con-
c e ived of and run by artists). H aving been ev i c t e d
and tempora r i ly rehoused on Donegall Street by
Laganside Corp o ration in late 2001, C a t a lyst we re
due to move into new premises at the start of this
ye a r. P ro t racted discussions amongst the Cataly s t
m e m b e rship ensued: the proposed new building,
Cotton Court, is a centrepiece of Laganside’s
‘ C a t h e d ral Quarter’ deve l o p m e n t , a pre d i c t ab ly
cynical instrumentalisation of ‘ c u l t u re’ in the
name of private intere s t s .M e m b e rs we re con-
cerned that Catalyst should not be implicated in
the engineering of yet another ghetto in Belfa s t
(albeit a middle class one that calls itself a ‘ c u l t u r-
al quarter’), p a r t i c u l a rly at a time when artists
h ave an opportunity to re a ch out and be invo l ve d
in the city’s material and conceptual re s c o n s t r u c-
t i o n .M o re importantly, the refurbishment of
Cotton Court, an old wa rehouse that is appare n t ly
one of the oldest buildings in the city, was carried
out with little consultation with the pro s p e c t ive
o c c u p a n t s . As Catalyst themselves have pointed
o u t ,l a rge amounts of public money we re squan-
d e red on inappropriate wo rk , both in the Donegall

L e t t e r s
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S t reet premises and at Cotton Court. C a t a ly s t
we re told that the construction of an office space
on the flo o rs allocated to them in Cotton Court
would be at their own ex p e n s e .

L a g a n s i d e ’s dual role as funding body and land-
l o rd was also proving pro b l e m a t i c .E a rly on in the
re l o c a t i o n , construction wo rke rs engaged in the
demolition of part of Cataly s t ’s old building
spliced into the new gallery ’s electricity supply,
running up a bill of more than £1,500. C a t a ly s t
refused to pay this and we re subsequently disqual-
i fied from applying to Laganside for project fund-
i n g .I n t e r f e rence in programming and diffic u l t i e s
re g a rding access to the tempora ry gallery further
wo rsened the re l a t i o n s h i p.

In December last ye a r, at a well-attended gen-
e ral meeting, the membership voted by a marg i n
of eight to one not to move into Cotton Court.Th i s
was an ex t re m e ly difficult decision to take for a
number of reasons: Catalyst we re breaking a con-
t ract that had been signed over a year befo re h a n d
and could conceivab ly be sued; there was no long-
term ve nue ava i l able for Catalyst outside of
Cotton Court; and whilst initial soundings had
been made, it was by no means clear what the
implications would be for the future funding of
the org a n i s a t i o n .Th u s , on the basis of principle
and in the desire to retain its autonomy, C a t a ly s t
took something of a leap into the dark .
S u b s e q u e n t ly, Laganside decided not to purs u e
legal action for bre a ch of contra c t , noting that it
might be in both parties’ ‘ mutual interests’ if their
s t rained relationship to date was brought to an
e n d .

I t ’s re f re s h i n g , and not a little ra re , to be ab l e
to report that an artist-run organisation has ch o-
sen not to move into a multi-million pound build-
ing in the centre of a new ‘ c u l t u ral deve l o p m e n t
p rogra m m e ’ , but has opted instead to develop its
role as a facilitator of events and ex h i b i t i o n s ,i n
spaces and ve nues of all descriptions. C a t a ly s t
o p e rates as only one of a clutch of artist-run
o rganisations in Belfast which ro u t i n e ly collab o-

rate with one another on eve ry aspect of their
a c t iv i t y.

While we ’ re on the subject, i t ’s worth noting
that since Colin Darke wrote his article for this
issue about events at the Orch a rd Gallery in
D e r ry, the possibility of the building continuing to
function as an artist-run space has emerg e d .I t
seems that the ow n e rs of the building would be
ve ry happy to see some form of artistic activ i t y
c o n t i nue there now that the City Council has
vacated the pre m i s e s .The Orch a rd may have
ceased to exist in its current shape, but it could
yet be Derry ’s artists who decide what should
replace it, at least until someone at the City
Council can be a little clearer about what their
plans are .

Queuing and waiting for success and re cognition ke e p s
a rtists tied to arts institutions in charge of distributing
m o n ey and bestowing pre s t i ge. As with so many art i s t s,
Ve ro n i’s attempts to apply for gra nts t h rough the Art s
Council are taking him now h e re. B e fo re a ra refied art
s ce n e , the lack of pat ro n s, reliable or committed ga l l e ry
ow n e r s, and a t i g ht s t rand of neo-co n ceptual art a s
m a i n s t re a m ,Ve ro n i’s hopes of supporting himself
t h rough art a re go n e.

This series of mini-prints called ‘The Lo t t e ry Pro j e ct’ a re
based on a surv i val plan: each print sold can buy a new
l o t t e ry t i c ke t.

With the money t h at you spent on each of these print s
the art i s t will pay the ga l l e ry commission (£0.70 ) ,
m aterial and display expenses (£0.30) , and a new lottery
t i c ke t( £ 1 . 0 0 ) .T h rough this regular exc h a n ge of art fo r
hope the art i s t is ex p e cting to win the lottery one day
and then move to more ambitious pro j e ct s, l i ke making
b i gger and better art work or having a fa m i l y.

I t is a well known fa ct t h at l o t t e ry money goes in part to
the Arts Co u n c i l s . In t h at way you and the art i s ta re still
co ntributing to the arts (like it or not).

For more info r m ation co nt a ct : Ral Ve ro n i
< ra l .ve ro n i @ nt l wo r l d . co m >
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D e r ry ’s artists got together with some friends on
7th March to make some art tog e t h e r.We collab o-
rated to make a large sculpture from art publica-
tions and carried out a performance piece which
re f e r red with a touch of iro ny to A n t h o ny
G o r m l ey ’s “ Field for the British Isles”.

Not the best art any of us has ever made, c e r-
t a i n ly, but we we re still delighted with our effo r t s .

The wo rk was part of a day-long protest against
the closure of Derry ’s Orch a rd Gallery, o rg a n i s e d
by a group of artists living and wo rking in the city.
We had just three weeks prev i o u s ly formed our-
s e l ves into a campaign gro u p, calling ours e l ve s
D e r ry ’s Artists for Derry ’s Art (DA DA) and this
was our first public act, h aving prev i o u s ly written
a letter of protest to Derry City Council, with a
couple of copies to the Arts Council of Northern
I re l a n d .

( F u n ny how a name can determine behav-
iour—when discussing the form that the pro t e s t
should take , we found ours e l ves arguing whether
we we re being suffic i e n t ly DA DAesque in our
t h i n k i n g .This appro a ch to deciding on stunts
designed to attract the media is in itself, of cours e ,
ve ry unDA DA; T z a ra said in his Dada Manifesto,
1 9 1 8, “ The magic of a wo rd — DA DA — w h i ch fo r
journalists has opened the door to an unfo re s e e n
wo rl d , has for us not the slightest importance.” )

After more than twe n t y - four ye a rs as the cen-
t ral focus for contempora ry art in the city, t h e
O rch a rd Gallery has become the victim of short-
sighted bure a u c ratic philistinism.The gallery ’s
d o o rs close at the end of the financial year and
f rom April Derry will be a city with just one
g a l l e ry—the Contex t , sited at the Playhouse A r t s
C e n t re .The Orch a rd will be replaced by the
“ O rch a rd A g e n cy ” , aiming to find alternative
ve nues for exhibiting wo rk , along with commis-
sioning public art wo rks around the city. A fin e
i d e a , and one which we of course support. We
a lways have supported this initiative , as the
O rch a rd has included this appro a ch almost since
its inception in October 1978. D ressing up an old
and up-and-running idea as something new and
i n n ova t ive is an old political trick , and it’s more
than a little insulting to think that we might fa l l
for it.

The Council published a ‘ D raft Cultura l
S t rategy’ last ye a r, written by the Orch a rd ’s firs t
d i rector Declan McGonagle (who has also run
L o n d o n ’s ICA and Dublin’s IMMA). M c G o n a g l e
had prev i o u s ly produced another report for the

C o u n c i l , relating specific a l ly to the future of the
O rch a rd and outlining proposals for the deve l o p-
ment of contempora ry art in the city.The second
report acted as the basis for a consultation period,
with public meetings held around Derry to discuss
the proposed stra t e g y.

As is so often the case with such initiative s ,t h e
consultation process was poorly publicised, a n d
f ew of us we re even awa re that it was taking
p l a c e .The Orch a rd ’s administration are claiming
that artists simply did not bother to invo l ve them-
s e l ves with the consultation process; yet the
g a l l e ry, w h i ch holds all of our names and add re s s-
es of in its mailing list, n ever thought to canva s
our opinions dire c t ly on the proposals made in the
D raft Cultural Stra t e g y. E ven if we had taken part,
the information contained in the second re p o r t
was inadequate for any real discussion, as its visu-
al art element always re f e r re d , quite natura l ly, t o
the first re p o r t .This wo u l d , of cours e , be fin e ,i f
this document we re ava i l ab l e .

Not so. Requests for copies of the original docu-
m e n t , outlining plans for the Orch a rd and the pro-
posed expansion of visual art prov i s i o n , we re met
with the response that it was ‘not in the public
d o m a i n ’ .H aving commissioned a proposal for a
c u l t u ral strategy from someone with artistic deve l-
opment and integrity as the basis of his thinking,
the City Council has re m oved these qualities, i n
the interests of political and financial ex p e d i e n cy.

At the time of writing, this report re m a i n s
i nv i s i b l e , but we shall be re c e iving our copy soon.
We do know that it includes proposals for the
O rch a rd A g e n cy, a new Orch a rd Gallery and a
D e r ry Biennale.What we are getting is the firs t —
the cheapest and least innova t ive—and with no
i n formation on what it will contain or how it is to
be org a n i s e d .

D e r ry City Council has behaved aby s m a l ly
h e re . It has re m oved an institution which has
made an enormous contribution to the artistic
identity of Ire l a n d , it has distorted Declan
M c G o n a g l e ’s efforts at developing the arts in
D e r ry and it has alienated the city’s art commu n i-
ty from its visual art progra m m e .

D e r ry on its Hobby Horse
Colin Darke , March 2003
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The UN Security Council has been meeting today
to listen to the report of the weapons inspectors
o p e rating in Iraq and responses to it. I doubt there
is a widespread consensus for war in the US, b u t
t h e re is no doubt that the administration led by
P resident Bush and his associates are pushing fo r
a war sooner rather than later.The ostensible re a-
son given for the war against Iraq is that it’s an
imminent threat to the US, and that Iraq possess-
es weapons of mass destruction, of which none
h ave been fo u n d . In theory Iraq threatens the US
f rom a distance of 7,000 miles. From what we
gather from the inspectors ,I raq in the 12 ye a rs
since the first Gulf War (between Iraq and Ira n ,
started 1980) is in a mu ch depleted and we a ke n e d
condition—being an imminent threat to the US is
p re p o s t e ro u s .Th ey are not even considered to be a
t h reat to their neighbours . Should bombing begin,
it is to me a my s t e ry if the excuse is re a l ly Ira q ’s
m i l i t a ry thre a t .

The other US administration line is equally
confected: that Iraq might be distributing arms to
al-Qaeda terro r i s t s .Th e re is no direct ev i d e n c e .
But since one of the alleged al-Qaeda people wa s
supposed to be in Northern Ira q , it fo l l ows that
I raq and al-Qaeda are in cahoots to wreak terrible
violence on the US and other countries.Th e n
a g a i n , I don’t want to minimise the nefarious qual-
ity of the Iraqi regime—its Human Rights re c o rd
is one of the wo rst in the wo rld and it is a state
based upon re p ression and terro r. But to suggest
that Iraq is an immanent danger to the US and
the rest of the wo rld is ex t re m e ly far fetch e d .

Would there be this kind of US military, d i p l o-
matic and political pre s s u re placed on Ira q — a n d
on the rest of the wo rld to join the US in war—if it
was a net exporter of oranges? Of course it isn’t ,i t
is an oil producing country with the proven second
l a rgest oil reve nues after Saudi A rab i a . It is also a
leading A rab country which has gone through an
h o r rendous cycle of sanctions imposed against it
for the last 12 ye a rs . Sanctions and a ve ry tight
e m b a rgo which have n ’t affected Saddam Hussein
and his regime at all, but which have affected the
I raqi population—with hundreds of thousands of
people dead from malnu t r i t i o n , the absence of
medicine resulting in the onset of terrible dis-
e a s e s , plus the fact that the civilian and military
i n f ra s t r u c t u res we re destroyed during the last
Gulf War by the US. All in all we have a state
w h i ch is in an ex t re m e ly we a kened condition, w i t h
a rogue government (no doubt) and an ex t re m e ly
long suffering, punished population which , if there
is a wa r, will bear the brunt of American powe r.

Th e re are many reasons for this wa r. One of
them is oil, and it is not a coincidence that
Afghanistan near the Caspian Sea is in a dire c t
line with the oil supplies and regions of the
A rabian Gulf—all of which fall under dire c t
American military and political hegemony in the
event of a wa r. Although there is a hegemony right
n ow, what the US seek are the assurances of va s t
oil supplies, the guaranteed control of this enor-
m o u s ly important re s o u rc e .R e m e m b e r, China by
the end of this decade will be using as mu ch oil as
the US alre a dy does. S o, the contest for cheap and
re l a t ive ly accessible oil supplies is one of the re a-
sons for this wa r, not so mu ch the crimes of
humanity committed by Saddam Hussein’s
re g i m e ,w h i ch it is important to remember wa s

p o l i t i c a l ly and militarily backe d
in many of those crimes by the
US and various European coun-
t r i e s .

Another reason is that this is
a highly strategic area of the
wo rl d .Th e re is a real felt need,
p a r t ly as a result of 9/11, t h a t
the old order is no longer of use
to the US—those undemocra t i c ,
re p re s s ive regimes in Iraq and
other Middle East countries sup-
ported for over 50 ye a rs by the
US and European allies.Th i s
a rea is unstable now, p a r t ly
because the people have risen
up against their unpopular
r u l e rs , but also because of the
rise of political Islam—a mu ch
ex a g g e rated fo rce but still seen
by the US because of 9/11 as a
t h re a t .Th e re is a sense in which
US intere s t s — w h i ch since W W I I
h ave always been oil and
I s ra e l — would be better serve d
in a realignment of the are a ,s o
that Israel and the US with
allies like Tu rkey or India at a
further re m ove , would better
c o n t rol and dominate the are a .

Fi n a l ly, the threat re p re s e n t-
ed by Iraq is considered also to
be a threat to the interests of
I s ra e l . It is important to re m e m-
ber that many of the haw k i s h
m e m b e rs of the US administra-
t i o n — l i ke Paul Wo l f ewitz and
R i ch a rd Pe rl e — h ave alway s
been close to the Israeli right
w i n g . Pe rle himself, head of the
Intelligence Rev i ew Board of
the Pentagon [see: ‘ L u n ch with
the Chairman’, S . M .H e rs h ,
p. 1 8 ] , was a political adviser to
N e t a nyahu when he was a can-
didate for the Pre m i e rship of
I s ra e l . Pe rle argued that he
should discard anything like a
peace pro c e s s ,a n n ex the We s t
Bank and Gaza, expand the settlements, and per-
haps in the future throw out a few more
Palestinians so that the area would be re l a t ive ly
easy to contro l . So somehow the interests of Isra e l
a re ve ry mu ch part of this mu l t i faceted war as
seen by a right wing, n e o - c o n s e rva t ive group in
Washington which believes Israel is best served by
ex p a n s i o n , brutality and a continued contempt fo r
the UN.

One important factor not usually taken into
account by commentators in the West is the impor-
tance of Iraq to A rab culture and A rab civ i l i s a t i o n .
I raq enjoys a particularly privileged place—dur-
ing the Abassi period, f rom 750 A D, Baghdad wa s
the capital of the wo rld and for a period of 600
ye a rs was the capital of science, a r t ,h u m a n i t i e s ,i n
what was then the civilised wo rld and the core of
the A rab Empire ,w h i ch extended into Spain,
Southern Euro p e , as well as Northern A f r i c a ,a n d
to the East, t o d ay ’s Sri Lanka. S o, the travail of the
I raqi people, as the White House circular suggests,

is to bomb Baghdad to produce “ s h o ck and awe ”
in the population. All of this is considered to be,
for most A rabs and Ira q i s , an attack at the ve ry
heartland of the A rab wo rl d ,A rab people, A rab
c ivilisation and of A rabism itself. And the US
p l a n n e rs’ reason for this is to break once and fo r
all the spirit of A rab unity and nationalism, w h i ch
has historically been a thorn in the side of
Western Imperialism.The battle, I contend, is still
going on for control of this rich area and for the
self-determination of those people.

The link question which is never discussed in
the media is Pa l e s t i n e . If you listen to Secre t a ry
Powe l l , all the commentators in the media (during
what is the wo rst moment in the history of the
American media when they simply support with-
out question, comment or sufficient inve s t i g a t ive
e n e rgy what the administration say s , and are
t h e m s e l ves invo l ved in stirring up hysteria for wa r
and a kind of xenophobia against Iraq; a place
w h i ch they have no idea of, w h i ch they pers o n a l i s e

S top the Wa r
S top the Killing

E d ward Said

All photographs:
Aftermath of
the Sabra and
Chatila
Massacres,
Lebanon, 1982.
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with this demonic fig u re of Saddam Hussein) and
the furo re over Iraq being in contravention of the
UN Charter, i t ’s never mentioned that aside fro m
the US, w h i ch is also a state which is in contrave n-
tion of nu m e rous UN treaties and pro t o c o l s ,t h e re
is the question of Isra e l .I s rael has been in con-
tempt of 64 UN Security Council and Genera l
A s s e m b ly re s o l u t i o n s . For 35 ye a rs since the 1967
occupation of the West Bank and Gaza, it has sys-
t e m a t i c a l ly flouted the Geneva Conve n t i o n ,t h e
UN Declaration of Human Rights, and 64 re s o l u-
tions drawing attention to abuses of human rights
by Isra e l i s .S h a ron—who is now threatened with a
l aw suit against him in Belgium for War Crimes
committed during the 1982 Israeli invasion of
L ebanon resulting in the massacres of Sab ra and
Chatila—has conducted a policy of purist re p re s-
sion against Palestinians which must be ex a m i n e d
against the abuses of Saddam Hussein in Ira q .Th e
I s raeli army has used Ap a che helicopters ,m i s s i l e s ,
ro cke t s , F16 jets against civilian populations in
the West Bank and Gaza. It has imposed curfew s
sometimes lasting over 200 days on a civilian pop-
ulation which is basically unarmed: there is no
Palestinian A r my, N avy or A i r fo rc e . Close to 2,000
people have been killed by the Israeli military,
some designated as terrorists although none of
them ever had trials.Th e re has been a whole poli-
cy of “ t a rgeted killings”, “ ex t ra judicial assassina-
t i o n s ” against Pa l e s t i n i a n s , sometimes whole
families are killed by mistake or through “ c o l l a t-
e ral damage”.The economies of the West Bank
and Gaza have suffered an enormous and cata-
s t rophic economic blow on a day - t o - d ay basis, p a r t-
ly because of the closures where no Pa l e s t i n i a n
can leave or enter, or go from one part of the same
t own to another; partly because of the delibera t e
p o l i cy of Israel razing agr i c u l t u ral gro u n d ,d e s t roy-
ing it, c o n fiscating land, building settlements on
it; making it impossible for people to go to wo rk ,
for students to study, for unive rsity pro f e s s o rs and
students to enter classes. This is the longest mili-
t a ry occupation in modern history and yet the US
c o n n ives in this to supply Isra e l .The total is $135
billion since the beginning of the occupation.Th i s
is the largest amount of fo reign aid ever given by
a ny country to another country. In add i t i o n , in the
UN the US vetoes resolutions which condemn
I s ra e l ,w h i ch ask Israel to cease and desist fo r
example from demolishing houses—60 houses
alone this week and 21 people killed. But that
does not even deserve a mention in the A m e r i c a n
media as they focus on the imminent threat to the
US—the largest and most powerful military
m a chine in the history of the wo rl d — f rom this
i n c a p a c i t a t e d ,t y rannical regime in Baghdad. A l l
the while, as Sharon has openly said, his gove r n-
ment has been abusing the Palestinian civ i l i a n
population by attacking hospitals and ambu-
l a n c e s , by making it impossible for people to have
k i d n ey dialysis and pregnant women to have their
ch i l d ren in hospitals—they are held up in the ra i n
and mud at barricades sometimes dying as a
re s u l t .Trees are uprooted—an ave rage of 896
t rees have been uprooted eve ry day by the Isra e l i
A r my since the beginning of the Intifada and that
does not even touch upon the question of the set-
t l e rs .

I s rael entered lands that we re Palestinian in
1 9 6 7 , including East Jerusalem which wa s
a n n exed that ye a r, and has implanted 400,000 set-
t l e rs against eve ry UN Resolution and
C o nve n t i o n .These settlements are now connected
to each other by a roads system which cost $780
million to build, paid for almost entire ly by the
U S , on which only settlers can travel in such a way
as in Apartheid South A f r i c a . The economy has
been delibera t e ly destroyed on the West Bank and
Gaza by Isra e l . It has de-developed the economy of
Palestine so that there is a rate of 65% unemploy-
m e n t . It is estimated that over 60% of the popula-
tion lives beneath the poverty line of $2 a day.
M a l nu t r i t i o n , as the UN has been say i n g , is now
an endemic structural problem for the West Bank
and Gaza. About 70% of the population is in need
of food because Israel will not allow them to grow
their ow n , import it or even travel to places where
t h ey can get fo o d . In the case of some of the vil-
lages near the green line, w h i ch have been fed or
supplied to some degree by well intentioned

I s raeli re s i s t e rs bringing food in, that is now fo r-
b i dd e n .The West Bank and Gaza is basically
l o cked up. On the western side there is the sea, o f
w h i ch two thirds of the coast is closed to
Pa l e s t i n i a n s .Th ree large settlements nu m b e r i n g
7,500 Israelis inside the middle of Gaza, ch o p p i n g
it up, a re protected by 12,000 tro o p s .Wh e reas 1.2
million Palestinians live like sardines in re f u g e e
c a m p s , tenements and towns mostly filled with the
s t e n ch of rubb i s h ,w h i ch they are not allowed to
re m ove; putrefying carc a s s e s , stagnant wa t e r, i n
fact eve ry possible condition of abject pove r t y,
m a l nutrition and psych o l ogical trauma ex p e r i-
enced by no other population on earth today. A l l
this has been going on with the sponsorship of the
US in a case of the most monumental human
hy p o c r i s y. As the US pushes an aggre s s ive policy
against Ira q , accusing it of eve ry nefarious crime
against its own interests under the cover of fig h t-
ing terro r i s m ,S h a ron and his army pursue an
a c t ive policy of collective punishment against
Palestinian civ i l i a n s .

While Israel enjoys US military support and
unending financial support, the US will not eve n
a l l ow the UN to discuss the Palestinian question;
even for International Observe rs to protect the
Palestinians from human rights abuses carried out
by Israeli troops who are encouraged in a kind of
racist contempt to treat them like animals and
m a ke sure their pride and dignity as human
beings are trampled upon.Th ey ’ re humiliated
whether through random house search e s , ra n s a ck-
ing of buildings, vandalisation of pro p e r t y, o r
t h rough more brutal means where they re m ove
the re c o rds of the Central Bureau of Statistics,
M i n i s t ry of Education, M i n i s t ry of Health, to make
s u re that Palestinian re c o rds of a collective nation-
al existence are erased fo reve r.Those are crimes
against humanity, a c t ive war crimes committed by
a ck n owledged war criminals like Sharo n , who in
I s rael in 1982 after the illegal invasion of Leb a n o n
(the first modern instance of announced re g i m e
change) was convicted by an Israeli court of the
responsibility for the massacres of Sab ra and
C h a t i l a , w h i ch occurred under Israeli superv i s i o n .

Our protest against war has to be inclusive and
has to deal with the issues which are connected to
e a ch other.That this military action against Ira q
has to be seen as a part of a collective punish-
m e n t , and that the problem of Pa l e s t i n i a n
refugees started in 1948 when Israel was estab-
lished as a result of ruining and destroy i n g
Palestinian society. One has to understand and
accept this is ve ry mu ch at the core of the tension
b e t ween the A rab and Islamic wo rld on the one
h a n d , and the We s t ,e s p e c i a l ly the US, on the
o t h e r.That our battle against war is also our battle
against human rights ab u s e s ,w h e re ever they
o c c u r. We cannot be invidious and just focus on
I ra q , bring them to their knees, o c c u py the coun-
t ry and rule it militarily just because Iraq is a net
exporter of oil connected to the Caspian axis.
Th e re ought to be a broad front in the protests not
o n ly against US action in Iraq but also against US
action in Pa l e s t i n e . It is simply ludicrous to hear
P resident Bush describe Saddam Hussein as a
H i t l e r, as a demon, as an evil man, and on the
other hand, with a straight fa c e , describe Genera l
Ariel Sharon as a man of peace, w h i ch he did in
June last ye a r.

Q u e s t i o n s :
What immediate effect would an attack on Ira q
sanctioned by the UN or otherwise have on the sit-
uation re g a rding Israel and Pa l e s t i n e ?

H ow do you asses the chances of the demon-
s t rations or the peace movements in the US?

What is the effect of the anti-terrorism laws in
the US?

Is there a place for non violence as a re s p o n s e
to any of this, either in Pa l e s t i n e , on the march e s ,
or in relation to Ira q ?

You wrote three weeks ago in the G u a r d i a n:
“ When will we resist”; we ‘the A rab s ’ . As yo u
r i g h t ly said, the US is close to an attack on the
A rab wo rld to redesign the Middle East and con-
t rol the oil, and you suggest that the A rabs re m a i n
p a s s ive and submissive and you call for a collec-
t ive ,g e nu i n e ly A rab alternative . Could you outline
this alternative ?
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Ed wa rd Said:
The like ly effect of an attack on Iraq by the US,
what would be the effect on Palestine? The most
nightmarish scenario suggests that under the
c over of a confla gration in Iraq with the wo rl d ’s
attention turned to that locale, the Israeli gove r n-
ment under Sharon might undertake what it calls
a “ t ransfer of populations”—use the opportunity
of the distractions to drive out another large seg-
ment of the Palestinian population to places like
Jo rd a n , Egypt and Leb a n o n . Although I think it’s
also unfeasible because we ’ re dealing with a
politicised and galvanised population that hasn’t
submitted to the terror tactics of Sharo n .
Speaking as a Pa l e s t i n i a n , I am ex t re m e ly pro u d
of the fact that Palestinians have not surre n d e re d ,
and that Palestinian life—in its terrible tatters
t o d ay—is still going on.Th e re will be resistance to
an attempt to drive out large nu m b e rs of the pop-
u l a t i o n .

Another scenario is increasing the number of
lands taken from Pa l e s t i n i a n s , while Sharon say s
he is willing to make a peace deal, in which case
t h e re will be little land left—the fig u re is now
40% of the West Bank and 75% of Gaza, the rest is
a n n exed by Isra e l ,t a ken for settlement, and Isra e l
will continue to control the entra n c e s , ex i s t s ,
water and air rights. So anything like a real sove r-
eignty for the Palestinians is defin i t e ly not in
S h a ro n ’s programme and the war in Iraq will
m a ke it easier for him (with the support of the
US) to impose draconian solutions.

An attack on Iraq would be ex t re m e ly deleteri-
ous to the Palestinians also because the attention
of the wo rld will be focused on Iraq and the
t re m e n d o u s ly needed humanitarian aid for fo o d ,
shelter and health services re q u i red by the
Palestinian population under siege, l iving in a sys-
tem of Ap a r t h e i d , will be suspended.Th e re are
a l re a dy stories that UNRWA , the agency fo r
Palestinian re f u g e e s , is running out of money.
Th ey have a few months left in funds and sup-
p l i e s .Th e re is a humanitarian catastrophe in the
o f fing for a population that has alre a dy suffere d
for 35 ye a rs under Israeli occupation.

Th e re is also the possibility that more people
will understand the linkage between Pa l e s t i n e
and Ira q .That the Imperial hand in both places,
the contravention of human rights and UN re s o l u-
tions in both places, need to be considered tog e t h-
e r. What we are living through is a continu e d
a t t e m p t ,w h i ch has gone on for over 150 ye a rs ,t o
keep the A rab countries of the Middle East div i d-
e d , we a kened and basically under outside domina-
t i o n . Imperial domination is still flo u r i s h i n g ,t h e
result being social distortion, wide spread military
g overnments and human rights abuses that one
associates with countries like Iraq and Syria.

The question about demonstrations in the US.
This is the first time in modern history that there
has been such a wide spread set of demonstra t i o n s
and protests in the US befo re war begins.Th e re ’s
a ve ry widespread feeling on the part of the popu-
lation that this is an unnecessary wa r, that it’s
being waged for obscure and constantly ch a n g i n g
p u rp o s e s , that the war on terrorism that we we re
supposed to be fighting in Afghanistan has been
fo rg o t t e n , and that we are now in a state of wa r
based on pre-emption (the new military doctrine
of the US) that most Americans re f u s e .Th e
d e m o n s t rations are serious and important and not
to be underestimated in their effect on gove r n-
ment in the long run. Wh a t ’s so important ab o u t
them is that people are being asked to ch o o s e
b e t ween being a rogue power acting out of enor-
mous stre n g t h ,o b d u ra cy, and a kind of blindness
to eve ryone else, or acting like a member of the
wo rld commu n i t y. And most A m e r i c a n s ,l i ke most
people eve ry w h e re , want the latter: to be part of
the wo rld community bound by the laws of wa r
and the conventions of the UN, e t c . We are too
small a wo rl d , and now because of the systems of
modern electronic commu n i c a t i o n , no part of the
wo rld is distant or without its effect on any other
p a r t . So I think there ’s a dawning consciousness
among vast nu m b e rs of A m e r i c a n s ,c e r t a i n ly
among the yo u n g .

As a result of the outrages of September 11th
t h e re has been an atmosphere of re p re s s i o n
i n c reasing over time in the US, with alarm show n

by the civil liberties commu n i t i e s , and especially
c o m munities of Muslims, A rabs and people of
c o l o u r, for whom preve n t ive detention, racial pro-
filing and invasions of priva cy have become ro u-
t i n e .M a ny thousands of Americans and re s i d e n t
aliens in the US are inv i d i o u s ly discriminated
against simply on the basis of their ra c e , re l i g i o n
and country of origin.Th e re is a mass hy s t e r i a ,a n
a t m o s p h e re symbolised by the Te r rorism and
Patriot Act which makes it a crime, in a way, to be
an A rab .Th e re are many incidents of people sit-
ting on planes and buses reading A rabic new s p a-
p e rs and being asked not to do so, or to leave ,o r
being taken into custody because they disturb the
other passengers . And people are picked up sim-
p ly on their name, t a ken aside at airports and
other public places because of this fear. I ’ ve seen
the deliberate identification of Islam with terro r-
ism which has occurred at least since the Ira n i a n
revolution of 1979. A fo reign devil is ve ry impor-
tant to the fo reign policy of the US—Islam and
Muslim people are the fo reign dev i l . Plus the fa c t
that the Israeli government has waged an unceas-
ing war against Palestinians under the rubric of
fighting terro r i s m ,w h i ch they we re ve ry clever to
adopt as their policy. So there ’s a sense of justifie d
vigilance and pre - e m p t ive punishment which has
caused wide sectors of the American public to be
alarmed at the loss of civil liberties, the suspen-
sion of due pro c e s s — for example the case of pris-
o n e rs in Guantanamo Bay, and many others
t h roughout the US who have been picked up, n o t
a l l owed to see law ye rs , not ch a rg e d , detained fo r
t h ree months at a time and then maybe re -
d e t a i n e d .The atmosphere is such that people have
to be careful of what they ’ re told, what they say.
Th e re ’s a McCarthyite atmosphere on some
American campuses where criticism of Israel and
US policy in the Middle East is immediately
equated with anti-Americanism and anti-
S e m i t i s m .

I don’t want to conclude on an entire ly negative
note—most people have been aroused in this
c o u n t ry to the dangers of abuses to the constitu-
tional rights and privileges that eve ry A m e r i c a n
ought to enjoy. Wh i ch is one of the great prides of
this country. But these rights are thre a t e n e d .Th e
g overnment is deeply conserva t ive , re a c t i o n a ry,
and it wants submission and docility, rather than a
d e m o c ra t i c a l ly active , participating citize n . And it
is the duty of intellectuals to try to remind people
of our rights and our heritage as a people in
s e a rch of more fre e d o m ,f reedom through commu-
nity and common goals rather than through the
assertion of power and fo rc e .That the US is a cap-
italist society which has re c e n t ly gone thro u g h
t remendous revelations of corp o rate greed and
c o r r u p t i o n , plus the fact we ’ re in the middle of a
ve ry seve re economic re c e s s i o n ,h ave awa ke n e d
people to the abuses of which this system is capa-
ble—the fact that we don’t have health insura n c e
as you do; that the so-called we l fa re safety net has
been re m oved due to neo-liberal policies begin-
ning with the Clinton administration but certainly
c o n t i nuing now; the state of public education is
d i s a s t ro u s ,e s p e c i a l ly in large cities like New Yo rk ,
B a l t i m o re , Los A n g e l e s . A hopeful sign is that
t h e re is an awa kened public consciousness now,
that we needn’t be patriotic, patriotic being one of
the supreme US virtues towa rds eve rything that
the President and his coterie of adv i s e rs want us
to do.

As to the question of non-violence, I would pre-
fer to use the phrase ‘mass action’, h e re and in the
occupied territories. E ve ry liberation move m e n t
has tried to protect itself from injury, killing and
abuse of the kind that is heaped on Pa l e s t i n i a n s
e a ch day by the Israeli A r my.Th e re are instances
of peaceful marches bro ken up by soldiers using
l ive ammunition where 30 or 40 people are killed,
or bulldoze rs demolishing houses with people in
t h e m , or the razing of the Jenin refugee camp in
w h i ch many people lost their properties but also
their live s .The Israeli army is not shy about using
all its enormous we a p o n ry, w h i ch includes
weapons of mass destruction. I s rael has an esti-
mated 200 nuclear warheads plus biological and
chemical wa r fa re capab i l i t i e s , and has not signed
a non-pro l i f e ration or nuclear tre a t y. Against all
t h a t , one has to talk about organised mass action
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in which large nu m b e rs of people impede, at gre a t
risk to their live s , the processes of segre g a t i o n ,
p roperty destruction, ab ove all land ex p ro p r i a t i o n .
Th a t ’s beginning to emerge as the principle means
of struggle in Pa l e s t i n e . Most people feel that sui-
cide bombing—which I’ve opposed from the ve ry
beginning—is counter- p ro d u c t ive .I t ’s of course an
ex p ression of desperation and a kind of terminal
f r u s t ra t i o n , but in the end it brings nothing but
m o re re p r i s a l s , m o re punishment and more suffer-
i n g .Th e re is now a search for democratic partici-
pation in mass pro t e s t .What we have is the slow
e m e rgence of national initiatives in the Occupied
Te r r i t o r i e s , of people coming together to perfo r m
self-help and protest actions, actions that engage
and mobilise Isra e l i s , because you can’t talk ab o u t
self-determination in Palestine without also talk-
ing about the participation of Israelis in the same
p ro c e s s .I t ’s two people in one land, and that re a l i-
ty means that they have to share not only in each
o t h e rs’ fate but in each others’ tro u b l e s .Th e re are
all kinds of hopeful signs that will expand the
struggle against militarism, for example yo u n g
I s raeli re s e rvists who refuse to serve on the We s t
Bank and Gaza.

The point I made in my article on submissive
A rab s , please don’t misunders t a n d . I was talking
about the A rab re g i m e s ,w h i ch are unre p re s e n t a-
t ive ,u n d e m o c ra t i c , maintained by re p ression and
fo rc e — eve ry country in the A rab wo rld (to a
greater or lesser degree) is ruled by the secret ser-
vice and the military. Most countries, i n c l u d i n g
some of the most liberal in appearance like Egypt
and Jo rd a n ,h ave ve ry seve re press laws where
f reedom of ex p ression is highly circ u m s c r i b e d ,
and where the powe rs of the gove r n m e n t — l i ke
the Israeli and US governments—claim to be
fighting Islamic terrorism and have imposed ve ry
h a rsh measures on the population, making them
isolated from their people. I t ’s these gove r n m e n t s
that I was talking ab o u t , that now cringe in sub-
m i s s i o n .Th ey realise that their continuation in
o f fice depends on the patronage of the US and
t h e re fo re will say nothing in public that might
upset the US, for fear that after the war pro t e c-
tion will be taken from them and they will fa l l
p rey to their people’s desires and wishes.What I’m
re a l ly talking about is the need for A rab intellec-
t u a l s — w r i t e rs , film make rs ,p h i l o s o p h e rs ,j o u r n a l-
i s t s , the wo m e n ’s movement and human rights
m ovements—to continue to mobilise as many
A rabs as possible to enter the political struggle
and not sit back waiting for an American military
g overnment to redesign the whole are a .The gre a t
danger we face as a people, that all people fa c e ,i s
the imposition of government and power fro m
ab ove—whether from globalisation or military
p ower of the sort the US wields—and the re s u l-
tant depoliticisation. I n formed in part by the
i n t e r n e t , mass media and satellite channels like
A l - Ja ze e ra—some A rab channels have a wider
range of discussion and opinion, and because
t h ey ’ re satellite are not so liable to censorship and
c o n t rol by the gove r n m e n t — t h e re ’s a genera l
m ovement towa rds mobilisation and a feeling that

if we don’t take our fate in our own hands and
become responsible for our future ,i t ’s not going to
be done by the ruler and it’s certainly not going to
be done by the A m e r i c a n s .

Th e re was an item in today ’s paper about a
group of Iraqi opposition people who only two
weeks ago we re deeply impressed with how
P resident Bush was committed to civilian democ-
ra cy in Ira q , since then they have had meetings
with the real people whom they ’ re going to have
to deal with (people like General To m my Fra n k s ,
the Pentagon and State Department Planners who
a re in ch a rge of post wa r, p o s t - S a ddam Iraq) and
t h ey fin a l ly realised that the US administra t i o n ’s
o n ly interested in securing its interests in Ira q ,i n
o i l ,a n d , as for the Iraqi people and the opposition,
t h ey can go fly a kite.Th a t ’s the fa l l a cy most peo-
ple believe when they re ly on and ally themselve s
with Imperial powe rs who they think will drive
them gloriously into a liberated country.What is
happening now is an awa kening in the US, t h e
A rab States and elsew h e re in the wo rl d ,t h a t
announcing a war and going at it with flimsy pur-
poses and without fairness or justice are unaccept-
able policies.We live on a planet where people
want to live together and not be subject to the
enormous power of the last remaining super
p ower like the US, and the people that rule it.

Q u e s t i o n :
What are the like ly consequences of the re - e l e c-
tion of Sharon in Palestine and Isra e l ?

Ed wa rd Said:
It seems to me his gove r n m e n t , for all the appear-
ance of strength and determination it tries to
ex u d e , is a troubled gove r n m e n t .The most like ly
scenario is that Sharon will continue what he’s
d o i n g , and under the cover of affa i rs of war in Ira q
perhaps be able to do it with a little more impuni-
ty and more damage, but it’s like ly also that an
election will be called, that his government will
fall sooner rather than later. But I’m quite discour-
aged by the Israeli peace move m e n t , the so called
l i b e ra l s , who claim that they we re re a l ly defeated
by the Intifa d a , that they we re betrayed by
A ra fa t ’s refusal to accept the Camp David sugges-
tions in 2000.Th a t ’s simply unacceptable hand
w r i n g i n g . Fi rst of all there ’s no re l i able re c o rd of
what was offered at Camp Dav i d , and if A ra fa t
and his people refused it they must have know n ,
h aving accepted so many pre p o s t e rous things in
the past, that this would not be acceptable to their
p e o p l e . And whatever we now know about the
p l a n , it was that Israel was willing to return a per-
centage of the land (a ve ry high perc e n t a g e
a c c o rding to them) but it would be divided land,
c a n t o n i s e d , with Israel controlling the spaces
b e t we e n .When Israeli propagandists in A m e r i c a —
l i ke N ew York Ti m e s columnist Thomas Fr i e d m a n —
keep saying the Palestinians we re offered 95%
and they turned it dow n ,i t ’s like saying prisoners
run 95% of the jail, but of course the guards and
wa rdens control the wa l l s , ex i t s ,w i n d ow s , wa t e r
and electric supply. So the Israeli protest move-
ment withdrew from the struggle against their
own gove r n m e n t ’s depre d a t i o n s ,p o l i cy of occupa-

t i o n , demolitions and settlement building.Th e re is
no way any b o dy should be convinced by so-called
l i b e ral Israelis saying “ we want peace but the
Palestinians are n ’t doing their part.”The thing to
remember is, that if there is a military occupation,
the burden is on the occupier and its citizens to
end it, not on the oppressed people to stop re s i s-
t a n c e .The problem is to get rid of the occupation
and the only people who can do that—aside fro m
the Palestinians who are fighting it—are the
I s raeli citizens themselve s . It is the Israeli gove r n-
ment that has been committing crimes against
h u m a n i t y, against the Palestinian people.

This is an edited transcript of a live video link-up
from Colombia University, N ew Yo r k , to public meet -
ings called by the Palestine Solidarity Campaign and
Globalise Resistance, on 14/2/03. It was dire c t ly fol -
lowed by a live video link-up from Gaza with Mrs Al-
D u r ra h .

Scottish Palestine Solidarity Campaign
Peace & Justice Centre , Princes Stre e t
E d i n b u rg h , EH2 4BJ
Tel: +44 (0)131 538 0257
email: palsolcam@blueyo n d e r. c o. u k

Globalise Resistance
h t t p : / / w w w. grs c o t l a n d . n e t

Participants and sites included: Edinbu r g h
U n i v e r s i t y, University of Sussex, Durham University,
Napier University; Augustine United Church ,L o n d o n
S chool of Economics, U l l a p o o l , University of Dundee,
University of Te e s i d e .
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S h o r t ly after the NATO intervention in Ko s ovo in
1 9 9 9 ,M i chael Ignatieff published a book called
‘ Virtual Wa r ’1. In it he argued that Ko s ovo was a
n ew type of confli c t ,m a rked most particularly by
the ability of Western nations to wage what he
called ‘ war with impunity’.This impunity had two
d e fining ch a ra c t e r i s t i c s . Fi rs t ly, ‘the citizens of the
NATO countries… we re mobilized not as combat-
a n t s , but as spectators .The war was a spectacle…
The events in question we re as remote from their
essential concerns as a football game’ (p. 3 ) .
S e c o n d ly, the sheer wealth of the West means
t h a t , even with re l a t ive ly small defence budgets,
we can affo rd to fight wa rs and not suffer notice-
able changes to our standard of liv i n g . Both these
c o n d i t i o n s , Ignatieff arg u e d , we re new, and funda-
m e n t a l ly altered the nature of global power re l a-
t i o n s . ‘If Western nations can employ violence
with impunity, will they not be tempted to use it
m o re often? The answe rs… are not obv i o u s . Fo r
the future depends not on us but on our enemies.
Th ey, l i ke us, a re drawing their own conclusions
f rom the way we seek to avoid the mortal hazard
of war’ (p. 5 ) . Contained in Ignatieff’s wo rds is a
warning: as we continue to enjoy such ab s o l u t e
a s y m m e t ry of powe r, we find ours e l ves inex o rab ly
d rawn into other asymmetries: the only options
ava i l able to the ‘enemies’ of such nonchalant bel-
l i g e rence are terrorism and guerilla wa r fa re .

So it is that only three ye a rs after the book’s
p u b l i c a t i o n , its prophesies having come to pass,
we must yet again find new theorisations of the
global ord e r, even whilst that order is still mu t a t-
i n g . It has been suggested that we should put our
d e l i b e rations to one side until the sandstorm
abates and the vista becomes clear again; howev-
e r, is it not possible that this new state of flux i s
( for some time to come, at least) the new wo rl d
o rder? ‘ S t ability’ is supplanted by contingency,
impunity by uncertainty, war without end, A m e n .

If we return to Ignatieff and consider the way
in which he describes the nascent phenomenon of
‘virtual war’ at the end of the twentieth century,
we might find some ways of drawing out historical
t h reads that can reconnect us with the wo rl d
b e fo re September 11th 2001, when Ground Zero
initiated an American Year Zero eve ry bit as all-
consuming as that of the Khmer Rouge or the
Ja c o b i n s .We might trace some back ground to cur-
rent crises in conceptions of ‘ d e m o c ra cy’ and ‘ s o c i-
e t y ’ , in addition to offering some corre c t ives to
what may be an occasionally deterministic or pre-
m a t u re account on Ignatieff’s part.This is a com-
p l ex inve s t i g a t i o n ,h oweve r, since we ’ re dealing
with two sets of schismatic events; first the ‘ v i r t u-
alisation’ of wa r, as Ignatieff sees it, with all the
changes concomitant to that, and subsequently
the attacks on the Wo rld Trade Centre and the
Pe n t a g o n , and the commencement of the War on
Te r ro r. We there fo re have to add ress two mu t u a l ly
i n t e rdependent determinisms, both of which are
c l a i m i n g , to a greater or lesser ex t e n t , to have wit-
nessed the end of the wo rld as we prev i o u s ly knew
i t .

Vi rt u a l i t i e s
Most of Ignatieff’s book is composed of articles
and essays republished from other sources; only
the concluding chapter (also called ‘ Virtual Wa r ’ )
was written specific a l ly for the book. I t ’s this ch a p-
ter and its contentions that I want to consider in
detail here , and to fo l l ow up. B e fo re I begin that
c o n s i d e ra t i o n ,h oweve r, I want to examine some of
the different potential meanings of the term ‘ v i r-
tual’; Ignatieff uses it pointedly, in a specific con-
t ex t , but it has a variety of resonances that we
should not ove rl o o k .These day s , the wo rd is most
often used to refer to concepts and tech n o l og i e s
connected with cy b e rspace and ‘ Virtual Reality’ (a
t e ch n o l ogy which ,s i g n i fic a n t ly, is almost alway s
c o n s i d e red in terms of video games). U n d e rly i n g
all three of the meanings or connotations
described below is a sense of some sch i s m

b e t ween the ‘ real’ and the ‘ s i mu l a t e d ’2.Wa r, it is
ro u t i n e ly and blithely asserted in the media and
by philosophers , political theorists and stra t e g i s t s ,
is now little more than a computer game3;
Ignatieff comments, ‘ The bombing of Baghdad wa s
the first war as light show and the aerial bombard-
ment of Iraqi fo rces was the first battle turned
into a video-arcade game’ (p. 1 6 8 ) . Bear in mind
t wo things, as you read on. Fi rs t ly, the phra s e
‘ s h o ck and awe’ was briefly re g i s t e red as a tra d e-
m a rk by Sony, b e fo re they decided that this was in
‘bad taste’ (does this mean that the war in Ira q
will not be coming to a Playstation™ near yo u
soon? Of course it will, t h ey just decided to do it
with better taste). S e c o n d ly, the ubiquitous web
video prov i d e r, R e a l . c o m , made this the first pay -
p e r- v i ew wa r. It ‘ o f f e red’ users of American media
websites such as CNN.com and ABC.com the
‘opportunity’ to pay a subscription to view their
l ive video streams from Baghdad.

Most immediately, t h e n , ‘virtual’ re f e rs to the
way in which not only the eve ry d ay citize n ry, i n
the We s t ,a re now re m oved from the fig h t i n g
( m o b i l i s e d , in the overwhelming majority, as spec-
t a t o rs , rather than as conscripts or mu n i t i o n s
wo rke rs ) , but so also are the military leaders h i p
t h e m s e l ve s .A c c o rding to the rhetoric of ‘ p re c i s i o n
bombing’ and ‘smart wa r fa re ’ , war is fo u g h t
re m o t e ly, with computer- and satellite-guided
a r m a m e n t s .

The second level of virtuality concerns the
i n c reasing mediatisation / mediation of the wa r,
the manner in which it has been delive red to 'us'
s p e c t a t o rs—as in a recent history of war re p o r t i n g ,
f rom Vietnam to Qatar, B a s ra and Baghdad.
Fo l l owing the significant impact that images of
the fighting in Vietnam had on public opinion in
the US (and remember here the UK and US gov-
ernments’ contrived dismay at Al Ja ze e ra ’s bro a d-
casting of images of civilian casualties4) ,We s t e r n
g overnments knew that, as communications tech-
n o l ogies deve l o p e d , mu ch tighter control of the
media would be re q u i red during wa r t i m e .Th e
Falklands war took place only twenty ye a rs ago,
and yet at the time footage still took two weeks to
m a ke its way back to TV studios in London.
R e p o r t e rs in the Fa l k l a n d s ,‘ e m b e dded’ as they
we re with the military, we re genera l ly mu ch more
compliant than their colleagues had been in
Vi e t n a m , taking a clearly ‘patriotic’ line ra t h e r
than raising issues about the wo r t h , or conduct, o f
the conflict (hard ly surprising when even Mich a e l
Fo o t , then Labour leader, was falling over himself
to ex p ress his support for the wa r ) . For the mili-
t a ry, the Falklands was a media success, q u e s t i o n s
concerning the sinking of the Belgrano only
e m e rging some time after the wa r.

It was not until a decade later, h oweve r, t h a t
the so-called new tech n o l ogies started to ch a n g e
f u n d a m e n t a l ly the manner in which war was cov-
e red; nor was it necessarily in the way that is so
often described. War re p o r t e rs in Ku wait we re the
first to be able to take advantage of new satellite
t ra n s m i t t e rs portable enough to be used in the
fie l d , meaning that live pictures of a war could, i n
t h e o ry, be beamed around the wo rld; in add i t i o n ,
CNN was the first broadcaster to be able to offer
t we n t y - four hour cove rage of a wa r5. H oweve r, m i l-
i t a ry concerns about what live TV cove rage might
p o t e n t i a l ly mean for the execution of a war stra t e-
gy led to tight contro l s ,s u ch as the pooling of
sanctioned video fo o t a g e .Thus the news netwo rk s
had all the tech n o l ogy re q u i red to cover the wa r
as it happened, but we re able to say almost noth-
ing about it.What we we re offered instead was the
war as a py ro t e chnic display, at a safe distance,
even when, p a ra d ox i c a l ly, the images might be
coming from the nose of an airborne Cruise mis-
s i l e .

S u c c e s s ive tech n o l ogical developments in the
ten ye a rs since the Gulf have accentuated this
d i ch o t o my between filling the schedules of ro l l i n g

n ews channels and extended bulletins and actual-
ly finding something to re p o r t .S o ny made an ear-
lier appearance in the virtualising of war when it
t ra n s p i red that their wa l k m a n - s i zed DV editing
d e cks we re a great favourite with the Ko s ova n
L i b e ration A r my.The KLA became ex t re m e ly
adept at turning out propaganda and handing it,
b ro a d c a s t - re a dy, to journalists desperate for a
s t o ry. It seems that US and British fo rces have
t a ken this tactic into the mainstream with some
relish in recent weeks; and now, of cours e ,t h e
journalists are conve n i e n t ly placed within the
a r my, re a dy to re c e ive the story ‘as it happens’ (or
p e r h a p s , as it is ‘helped into happening’).

Fi n a l ly, t h e re is a sense in which the war in Ira q
is virtualised simply because the political systems
w h i ch justify (demand) it are themselves no more
than the simulation of politics. In a supposedly
‘ p o s t - i n d u s t r i a l ’ ,‘ p o s t - i d e o l ogical’ age, we are
denounced as naïve if we even lament this turn.
Thus Baudrillard fa m o u s ly described the Gulf Wa r
as ‘the absence of politics pursued by other
m e a n s ’ . Public political life no longer exists in the
n e o - l i b e ral eve n - n ewer wo rld ord e r, w h e re pra g m a-
tism rather than principle dictate policy. A simu-
lated politics gives rise to a rolling war with no
clear justification or endpoint (curre n t ly the
choice is between régime change and the destruc-
tion of weapons of mass destruction, and there ’s
no clear indication yet where the ro a d s h ow will
visit nex t ) .

Debunking the myth of isolationism (a further aside)

I s o l at i o n i s t exceptionalism—the sense of the United
S t ates being a city on a hill, s a fe from the fratricide of
E u rope—runs deep in the American electo rate (pp. 1 78 -
7 9 ) .

I t ’s become a cliché to describe the way in which
September 11th roused the US from its slumber,
fo rced it to slough off its isolationism, to re - e n g a g e
with global politics, and so on.The truth of these
statements is usually seen as self-ev i d e n t ,b u t
should proof be re q u i re d ,A m e r i c a ’s former unwill-
ingness to commit even to humanitarian and
p e a c e keeping missions around the wo rld (or at
least to commit its infa n t ry) is cited.

The idea that America pursued any t h i n g
a p p ro a ching an isolationist policy in the decade
after the end of the Cold War is blatantly untrue.
The 1980s saw a series of both covert and open
i n t e rventions in Latin A m e r i c a , and continued US
support for friendly despots elsew h e re . Fo l l ow i n g
the implosion of the communist bloc, the US A r my
did not abandon its many bases around the wo rl d ,
nor did the CIA cease to seek to influence the
geopolitical order on the basis of US self-intere s t .
That the US assists the continuing illegal Isra e l i
occupation of Palestine is but one example of this,
although Israel is one of ve ry few steady themes
in what is otherwise a capricious and opportunis-
tic fo reign policy.

The point of all this is simply to re i t e rate that
‘ v i r t u a l i t y ’ , in all the ab ove senses, has not deliv-
e red us into a ‘post-territorial’ age. And whilst
t h e re seems to be an overwhelming urge in the
media and in political circles to describe the way
in which eve rything changed after September
1 1 t h ,s u ch that the rupture threw up ‘ n ew re a l i-
t i e s ’ , this is also misleading; what we fin d , in fa c t ,
after September 11th are persistent themes made
m o re clear. One is that the physical presence of
US fo rces in bases around the wo rld is not only
m o re important now than it was befo re (indeed
the US can only conduct its wa rs with such
impunity by both maintaining and stre n g t h e n i n g
these commitments), but that this global pre s e n c e
n ever re a l ly went away just because of the onwa rd
m a rch of virtuality. F u r t h e r m o re , even though
o p e n ly illegal unilateral wa rs may have been
f rowned upon by the Clinton administra t i o n ,t h e
idea that befo re September 11th the US was a
sleeping giant, a benevolent superp ower re l u c t a n t

Has the Gulf War taken place ye t ?
Daniel Jewe s b u ry
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to interfere in the affa i rs of others , is quite clearly
and demonstrab ly a my t h .

P recision bombing, v i rtual armies, p ro p a ga n d a , lies and
the new nation stat e
Ignatieff claims that ‘ p recision we a p o n s ’ ,a r m a-
ments that could be re m o t e ly guided and con-
t ro l l e d , we re first developed in Vi e t n a m , a wa r
d e fin i t e ly not fought with impunity. He describes
the way in which new conventional we a p o n ry
became a necessity due to the nuclear stalemate
of ‘ M u t u a l ly A s s u red Destruction’ (MAD):

The beauty of such we a p o n ry was t h at ,u n l i ke t h e
nuclear arsenal, t h ey could be used. B u t only in a ce rt a i n
way. To make the use of these politically and mora l l y
a cce p t a b l e ,i t was essential to increase the precision of
their t a rgeting;… and to re d u ce , if not e l i m i n at e , the risk
to those who fired them… (p. 1 6 4 ) .

He goes on to state that Western advances in com-
puter tech n o l og i e s , often ex p l i c i t ly led or commis-
sioned by the military, fin a l ly sealed the fate of
the Soviet Union. As Moscow clung to an industri-
al economy of scale, the US responded by commit-
ting itself to the new tech n o l og i e s . Ignatieff cites
Mikhail Gorbach ev, who described evidence of
Star Wa rs (Reagan’s short-lived space-based
Missile Defence System, re c e n t ly rev ived by Bush
J n r.) as the one development which fo rced the
S oviet Union’s capitulation6.

Ignatieff goes on to describe some other attrib-
utes of precision wa r fa re , noting that ‘the aim of
post-modern wa r fa re’ is not ‘attrition and destruc-
t i o n ’ , but ‘to strike at the nerve centers — c o m-
mand posts, computer netwo rk s — w h i ch direct the
wa r- m a chine… Command and control can be
a t t a cked both by direct missile bombardment and
also by information wa r fa re: electronic jamming,
release of computer viruses, d i s i n formation and
p ropaganda' (p. 1 6 9 ) .This is virtual wa r fa re in
n e a rly all senses of the wo rd .

‘ C y b e r war’ is just an extension of the old-style
p ropaganda wa r fa re that Psych o l ogical Opera t i o n s
(PsyOps) teams have been churning out fo r
d e c a d e s .I t ’s notab l e ,h oweve r, n ow that journalists
a re on the battlefield and able to send their sto-
ries back instantaneously, h ow the pro p a g a n d a
war is mu ch more consciously waged on the Home
Fro n t .S u re ly this is a central part of the ‘ p o s t -
modern war’? David Leigh, writing re c e n t ly in the
G u a r d i a n, highlighted three types of ‘ d i s i n fo r m a-
t i o n ’ .7 He summarises these as fo l l ow s .‘ L evel 1:
U n c o n firmed false reports presented as fact to
m a ke exciting news stories… Level 2: Disputed
events presented as fact for propaganda purp o s-
es… Level 3: Military disinfo r m a t i o n .’ Th e re are
m a ny ways in which news agencies and embedd e d
journalists conspire , whether consciously or not, t o
assist in the propagation of these various levels of
ly i n g . Into what category, for ex a m p l e , would we
place the infamous ITN pictures of Bosnian pris-
o n e rs at Trnoplje? In that case, ITN camera crew s ,
journalists and editors conspired to give the fa l s e
i m p ression that prisoners at Trnoplje we re ke p t
behind barbed wire in a ‘ c o n c e n t ration camp’ (the
barbed wire behind which prisoners we re seen
a c t u a l ly comprised the animal pen into which ITN
had placed their camera )8. M u ch more re c e n t ly,
the toppling of the statue of Saddam in Fa rd u s
S q u a re (conve n i e n t ly just outside the Pa l e s t i n e
Hotel where the international press we re stay i n g )
has been shown to have been a stunt organised by
the US military and its ‘ o f ficial’ Iraqi opposition,
flown in by the Pentagon a few days prev i o u s ly. N o
m o re than around 75 non-US personnel we re pre-
sent at the eve n t , and the square itself was sealed
off by US Marines while the stunt went ahead9.
An equally important level of disinfo r m a t i o n ,
w h i ch re q u i res a great deal of complicity betwe e n
re p o r t e rs and the military, is that of simple omis-
s i o n . In recent arguments about the ethics of
e m b e dd i n g , journalists have striven to assert that
their integr i t y, their ability to smell a ra t , to main-
tain their cy n i c i s m , remains intact. What the mili-
t a ry realised early on, h oweve r, was that, so long as
the a g e n d a was set by them, it didn’t re a l ly matter
h ow it was re p o r t e d . Could this be why ‘ n o n -
e m b e dded’ journalists in Baghdad we re lab e l l e d
as the mouthpieces of the Iraqi régime by Dav i d
B l u n kett? (The vague accusations made by
B l u n kett we re almost certainly directed most cate-

g o r i c a l ly at the I n d ep e n d e n t ’s Robert Fi s k . )
The arguments surrounding precision bombing

t h e m s e l ves come into the frame of the pro p a g a n-
da wa r :

While precision guidance we a p o n ry is supposed to
reverse the t we nt i e t h -ce nt u ry t rend towa rds eve r
g re ater civilian casualties, wa rfa re dire cted at a society’s
n e rvous sys t e m , rather than aga i n s t its fielded fo rce s,
n e cessarily blurs the distinction between civilian and
m i l i t a ry object i ve s .The most i m p o rt a nt t a rgets have a
dual use. Te l evision stations t ra n s m i tm i l i t a ry signals as
well as info r m at i o n . Power stations run military
computers as well as water pumping stations and
h o s p i t a l s .T h e re is no guara ntee t h at war dire cted at t h e
n e rvous system of a society will be any less sava ge t h a n
war dire cted only at its t roops (p. 1 70 ) .

After the negative publicity generated by the
bombing of the TV station in Belgra d e1 0 d u r i n g
the Ko s ovo campaign, the British government in
particular was anxious to be seen to prosecute this
war in as ‘sterile’ a manner as possible: this wa s
the war in which the lights would be left on,
d e m o n s t rating that in the four ye a rs since Ko s ovo
p recision wa r fa re had once again adva n c e d
i m m e a s u rab ly. At the time of writing, the powe r
and water are still off in Baghdad after seve ra l
d ays (this no doubt due to the dastard ly mach i n a-
tions of the otherwise invisible Ba’ath régime).
This often repeated intention of the gove r n m e n t ,
to strike at the régime and somehow leave the
I raqi people unmolested, alerts us to another ‘ n ew
reality’ that Ignatieff does not add re s s . Whilst the
g overnment and media (and larg e ,p a r t i c u l a rly
hypocritical parts of the anti-war move m e n t )
assert that ‘ we’ are fighting this wa r, c o l l e c t ive ly,
as a nation, ‘ we’ are not fighting ‘them’ (the Ira q i
p e o p l e ,c o l l e c t ive ly, as a nation). So what entity,
ex a c t ly, a re we at war with? What is nationhood if
it is not nation states who fight wa rs? Is it too now
v i r t u a l i s e d , in some way? The people of Ira q , we
a re told, a re glad that the United Kingdom and
United States—us—have liberated them, b e c a u s e
‘ we’ have taken on their régime.Then again, t h e
people of the United Kingdom clearly did not
a p p rove of this conflict befo re it started.This is,
we learn, a new, ox y m o ronic phenomenon: an
imperial war of national liberat i o n.This should
alert us to some pro found difficulties in our
u n d e rstanding of what ex a c t ly the nation state is
in this virtualised, post-September 11th wo rl d .I t
seems infin i t e ly mu t able; on the one hand, t h e
‘ d e m o c ratic’ nations who wage this war pre s u m e
that the ex e c u t ive is entire ly inseparable from the
people who confer its legitimacy; on the other, t h e
despotic ‘ rogue states’ against whom this war is
waged have an ex c l u s ive ly parasitic relationship to
their subjects. U n fo r t u n a t e ly there are plenty of
good despots whose relationship with their people
is as yet undetermined. In all cases the same dic-
tum seems to apply: the Leader is the Pe o p l e .

H aving won the Cold War by virtue of its high-
t e ch , post-industrial economy, the West is now
caught in a peculiar para d ox of the 'virtual wa r ' .
E ven though they allow serv i c e m e n ’s and wo m e n ’s
l ives to be saved and wa rs to be fought ‘ w i t h
i m p u n i t y ’ , the military resists the wholesale adop-
tion of the new tech n o l ogies and the new wa r fa re ,
s i m p ly because it, l i ke the old Soviet Union,
depends on economies of sheer scale. A larg e
a r my is ‘ reassuring’ pre c i s e ly because it mobilises,
by implication, the threat of attack . As long as this
cycle continu e s , the army can be confident that its
f u t u re is guara n t e e d . A scaled-dow n ,t e ch n o l og i c a l
a r my, even if it possesses all the fire p ower and
might of its pre d e c e s s o r, a p p e a r s to be an ack n ow l-
edgement that the ‘ t h reat’ has diminished, a n d
thus one of two things must happen: either people
start to feel less secure ,o r, c o nve rs e ly, t h ey under-
stand that their security is no longer dependent
on a large national army, and the armed fo rc e s ’
insulation from the vagaries of the info r m a t i o n
e c o n o my disappears . Ignatieff takes up this
theme: ‘If you have Cruise missiles, w hy do yo u
need all those airplanes? If you have pre c i s i o n
guided weapons launched from submarines, w hy
do you need all those airc raft carriers and destroy-
e rs?’ (p. 1 7 2 )1 1.

Ko s ovo, t h e n , was not re a l ly the ‘virtual wa r ’
that it might have been, because the military did

not want to adopt all the new tech n o l ogies that
the administration wanted to deploy. And in many
way s , the war in Iraq has been both ‘ m o re new ’
(politicians now realise that they must at least
m a ke the appearance of wanting to kill fewe r
c iv i l i a n s ,h owever credible that may be) and ‘ l e s s
n ew’ (ground fo rces with heavy artillery we re
d e p l oye d , and tanks laid roads behind them in
o rder to establish supply lines). Ignatieff high-
lights a previous conflict between generals in the
a r my and defence chiefs in the Pe n t a g o n :

… the ce nt ral claim of the new technological gospel wa s
t h at co m p u t e r s, b attlefield sensors and spy sat e l l i t e s
could dispel the ‘fo g ’of war—the chaotic unce rt a i nty in
which battles unfo l d ; and eliminate the ‘f r i ct i o n’ —
a d verse t e r ra i n ,c l i m at e ,e q u i p m e nt fa i l u re ,t roop mora l e
and other incalculable fa ctors—standing in the way of
m i l i t a ry victo ry. G e n e rals like Norman Schwa rz kopf we re
s ke p t i c a l :t h ey had bitter co m b at ex p e r i e n ce of both fo g
and friction in Vi e t n a m .T h ey also knew t h at t h e
‘systems analys t s ’of the Pe nt a gon had promised t h e n
t h at n ew technologies married to new t a ctics… wo u l d
dispel the fog and grease the friction of wa rfa re. A n d
t h ey hadn’ t.

Vietnam ve t e rans like Schwa rz kopf we re also ange re d
by the arg u m e nt… t h at putting t roops on the gro u n d
was no longer nece s s a ry… Sooner or lat e r, t h ey arg u e d ,
the army would need to put its soldiers on the gro u n d
to fight their way in and t a ke and hold ground (p. 1 7 3 ) .

The ve ry recent and open disagreements betwe e n
G e n e ral To m my Franks and Donald Rumsfeld
about the size of fo rce that would be needed in
I raq are only the most recent example of a confli c t
that has been continuing for at least the last fif-
teen ye a rs .

Ko s ovo, Ignatieff maintains, o c c u r red ‘in mid
revo l u t i o n ’ . ‘America… has not yet re o rg a n i zed its
t roops around the strategic doctrine which the rev-
olution in military affa i rs makes possible: air- l i f t e d
m a n e u ve r-based wa r fa re by lightly armed squads,
wo rking in and around enemy lines, to call in high
p recision fires from naval and space based
a s s e t s1 2.To some ex t e n t , America and its NATO
allies fought a virtual war because they we re nei-
ther re a dy nor willing to fight a real one’ (pp. 1 7 5 -
6 ) .This throws up some confusion. A f t e r
September 11th, should we conclude that the ‘ rev-
olution’ has been completed, since the tactical
pattern Ignatieff describes sounds ve ry mu ch like
that deployed in Iraq (at least those parts we
k n ow about); or is there a certain amount of ‘ fog ’
s u r rounding this too? Was this war more ‘ re a l ’ ,i n
that it (eve n t u a l ly) was waged in the most part by
l a rge infa n t ry and Marine battalions, or more ‘ v i r-
t u a l ’ , in that it deployed tactical airs t r i kes and
‘ p recision bombing’?

Vi rtual democra c y, v i rtual humanitarianism,
‘ v i rtual co n s e nt’ and other
h o l l ow noises
Writing only three ye a rs ago,
Ignatieff was able to claim
that ‘ [ l ] e a d e rs… add ress their
e l e c t o rates and afterwa rd s
p o l l s t e rs consult samples of
c i t i zens to see just how fa r
t h ey support what the leader
has in mind… When leaders
call for more risk than an
e l e c t o rate will support, t h e
polls pull them back into
line’ (p. 1 7 7 ) . Not this time.The government of the
United Kingdom ve ry nearly unseated itself, s u ch
was its determination to go to war in the face of
public disapproval of such an action (including the
l a rgest demonstration ever held in the United
K i n g d o m ) .

In a section entitled ‘ Virtual consent’ Ignatieff
writes that ‘[t]he power to give or withhold con-
sent to war is an essential element of the fre e d o m
of citizens’ (p. 1 7 6 ) , but goes on to note that in the
ye a rs since the Ko rean Wa r, no formal declara t i o n
of war has been made by either Congress of the
Houses of Pa rl i a m e n t .

This bypassing of the constitution is assisted by
linguistic subterf u ge. S i n ce constitutions state t h at wa r
re q u i res a declaration to be legitimat e , the wo rd ‘ wa r ’
n ever passes a leader’s lips… The wo rd ‘ h u m a n i t a r i a n’
f i g u res pro m i n e ntly (p. 1 7 7 ) .

According to
US Marines,
the US flag that
was put on the
face of Saddam
on 9/4/03 was
the flag that
was flying over
the Pentagon
on September
11.
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In the recent simulation of political dissent that
i m m e d i a t e ly preceded this wa r, both on the stre e t s
and in the House of Commons, what actually hap-
pened? To ny Blair was able to override the wishes
of the British people on this issue, not in spite of,
but b e c a u s e we live in a ‘ d e m o c ra cy ’ .The question
we should be asking is not ‘ h ow could this happen
in a democra cy’ but ‘what does democra cy mean’.
M e m b e rs of Pa rliament we re able to enter the
House and vote on a government motion, and on
various amendments, not on the basis of what
their constituents might have wanted (those
whom they are elected to re p re s e n t ) , but solely on
the basis of their consciences (and career ambi-
t i o n s ) .Thus ‘ c o n s e n t ’ ,s u ch as it wa s , was given to
an illegal confli c t , and this was not anti-democra t-
ic but part of our democratic system.Th e re is sure ly
yet another iro ny in the fact that our own democ-
ratic system allowed the clearly - h e ralded wishes
of its citizens to be ove r-run in the name of prov i d-
ing ‘ d e m o c ra cy’ to someone else. ‘Our vision fo r
the future of Iraq is of a country free of re p re s s i o n
able to live peacefully alongside its neighbours
and develop in a way its own people ch o o s e . I
b e l i eve it is a progre s s ive vision.’ So wrote To ny
Blair in a letter emailed to all Labour Party mem-
b e rs after the vote in the Commons.

B u t if war in the future is sold to voters with t h e
p romise of impunity t h ey may be tempted to t h row
caution to the winds. If military action is co s t- f re e ,w h at
d e m o c ratic re s t ra i nts will remain on the re s o rt to
fo rce?… Democracies may well remain peace loving only
so long as the risks of war remain real to their citize n s .I f
war becomes virtual… democratic electo rates may be
m o re willing to fight especially if the cause is justified in
the language of human rights and even democra c y
itself (pp. 1 7 9-8 0 ) .

What has become apparent from the rhetoric that
p receded and has accompanied the wa r, is that we
a re entering a new era where ‘ d e m o c ra cy’ needs
constant protection from a va g u e ly mobilised ter-
rorist thre a t .That this is a circular arg u m e n t
should hard ly need re i t e rating by now. Nor should
it need to be said that ‘humanitarian wa r fa re’ has
d e l ive red us—and this time quite without iro ny —
to a state where peace is litera l ly wa r. I t ’s just so
e a s y that way.

Ignatieff describes how the A n t i - War campaign
in the States helped to bring the Vietnam War to
an end. One lesson of the virtual war is that, o n c e
it has started, it cannot be stopped by ‘public dis-
a p p rova l ’ .This wa r, w h i ch needed no public
a p p roval to begin, could theore t i c a l ly have been
p revented by a sustained anti-war campaign, h a d
that ve ry clear mandate been re flected in the
House of Commons. If parliament had vo t e d
against British invo l vement in the wa r, it is doubt-
ful that American troops could have fought the
war alone, f rom both the north and south of Ira q .
H oweve r, once hostilities began, it was clear that
the pretense of seeking approval was ove r.

I n co n c l u s i o n
Some of Ignatieff’s own conclusions can be held
up and re - examined in the light of subsequent
d eve l o p m e n t s .Whilst they remain useful, t h e re
a re a few points that are striking now for their
p re m a t u re obsolescence. ‘ Virtual wa r,’ he writes,
‘ p roceeds to virtual victory’ (p. 2 0 8 ) . This is clear
e n o u g h . When we consider the conflict in
A f g h a n i s t a n , can we say for sure when it ended, o r
even whether it has ended? The Gulf War neve r
re a l ly ended, since US and UK planes carried on
bombing Iraq in the subsequent twe l ve ye a rs .A n d
what was the effective outcome of Ko s ovo? ‘ Wa rs
fought in the name of the human rights of other
nations’ national minorities are bound to be self-
l i m i t i n g . We fight for victory and for unconditional
s u r render only when we are fighting for ours e l ve s ’
( p p. 2 0 8 - 9 ) .

But this time ro u n d ,a c c o rding to one of the
excuses at least, we we re fighting for ours e l ve s ,t o
p rotect against the threat of Sadd a m ’s weapons of
mass destruction. Or we re we fighting for the
human rights of the Iraqi people? Or to topple a
régime that was no longer useful? At least this
mu ch is certain, t h e re appears to be no way this
war can ever re a l ly end, since there is no-one to
s u r render to the occupying army (‘Georg e
G a l l oway ’ , suggested one wag in the House of

C o m m o n s ) . And the power vacuum which immedi-
a t e ly fo l l owed ‘ l i b e ration’ has not gone away,
despite the assertion that US and UK fo rces are
n ow policing the streets of Iraqi cities.

For Ignatieff, of cours e , the concept of régime
change as an overt policy was still a distant and
u n l i ke ly possibility (even though, as I have point-
ed out, the US has been changing régimes cove r t ly
for many decades).

A rogue state is judged to be better than no state at a l l .
A Serbia and an Iraq t h at remain int a ct , under despotic
l e a d e r s h i p, a re both pre fe r red to societies dissolving into
civil wa r. And since—a further co nt ra d i ct i o n — We s t e r n
n ations believe in self-d e t e r m i n at i o n ,t h ey are unw i l l i n g
to occ u py these defe ated states and rebuild them fro m
the bottom up in a properly imperial fashion (p. 2 0 9 ) .

Yet this is pre c i s e ly what we find ours e l ves con-
f ronted by now: virtual victory, for sure , in that it
remains as inconclusive as any of the campaigns
that Ignatieff lists; but for different re a s o n s .‘ We ’
h ave toppled the régime, and ‘ we’ will set ab o u t
installing a new one, but in the interim ‘ we’ do not
want to take responsibility for the anarchy that
e n s u e s . And the transition will be long, and com-
p l ex , and uncertain, and ‘ we’ may not even get the
régime we wanted in the end…

Ignatieff's arguments are tainted by a kind of
d e t e r m i n i s m , an ‘endism’ (linked to the arg u m e n t s
p ropagated originally by Francis Fukuyama that we
had re a ched the ‘end’ of history with the collapse of
the Soviet bloc), that we should always be careful to
avo i d .This applies as mu ch to prescriptions con-
cerning the ‘post-9/11 wo rld’ as to Ignatieff’s pre -
September 11th arguments about virtual wa r.

We can close by reconsidering one of the
themes with which began this essay, that of terro r-
i s m . Conor Gearty, an expert on the way in which
Western nations use the threat of terrorism to cur-
tail civil liberties, w rote in 1997 on some para d ox-
es that this threw up1 3. After signing the Oslo
Peace A c c o rds with the PLO in 1994, the Isra e l i
g overnment was in a precarious position: it could
not simply walk away from the White House say-
ing that the terrorist threat was no more , since the
fear of it had been so care f u l ly fo s t e red for the
p receding 45 ye a rs . Nor could it admit as mu ch .
Th u s , by agreeing peace, the ‘ m o d e rate’ Isra e l i s
e f f e c t ive ly ensured their own dow n fa l l .The terro r-
ist threat had to be re - a r t i c u l a t e d , but the ‘ p e o p l e ’
refused to credit this re - a r t i c u l a t i o n1 4.

So the current terrorist threat must be ke p t
a l ive , not diluted, if the same fate is not to befa l l
the neo-conserva t ive administration in
Wa s h i n g t o n . ‘If Western nations can employ vio-
lence with impunity, will they not be tempted to
use it more often? The answe rs… are not obv i o u s .
For the future depends not on us but on our ene-
m i e s .Th ey, l i ke us, a re drawing their own conclu-
sions from the way we seek to avoid the mortal
h a z a rd of war’ (p. 5 ) .This is one of Ignatieff’s pre-
scient insights that remains unchanged by subse-
quent eve n t s , indeed it is substantially prove n .

Speaking re c e n t ly in Pa r i s , Jean Baudrillard ,
who got into so mu ch trouble for stating that the
Gulf War 'would not take place', ' was not happen-
ing' and then 'did not take place', described a va r i-
ation of this interre l a t i o n s h i p1 5. Re-animating the
' M a s t e r : S l ave' dialectic of Hegel, B a u d r i l l a rd sug-
gested that terrorism was now victorious.Th e
M a s t e r, he said, was always that which 'gave life'
to the Slave , 'he who has no right to his ow n
d e a t h ' .The suicide bomber, h oweve r, re c l a i m s
their own death, and thus unseats or deposes the
' M a s t e r ' .A m e r i c a ,h oweve r, still engaged in the
wo rk of mourning September 11th, is unable to
c o n t rol or 'own' its 'death(s)' and so becomes the
s l ave . As US fo rces wander around the globe in
s e a rch of re t r i b u t i o n ,t h ey mere ly act a part which
has alre a dy been written for them. But this
revenge can never be exacted; if it we re , if terro r-
ism we re 'defeated', ' we' should have to stop fig h t-
ing it. Western governments gave life to the log i c
of the terrorist thre a t , but it surpasses their con-
t ro l , and cannot be re a d i ly ex t i n g u i s h e d ,a s
Yitzhak Rabin discove re d .

Perhaps this argument seems to ove rd ra m a t i s e
the effect that any informal or guerilla re s i s t a n c e
can have against the only global superp owe r :
t h e re is re a l ly no 'dialectic' to speak of, we could

a rg u e ,s u ch is the asymmetry. F u r t h e r m o re ,t h e
t h reat presented by Saddam Hussein, a l - Q a e d a ,
and whoever else may come into the fra m e ,i s
m a s s ive ly ove rs t a t e d , for economic and political
e n d s .B a u d r i l l a rd does not mention (as Gearty
implies) that if terrorism didn't ex i s t ,g ove r n m e n t s
would have to invent it, so convenient is the
' t h reat' in justifying the withdrawal or curtailing
of civil liberties. Wh i ch ever way we choose to
a p p ro a ch this pro b l e m a t i c , it seems 'we' have got
o u rs e l ves into a quite intra c t able predicament by
attempting to virtualise a wo rld that, eve ry so
o f t e n , insists on asserting its own re a l i t y.
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L a l chand Azad talks to video and digital artist Ko o j
Chuhan from the group Virtual Migra n t s , about the -
o r y, p ractice and in particular their set of works col -
l e c t i v e ly titled ‘ Terminal Frontiers’ wh i ch bears the
s t rap-line ‘ d ep o r t at i o n , terror and murder by paper’.

LALCHAND: Virtual Migrants have pro d u c e d
e d u c a t ive wo rk s , artistic wo rk s , and wo rked in
association with campaigns. H ow do you see the
relationship between these areas of activ i t y ?

KOOJ: Campaigning is genera l ly to gain support
and lobby—whether through militant action or
o t h e r w i s e — for a specific change and to prov i d e
focal activity for progre s s ive energ i e s . Po l i t i c a l
education is to impart positive or suppre s s e d
i n formation and ideas, to generate critical discus-
sion and present systematic, c o h e re n t ,a l t e r n a t ive
p e rs p e c t ives and practical appro a ches; also to
assist your understanding of your own position
among the power structures of society. P rogre s s ive
art practice in this context is that which enab l e s
heartfelt engagement with the ideas, s t r u c t u re s
and human realities which political education
deals with.

The question is how these fit into social or
political ch a n g e . For any given issue or theme, t h e
associated campaigning, education and art pra c-
tice will be part of a movement whether closely
and active ly or distantly and with minimal re f e r-
e n c e . Change with any signific a n c e , fo u n d a t i o n
and continuity can only be produced if the ele-
ments of a movement can support each other.
U l t i m a t e ly, fundamental political change will only
t a ke place when a whole range of dive rse and
d eveloped elements of a mature movement can be
o rganised cohesive ly and integrated within a log i s-
tical and philosophical fra m ewo rk . In Britain at
the ve ry least this is a long way off, so for now let's
talk about appraising current art practice in re l a-
tion to campaigning.

C e n t ral to Virtual Migrants’ wo rk has been a
connection with anti-deportation campaigns fo r
some ye a rs .These campaigns are part of a move-
ment supporting mainly asylum seeke rs to gain
legitimate refuge in this country where it has
been denied. O ver a long period of time—includ-
ing the twenty ye a rs since I first got invo l ved in
s u ch campaigns—the success of such campaigns
has not moved fo r wa rd despite certain forms of
o rganisation within the movement hav i n g
a dva n c e d — l aws have tightened and people are
being snatched and unfa i rly deported more than
eve r. M aybe this isn’t the fault of the move m e n t
and is just inev i t ab l e , along with the wider dow n-
turn of political consciousness over the same peri-
o d . On the other hand, m aybe the right seeds we re
just simply not sown way back .M aybe short term
victories we re the order of the day and swa l l owe d

up all ava i l able energ y, in which case we should
be able to re d ress this with benefit of hindsight.

LALCHAND: So is Virtual Migrants about sow i n g
s e e d s ?

KOOJ: Recently we have wo rked on two re s p o n s-
es—an educational CD-ROM and the Te r m i n a l
Fro n t i e rs series of art wo rk s .The almost unfunded
C D - RO M , titled ‘ We A re Here Because You We re
Th e re ’ — w h i ch me and Aidan (Jo l ly) put tog e t h e r
with a lot of contributions—is an intro d u c t o ry cri-
tique about immigration and asylum in Britain,
p a r t i c u l a rly geared towa rds schools key stage 3
o n wa rd s . In compiling material for the CD-RO M
we realised that such intro d u c t o ry pers p e c t ive s
and information simply did not exist in any
fo r m — we had to write it ours e l ves rather than
being able to modify existing litera t u re that possi-
b ly should have alre a dy been ava i l ab l e . Pe r h a p s
that in itself answe rs the question about whether
seeds we re sown befo re and whether we might be
c o n s i d e red to be sowing a few? I mean, after all
these ye a rs it re a l ly feels to me that I have had to
c reate this CD-ROM to move fo r wa rd from the his-
t o ry of the legal discrimination focus which has
dominated critical litera t u re about deportations.
The theoretical broader base of links and contex t s
has never been estab l i s h e d , let alone popularised.
The CD-ROM serves to introduce a broader con-
t extual base while the Terminal Fro n t i e rs art-
wo rks allow passionate and empathetic
connection with the ideas in a viv i d ,m oving and
m e m o rable way. But this needs to be part of a
m ovement of sowing similar seeds if wo r t h w h i l e
fruits are to be reaped in the future since we are
up against re a c t i o n a ry ideological seeds being
s own all the time.

LALCHAND: And how does this fit in with the
p rocess of the campaigning activ i t y ?

KOOJ: The CD-ROM add resses the need to impart
i n formation and pers p e c t ives to a broad cro s s - s e c-
tion of the public. We felt this to be particularly
important because of the power of the media in
a reas where there are no refugees yet people are
ve ry anti-asylum, and also because of the lack of
a ny invo l vement of a campaigning or progre s s ive
voice in such geographic are a s . In fa c t , mu ch sin-
c e re progre s s ive invo l vement of local campaigners
is directed towa rds assisting and wo rking with the
victims of state immigration policies, w h i ch may
be welcome but leaves behind the more aw k wa rd
e f fort to debunk myths and encourage pro p e r
d ebate with local indigenous people. I might go on
to argue a similar process having contributed to
the rise of the BNP around Greater Manchester to
s h ow it is part of a broader tendency, and how the

results of this lack of ‘seed sowing’ can allow some
seeds from the far right to be successfully planted
i n s t e a d .B a s i c a l ly, I am saying that there are too
f ew activists who ve n t u re outside ‘ c o nverted’ terri-
t o ry, and while doing so may feel the most unre-
wa rding and even the least mobilising it may in
the long term be the most politically useful.
Perhaps there is a short-termism about mu ch
a c t ivism and campaigning, w h e reas serious politi-
cal education is a long-term affair through which
we are trying to lay the foundations for the future .
I think there is a general lack of unders t a n d i n g
among the left, p rogre s s ives and minority activ i s t s
about the possible roles of art other than as
putting on a benefit or cultural eve n t , or prov i d i n g
p romotional media.

LALCHAND: And within progre s s ive art pra c t i c e
is there perhaps too mu ch ‘ p re a ching to the con-
ve r t e d ’ ?

KOOJ: Having used the phrase myself I have to
s ay it is a re a l ly misleading and unconstructive
c o n c e p t . It certainly is an accusation levelled at
p rogre s s ive artists but it misre p resents the needs
of progre s s ive move m e n t s .S i m i l a rly, my arg u i n g
for the greater sowing of educative seeds is not
the same as pre a ching to the ‘ n o n - c o nve r t e d ’ . Fi rs t
of all, what is ‘ c o nverted’? Within any group sup-
porting progre s s ive activism there are many differ-
ences of opinion, a range of contradictions and
( l i ke for eve ryone else) many suffer from a lot of
m i s i n formation from the dominant discours e s .
Th e re is little opportunity to ex p l o re ,u n d e rs t a n d
and fo c u s , or to re s o l ve pers p e c t ives and further
q u e s t i o n s . Art and media wo rks are a key way in
w h i ch people can come together and do this in a
less didactic way and retain a closeness to the cen-
t ral concerns, a sense of purp o s e , along with the
‘sing it together’ sharing of common ground which
n e c e s s a r i ly sustains any interest-based gro u p.
Though didacticism also has its place—for ex a m-
ple the ‘ We A re Here . . .’ CD-ROM which wa s
intended as an educational wo rk with a capital
‘ E ’ — for use in schools and so on rather than as an
art pro d u c t .H aving said that, it is certainly no
m o re didactic than any school history book and
p ro b ab ly less so; didacticism has to be placed in
c o n t ext and we should challenge those accusa-
tions of being didactic and dogmatic when indis-

TE R M IN A LS AND FRO NTIE R S :
a rt p ra ct i ce , campaigning and
p ro g r e s s i ve change
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c r i m i n a t e ly used against wo rk which states a pro-
gre s s ive critique.

LALCHAND: Lets move on to the Te r m i n a l
Fro n t i e rs ex h i b i t i o n . Can you briefly describe the
p ro j e c t ?

KOOJ: It was a two - year long project with a nu m-
ber of sections which resulted in five differe n t
e l e c t ronic art wo rks being produced by a range of
artists at different leve l s , including Keith Piper,
with a range of contributions including from peo-
ple seeking asylum and also from school ch i l d re n .
The processes invo l ved in creating the wo rks we re
ve ry intensive with a general attempt to scra t ch
b e l ow the surface at the underlying causes for and
c o n t exts around issues to do with asylum and
g l o b a l i s a t i o n , while at the same time wanting to
be true to our personal responses to these issues.
I t ’s all well documented on our web s i t e .

LALCHAND: One of the two key pieces (Ke i t h
P i p e r ’s being the other) was the ‘ What If I’m Not
Real’ installation which you directed and which
i nvo l ved collab o ration with a number of artists.
H ow did this wo rk and what was it ab o u t ?

KOOJ: ‘ What If I’m Not Real’ was deve l o p e d
t h rough mu ch collab o ra t ive discussion with the
e n t i re group of six artists, w h i ch included five of
m i grant origin. A c ross three screens in a circ u l a r
a r ra n g e m e n t , accompanied by other sculptura l
e l e m e n t s , the viewer can fo l l ow the simple move-
ments of the adult, child and official on their
re s p e c t ive screens producing a visual narra t ive
accompanied by fin e ly cra f t e d , mu l t i - d i re c t i o n a l
and alternating musical atmosphere s .A m o n g
other things, the adult tries to sew together the
b o rd e rs of two maps with a thread that will alway s
be too short, the child tries to piece tog e t h e r
assorted fragments of photographs of fa c e s ,a n d
the official both sends off military vehicles and
re c e ives money from the 'ground' of wa t e r.Th e

i n t e rp l ay between the ch a ra c t e rs leads to a fin a l
retaliation from the adult, although equally the
p ower of the piece is that it allows a range of men-
talities between aggressor and underd og to be
woven tog e t h e r, ex p l o red and played out.Th e
mask wo rk and plain garments we re intended to
m i n i m i ze the specific gender and cultural re f e r-
ences while at the same time keeping the sense of
ch a racter and drama—the intention was to cre a t e
a simpler and more unive rs a l ly applicable set of
m e a n i n g s .

LALCHAND: Originally coming from an ex p re s-
sion of a group of artists, h ow does it wo rk as art
and as a contribution to progre s s ive ch a n g e ?

KOOJ: We l l , the wo rk was ve ry mu ch our pers o n a l
response to the issues presented befo re us, t h o u g h
we clearly wanted the final wo rk to support our
political sympathies. Being true and authentic to
yo u rself and also to your politics and beliefs is a
d i f ficult trick to play and takes some commitment,
a rguments and a learning curve to ach i eve . Th e
wo rk is incre d i b ly rich with personal appro a ch e s
and ideas such as the sense of opposites which
was so critical to our poet Tang Lin.The ch a ra c t e rs
we re all placed on water suggesting on the one
hand a relief from the problems of land—both
w h i ch the migrant has left and also which the
m i grant must go to—yet on the other hand the dis-
turbing sense that as land cre a t u res they can’t
float there fo rever and will need to leave this tem-
p o ra ry re s p i t e . Blood is also used to re p re s e n t
both life and death with the adult migrant fin d i n g
her own resolution by using her own blood along
with that of others as a form of fuel. Keith Piper’s
immediate comment wa s ,‘ G o d , the production va l-
ues are re a l ly high!’ And a number of people who
h ave genera l ly held the painfully common view
that ‘political art is just an excuse for a slogan at
a r t ’s expense’ we re all persuaded otherwise once
t h ey had seen this wo rk . In fa c t , a fuller text ab o u t
its aesthetics would be a significant piece in itself

but unfo r t u n a t e ly the wo rk ’s strength of provo c a-
t ive content usually leads the discussion away, a s
it will do now.

As with many such wo rk s , it is essentially ab o u t
engaging people with human feelings and re a l i t i e s
at a deeper level than facts and statistics, m a n a g-
ing to emotionally distil global processes and re l a-
tionships into simple, u n ive rsal human narra t ive s .
It is clearly non-didactic, a l l owing ex p l o ration of a
range of metaphors within a structured fra m e-
wo rk , yet still makes a clear statement that is
l a rg e ly free from specific cultural re f e re n c e s .I t
re a ched out to those interested in the art and the
i s s u e s , and to art audiences more genera l ly who
would not normally frequent such a space.
Further to this, it has stimulated interest in such
wo rk amongst artists and art spaces. I would add
that the whole set of Terminal Fro n t i e rs wo rk s —
along with the CD-ROM—is a compelling, c o m p l e-
m e n t a ry combination at all leve l s . One of the
wo rks was designed to be portable and toured va r-
ious public and community ve nues away from the
g a l l e ry space. E ven though we had va r i ab l e
responses to this ‘ c o m munity tour’, its value and
possibilities are enormous and we want to try it
a g a i n . It is part of our commitment to make wo rk
g e ogra p h i c a l ly accessible, even if demanding,
while simu l t a n e o u s ly avoiding it being marg i n a l-
i zed from the mainstream where it can also be
seen in a more dedicated env i ro n m e n t .

‘ Terminal Frontiers’ will be coming to Street Level
gallery in Glasgow this autumn, and is due to contin -
ue touring through 2004.The show was pre m i e red at
C a s t l e field Gallery (Manchester) in late 2002 and
was subsequently shown at the ICA (London).
The artists involved in the Terminal Frontiers series
of works are Kooj Chuhan, Aidan Jo l ly, Tang Lin,
H a fiza Mohamed, Miselo Ku n d a - A n a k u ,J i l a h
B a k s h ayesh and Keith Piper.

contact: info@virtualmigra n t s . c o m

w w w. v i r t u a l m i g ra n t s . c o m
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As the USA launches an illegal invasion and occu-
pation of the country with the world’s second
largest proven oil reserves, it’s as good a time as
any to step back and look at the state of the big-
ger environmental picture. Fifteen years after
NASSA’s Dr James Hansen first warned a congres-
sional panel that the world was warming are we
any closer to addressing the problem of climate
change? Where is unchecked warming leading us?
Have we, as a global community, achieved a com-
mitment to action that is sufficient to avoid global
catastrophe? If not, what can we do about it?

The science
Since the facts about climate change are often
shrouded in fog to the extent that many people
are in doubt as to whether or not global warming
is benign, first: what is the state of the science?

The world’s leading authority on the science of
climate change is the UN’s Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change, established in 1988 by
the World Meteorological Organization and the
UN Environment Programme.The IPCC brings
together over 2,000 of the world’s leading climate
scientists and its Assessment Reports represent
summaries of the latest scientific consensus.

Its Third Assessment Report published in 2001
is a document to give pause.The 0.6C increase in
global mean temperature over the 20th century, it
says, is likely to have been the largest increase of
any century during the past 1,000 years and has
already produced observable, dramatic changes
including widespread retreat of mountain glaciers,
a decline in Arctic sea ice thickness of about 40%
during late summer to early autumn, a 10% loss of
snow and ice cover, warming oceans, sea level rises
of between 0.1 & 0.2 metres, more frequent and
intense warm El Nino episodes and changes in
patterns of rainfall, cloud cover and temperature.1

News of observable impacts on the natural
world—such as “thawing of permafrost, later
freezing and earlier break-up of ice on rivers and
lakes, lengthening of mid to high-latitude growing
seasons, poleward and altitudinal shifts of plant
and animal ranges, declines of some plant and ani-
mal populations, and earlier flowering of trees,
emergence of insects, and egg-laying in birds”—
has become part of the background noise of our
society.Yet, out of everyday sight, some natural
systems that are particularly vulnerable to climate
change may be undergoing significant and irre-
versible damage including “coral reefs and atolls,
boreal and tropical forests, polar and alpine
ecosystems, prairie wetlands, and remnant native
grasslands.”

But climate change also has wide ranging
impacts on the human systems of “water
resources; agriculture (especially food security)
and forestry; coastal zones and marine systems
(fisheries); human settlements, energy and indus-
try; insurance and other financial services; and
human health.”2

The UK government has funded its own assess-
ments of how climate change will impact over the
coming decades.The temperature over central
England has risen—beyond the global average—
over the course of last century by 1ºC and the
mean temperature is expected to rise by a further
2 to 3.5ºC by the 2080s depending on the emis-
sions scenario. Winters will continue to become

wetter and intense rainfall events will continue to
increase in frequency. High temperature extremes
will become more common and low temperature
extremes rarer. Sea-level rises and extremes of sea
level will occur more frequently. And whilst the
thermal growing season will increase, the summer
soil moisture will decrease.3

But while we are relatively well placed to adapt
to these changes, it is the world’s poorly resourced
majority that will suffer most.The IPCC notes the
low adaptive capacities of the poor and their high
vulnerability. It details the expected
changes for each region—an
increase in droughts and floods in
Africa, for instance—along with
the degree of confidence with
which they can be predicted. It
is in the developing world that
loss of life will be greatest and
the impacts of climate change will
serve to “increase the disparity in
well-being between developed
countries and developing countries.”

In 2001 a Red Cross report noted
that natural disasters had doubled
between 1995 and 2000. Eighty-eight
percent of those affected and two thirds
of those killed during the 1990s lived in the
least developed countries.The report warned
that “Recurrent disasters, from floods in Asia
to drought in the Horn of Africa, to wind-
storms in Latin America, are sweeping away
development gains and calling
into question the possibility
of recovery.” Aid agencies
capacity to adequately
respond will soon be exhausted.4

But we can expect worse to come since the
IPCC predicts that without additional measures to
combat climate change the global average surface
temperature will rise a further 1.4 to 5.8ºC
depending upon the development scenario used.
Such a projected rate of warming, they warn, “is
much larger than the observed changes during the
20th century and is very likely to be without
precedent during the last 10,000 years.”

The professional deniers
“There is no debate among any statured scientists of
what is happening.The only debate is the rate at which
it is happening.”
James McCarthy, Chair of the Advisory Committee on
the Environment of the International Committee of
Scientific Unions5

Faced with action to curb emissions the fossil
fuel industry has conducted a war on reality in
order to preserve their trillion dollar business. By
doing so they have put the very future of the plan-
et in the balance.

A handful of sceptics have been promoted by
the carbon industries to try and present the cli-
mate science as uncertain and flawed.They have
peddled scientifically spurious arguments and
have often put forward economic objections to
change. Ross Gelbspan of the Boston Globe has
shown that the principal US sceptics such as Fred
Singer, Patrick Michaels, Robert Balling and
Richard Lindzen have been bank rolled by fossil
fuel interests.6 But these scientists and their argu-

ments are not taken seriously by the climate sci-
entists that lead the field.

One of the tactics of the sceptics was to play up
the uncertainties in IPCC reports. Scientists are
by nature cautious in their assessments and areas
of uncertainty that were expressed in the earliest
IPCC reports have been replaced, as the science
has improved, with more firmly expressed state-
ments. But as Ross Gelbspan noted: “Uncertainty
cuts both ways [...] Our scientific knowledge, in
other words, may even be lagging behind nature.

The momentum of globally disrupting cli-
mate change may be further advanced

than earth science, with its areas of
uncertainty, is currently able to
prove.”This was the case with the
ozone hole. When atmospheric
measurements of ozone were final-
ly made, the results were much

worse than anything the modelling
had predicted.7

International action
So what action has been taken at an
international level and is it enough?

The warning signal of IPCC’s first
report in 1990 was enough to spur the

international community into action.The
United Nations Framework Convention on
Climate Change (UNFCCC) was signed at the
Rio Earth Summit in 1992 and came into force
in March 1994. It established the objective of

stabilising atmospheric green-
house gas concentrations at
levels that would avoid “dan-

gerous anthropogenic [i.e. human]
interference with global climate.” Significantly, it
recognised that scientific uncertainty must not be
used to avoid precautionary action and that indus-
trial nations—with the greatest historical contri-
bution to climate change—should take the lead in
addressing the problem.8

In 1995 however, the signatories to the UNFC-
CC concluded its commitments were inadequate
and launched talks on a legally binding protocol.
The 1997 Kyoto Protocol commits industrialised
countries to an overall reduction in emissions of
5.2% below 1990 levels by 2010.The US commit-
ted itself to a 7% cut and the EU 8%. On
announcing the agreement, the Chair of the nego-
tiating session, Raul Estrada claimed that “the
overall target of 5.2% is 30% below business as
usual [...] This we can celebrate.”9

However, Kyoto’s target of an overall 5.2%
reduction was much less than the 15% originally
argued for by the European Union or the 20%
that the Alliance of Small Island States wanted to
see.The withdrawal of the US—representing
36.1% of industrialised countries’ greenhouse gas
emissions in 1990—from the treaty in 2001 means
that the overall figure of 5.2% reduction is no
longer relevant. Furthermore the inclusion of ‘flex-
ibility mechanisms’10 (successfully pushed for by
the US with Japan, Australia and Canada), weak-
en the potential for reductions still further, since
they effectively provide get-out clauses for any
country who fails to meet their targets. In effect
the Protocol now allows for an increase on 1990
levels which perhaps even go beyond business-as-
usual projections.11

Climate Change:
Prognosis And Courses Of Action
Phil England

Illustrations by:
Paul Bommer
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After the US pulled out of Kyoto in March
2001, 178 nations finalised many of the protocol’s
key rules in Bonn in July 2001. Many compromises
were made to keep countries on board. Canada
and Japan who formerly sided with the US’s nego-
tiating position have now ratified the Protocol,
though Australia—another key US ally—has not.
As soon as Russia has ratified the Protocol—which
it has stated its intention to do—it will become
law.12

In terms of emissions reductions, eleven years
of international negotiations have achieved disap-
pointingly little. Whilst acknowledging that the
current agreement is “totally inadequate”, NGOs
such as the World Wildlife Fund and Greenpeace
argue that it nevertheless provides “a sound legal
architecture” upon which to build future reduc-
tions.13

UK Government
On the face of it the UK government has a rela-
tively good record regards climate change. It
accepts the science; has a programme of action to
deal with it; lobbied along with the EU at climate
negotiations for strict targets; by setting itself a
voluntary target of 20% it has gone further than
its original Kyoto commitment of 12% reduction
in greenhouse gas emissions from the 1990 level
by 2010; it now has a white paper on Energy
which proposes a reduction of 60% of CO2 emis-
sions by 2050.

Dig a little deeper however and it emerges that
the bulk of the UK’s CO2 emission reductions to
date have been as a result of an economically dri-
ven switch in emphasis away from coal towards
gas in electricity generating stations.The govern-
ment’s existing programme of measures designed
to deliver its emissions reductions14 has been criti-
cised for being inadequate. A report by the gov-
ernment’s Sustainable Development Commission
reached the conclusion that although the UK’s
Kyoto target would be met, “without further mea-
sures, the UK will fall well short of the

Government’s goal of reducing
carbon dioxide emissions by
20% of 1990 levels by 2010.”15

Published earlier this year The
White Paper16 contains many
encouraging signs taking on
many of the recommendations
made by the Royal Commission
on Environmental Pollution
(RCEP) in its report ‘Energy:
The Changing Climate’.17

According to the SDC it “goes a
long way to filling the gaps
identified in the Sustainable
Development Commission’s
recent audit of the existing
Climate Change Programme.”18

Its main guiding consideration
is that: “Significant damaging
climate change is an environ-
mental limit that should not be
breached. We need to keep the
UK on a path to 60% cuts in
carbon dioxide emissions by
2050.” It also recognises that:
“If we do not begin now, more
dramatic, disruptive and expen-
sive change will be needed
later.” On the international
level it declares: “A concerted
international effort is needed.
We will continue to work with
other countries to establish a
consensus around the need for
change and for firm commit-
ments to this ambition [...] We
want the world’s developed
economies to cut emissions of
greenhouse gases by 60% by
around 2050.”
Highlighting the importance of
energy efficiency and renew-
able energy, nuclear power was
put on hold as an option.The
government has already
announced (January 2000) an
aim that renewable sources of

energy will supply 10% of UK electricity by 2010
and now aims to double that by 2020.

Interest groups are still picking over the White
Paper and their responses to it. Friends of the
Earth’s cautiously optimistic response is character-
istic: “For the first time it seems that climate
change has been placed at the heart of energy pol-
icy and this has to be congratulated. We are how-
ever concerned that the government has got a
long way to go to deliver the policies and mea-
sures that will ensure the vision outlined in the
White Paper is met.”19

The White Paper includes a promise of an extra
£60M for the development of renewable energy
supplies in addition to the £38M extra announced
in the 2002 spending review. Much greater
amounts are needed to kick start the renewable
industry in the way the government suggests.
(Compare this amount for example to the chancel-
lor’s £3B reserves to pay for the war on Iraq and
its £7B bail out of nuclear energy20).

The Science and Technology Select Committee
issued a scathing condemnation of the White
Paper as “a document full of sentiments with few
practical policy proposals that give us any confi-
dence that its targets (and aspirations) can be
met.” It argues for a massive increase in invest-
ment in renewable energy technologies funded by
a Carbon and Renewable Energy Tax (Science &
Technology Select Committee, Fourth Report
“Towards a Non-Carbon Economy: Research,
Development and Demonstration”, 3/4/3.

Most worrying from the UK’s point of view is
that any gains in CO2 savings at home have been
far outstripped by emissions it has helped create
abroad. Since Labour came to power the Export
Credit Guarantee Department has put $1B into
financing eleven coal-fired stations in the develop-
ing world. BBC2’s Newsnight programme calculat-
ed that for every tonne of C02 emissions the
government had saved at home, three tonnes had
been produced abroad.21

The Problem with the US
The funding and promotion of sceptics in the US
has been but one prong of a campaign fought by
the fossil fuel industry to confuse the public, play
up the economic implications of the Kyoto proto-
col, make it politically unacceptable to introduce a
carbon tax or cuts in emissions and ultimately
impede and disrupt the international negotia-
tions.

ExxonMobil and others have pumped millions
of dollars into think tanks and lobby groups
(including the Global Climate Coalition, George C
Marshall Institute, American Petroleum Institute
and Competitive Enterprise Institute) and con-
ducted high profile media campaigns and direct
lobbying to massage the public, legislative and
business communities in the US.22

And the campaign has seen some considerable
successes. In 1995 Republican congress member
Robert Walker successfully argued for cuts in
funding of climate change science programmes
(although these were subsequently partly reinstat-
ed)23; and in 1997 Congress passed a key resolu-
tion recommending that the US not sign an
international climate agreement unless it includ-
ed new commitments for developing countries.24

The fossil fuel lobby’s persistent work inside the
international negotiations to bring about the weak
agreement that we are left with today has been
well documented.25

Today, the fossil fuel industry no longer needs a
lobby—it effectively became the government
when Bush appointed a cabinet with a majority of
its members having ties to oil and gas corpora-
tions. Since Bush came to power his administra-
tion has pulled out of Kyoto (March 2001),
unveiled an alternative to Kyoto consisting entire-
ly of voluntary measures by business (February
2002), launched an energy strategy that promotes
a massive increase in fossil fuels (May 2001)26

effected the removal of Dr Robert Watson from
the chair of the IPCC (April 2002), dismissed a
report written by its own Environmental
Protection Agency confirming the science of cli-
mate change (June 2002), snubbed the
Johannesburg Earth Summit by sending Colin
Powell instead of George Bush (September 2002)
and now launched a war for oil in Iraq in the face
of overwhelming international opposition and
against international law (March 2003).27

With just 4% of the world’s population using a
quarter of the world’s energy, the US remains the
largest stumbling block to effective action to
counter climate change. But perhaps the tide is
turning. In January 2000 at the World Economic
Forum, a vote amongst hundreds of chief execu-
tives put climate change as the number one issue
of concern to business in the future and some pre-
dict that international diplomatic pressure and
increasing domestic pressure may yet force the US
to re-engage with the Kyoto process.

The ultimate gamble
The impacts of climate change are already cata-
strophic: extreme weather events are common-
place and will continue to increase.The most
worrying characteristic of the climate system is
the danger posed by ‘feedbacks’. Once set in
motion these have the effect of accelerating the
rate of warming. Although each of the IPCC’s
assessments have contained warnings about such
feedbacks The Ecologist’s science editor, Peter
Bunyard, believes that the IPCC has underestimat-
ed the role of these processes by leaving them out
of its modelling. New climate modelling by Peter
Cox at the Meteorological Office’s Hadley Centre
suggests that if no further action is taken to curb
greenhouse gas emissions then within the next
fifty years we will reach a threshold beyond which
climate will start accelerating irreversibly and out
of control.28 This threshold occurs when the
Amazon rainforests start to turn from a ‘sink’
(buffering the effects of climate change by absorb-
ing excess atmospheric CO2) to a ‘source’ (releas-
ing CO2 back into the atmosphere through an
increase in forest fires).

In Cox’s modelling this occurs when levels of
CO2 concentrations in the atmosphere reach
550ppmv and according to the RCEP this level
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should be considered an unbreachable upper
limit.The world is not currently on track to stay
within this threshold. In order to be so, cuts of
60% in industrialised countries’ CO2 emissions
from 1990 levels by 2050 would be needed.29 To
achieve this will require radical changes. Both the
UK government and the EU are saying that they
want to adopt these targets and promote them at
an international level. How they will achieve this
and secure the participation of the US and limit
the weakening role of flexible mechanisms
remains to be seen.

Up until now, action at intergovernmental level
has been characterised by an attitude of ‘How lit-
tle can we get away with?’ But increasingly there
is a realisation that the economic imperative alone
requires a fast pace of change. We now know that
the longer we wait the more painful, difficult,
drastic and financially costly the changes will be.

Ways forward
The gravity of the climate situation means that we
can’t just wait around to see whether or not gov-
ernments and big business get their act together
(though we need to put pressure on them to
ensure they do). We need to start now to take
action at every level we can. Beyond the obvious
things like registering for electricity from renew-
able sources (all it takes is a phone call and it can
be cheaper)30, considering modes of transport and
fuels31, cutting down on international flights,
ensuring our homes are properly insulated, using
energy saving light bulbs, etc. we should be rais-
ing awareness and encouraging action with friends
and relations and at the workplace.

There is also good potential for getting local
government to take action. Five hundred local gov-
ernments representing 8% of global emissions
have signed up to a programme of voluntary
action to address their emissions.The Cities for
Climate Protection campaign requires partici-
pants to monitor and reduce their emissions with
many adopting a target of an 8% reduction in
greenhouse gas emissions by 2005 or 2010.32 The
Local Agenda 21 Initiative provides an interface
with your council through which they can be
encouraged to sign up to the CCP plan.33

Alternatively, you may have a local Friends of the
Earth group who are active and could be effective
in this way.

In London, Ken Livingstone has issued a bold
‘Draft Energy Strategy’ which lays out a broad
programme of action and shows many of the ways
in which local councils can play a major role in
encouraging the use of energy efficiency, renew-
able energy and combined heat and power plants
through the planning system.34

A key lever of change in today’s society is the
economic one. The Ecologist has suggested raising
awareness amongst fund managers of the risk to
investments from climate change and encouraging
disinvestment in fossil fuels.35 Such action was the
source of the success of the campaign to stop the
Illisu Dam and the organisers of the offensive
have written a report which shares their experi-
ences.36 Individual shareholders of oil companies
and campaigns are an important pressure point
and campaigns against new oil developments such
as the Baku-Ceyhan pipeline37 should be support-
ed. Development banks and export credit agencies
need to be pressurised to stop
funding the development of fos-
sil fuel electricity plants and
start funding renewable
ones.38 The Ecologist
discusses the option of
bringing crippling
legal actions against
fossil fuel companies
for their knowing role in caus-
ing the impacts of climate
change, similar to the recent
successful actions against the
tobacco industry.

There are limitless
things that can be done.
‘Stormy Weather—101
Solutions to Global Climate
Change’ by Guy Dauncey
and Patrick Mazza39 makes

constructive suggestions for action at every level
from the individual to the intergovernmental, and
the UK Rising Tide group brainstormed fifty ideas
for direct action.40 The battle for the Earth’s cli-
mate is the single most important issue facing the
world today and one way or another we need to
make sure that it is not one that is lost.
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At the peak of his deal-making activ i t i e s , in the
n i n e t e e n - s eve n t i e s , the Saudi-born businessman
Adnan Khashoggi bro ke red billions of dollars in
arms and airc raft sales for the Saudi royal fa m i ly,
earning hundreds of millions in commissions and
f e e s .Though never convicted of wro n g d o i n g ,h e
was re p e a t e d ly invo l ved in disputes with federa l
p ro s e c u t o rs and with the Securities and Exch a n g e
C o m m i s s i o n , and in recent ye a rs he has been in
litigation in Thailand and Los A n g e l e s , a m o n g
other places, concerning allegations of stock
manipulation and fra u d . During the Reagan
A d m i n i s t ra t i o n ,K h a s h oggi was one of the midd l e-
men between Oliver North, in the White House,
and the mullahs in Iran in what became known as
the Ira n - C o n t ra scandal. K h a s h oggi subsequently
claimed that he lost ten million dollars that he
had put up to obtain embargoed weapons for Ira n
w h i ch we re to be bartered (with Pre s i d e n t i a l
a p p roval) for American hostages.The scandals of
those times seemed to feed off each other: a con-
gressional investigation revealed that Khashog g i
had borrowed mu ch of the money for the we a p o n s
f rom the Bank of Credit and Commerc e
International (B.C.C.I.), whose collapse, in 1991,
d e f rauded thousands of depositors and led to
ye a rs of inquiry and litigation.

K h a s h oggi is still bro ke r i n g . In Ja nu a ry of this
ye a r, he arranged a private lunch , in Fra n c e ,t o
bring together Harb Saleh al-Zuhair, a Saudi
industrialist whose fa m i ly fortune includes ex t e n-
s ive holdings in construction, e l e c t ro n i c s ,a n d
engineering companies throughout the Midd l e
E a s t , and Rich a rd N. Pe rl e , the chairman of the
Defense Po l i cy Board , who is one of the most out-
s p o ken and influential American advocates of wa r
with Ira q .

The Defense Po l i cy Board is a Defense
Department adv i s o ry group composed primarily of
h i g h ly respected former government offic i a l s ,
re t i red military offic e rs , and academics. Its mem-
b e rs , who serve without pay, include fo r m e r
national-security adv i s e rs ,S e c retaries of Defense,
and heads of the C.I.A.The board meets seve ra l
times a year at the Pentagon to rev i ew and assess
the country ’s strategic defense policies.

Pe rle is also a managing partner in a ve n t u re -
capital company called Tr i reme Pa r t n e rs L.P. ,
w h i ch was re g i s t e red in Nove m b e r, 2 0 0 1 ,i n
D e l awa re .Tr i re m e ’s main business, a c c o rding to a
t wo-page letter that one of its re p re s e n t a t ives sent
to Khashoggi last Nove m b e r, is to invest in compa-
nies dealing in tech n o l og y, g o o d s , and serv i c e s
that are of value to homeland security and
d e f e n s e .The letter argued that the fear of terro r-
ism would increase the demand for such pro d u c t s
in Europe and in countries like Saudi A rabia and
S i n g a p o re .

The letter mentioned the fir m ’s gove r n m e n t
connections pro m i n e n t ly: “ Th ree of Tr i re m e ’s
Management Group members curre n t ly advise the
U. S .S e c re t a ry of Defense by serving on the U. S .
Defense Po l i cy Board , and one of Tr i re m e ’s princi-
p a l s ,R i ch a rd Pe rl e , is chairman of that Board .”
The two other policy - b o a rd members associated
with Tr i reme are Henry Kissinger, the fo r m e r

S e c re t a ry of State (who is, in fa c t ,o n ly a member
of Tr i re m e ’s adv i s o ry group and is not invo l ved in
its management), and Gerald Hillman, an inve s t o r
and a close business associate of Pe rl e ’s who han-
dles matters in Tr i re m e ’s New Yo rk offic e .The let-
ter said that fo r t y - five million dollars had alre a dy
been ra i s e d , including twenty million dollars fro m
Boeing; the purp o s e ,c l e a rly, was to attract more
i nve s t o rs ,s u ch as Khashoggi and Zuhair.

Pe rle served as a fo re i g n - p o l i cy adviser in
G e o rge W. B u s h ’s Presidential campaign—he had
been an Assistant Secre t a ry of Defense under
Ronald Reagan—but he chose not to take a senior
position in the A d m i n i s t ra t i o n . In mid-2001, h ow-
eve r, he accepted an offer from Secre t a ry of
Defense Donald Rumsfeld to chair the Defense
Po l i cy Board , a then obscure group that had been
c reated by the Defense Department in 1985. I t s
m e m b e rs (there are around thirty of them) may
be outside the gove r n m e n t , but they have access
to classified information and to senior policy m a k-
e rs , and give advice not only on strategic policy
but also on such matters as weapons pro c u re m e n t .
Most of the board ’s proceedings are confid e n t i a l .

As chairman of the board , Pe rle is considere d
to be a special government employee and there-
fo re subject to a federal Code of Conduct.Th o s e
rules bar a special employee from participating in
an official capacity in any matter in which he has
a financial intere s t . “One of the general rules is
that you don’t take advantage of your federal posi-
tion to help yo u rself fin a n c i a l ly in any way,” a fo r-
mer government attorney who helped fo r mu l a t e
the Code of Conduct told me.The point, the attor-
n ey add e d , is to “ p rotect government pro c e s s e s
f rom actual or apparent confli c t s .”

A dv i s o ry groups like the Defense Po l i cy Board
e n able know l e d g e able people outside gove r n m e n t
to bring their skills and expertise to bear, in confi-
d e n c e , on key policy issues. Because such ex p e r t s
a re often tied to the defense industry, h oweve r,
t h e re are inev i t able confli c t s . One board member

told me that most members are active in fin a n c e
and business, and on at least one occasion a mem-
ber has left a meeting when a military or an intel-
ligence product in which he has an active intere s t
has come under discussion.

Four members of the Defense Po l i cy Board told
me that the board ,w h i ch met most re c e n t ly on
Feb r u a ry 27th and 28th, had not been informed of
Pe rl e ’s invo l vement in Tr i re m e . One board mem-
b e r, upon being told of Tr i reme and Pe rl e ’s meet-
ing with Khashog g i , ex c l a i m e d ,“ O h , get out of
h e re .H e ’s the chairman! If you had a story ab o u t
me setting up a company for homeland security,
and I’ve put people on the board with whom I’m
doing that business, I ’d be had”—a re f e rence to
G e rald Hillman, who had almost no senior policy
or military experience in government befo re being
o f f e red a post on the policy board . “Seems to me
this is at the edge of or off the ethical ch a r t s . I
think it would stink to high heave n .”

H i l l m a n , a former McKinsey consultant,
stunned at least one board member at the
Feb r u a ry meeting when he raised questions ab o u t
the validity of Ira q ’s existing oil contra c t s .
“Hillman said the old contracts are bad news; he
said we should kick out the Russians and the
Fre n ch ,” the board member told me. “ This was a
serious conve rs a t i o n . We ’d become the bro ke rs .
Then we ’d be selling futures in the Iraqi oil com-
p a ny. I said to my s e l f, ‘ O h ,m a n .D o n ’t go dow n
that ro a d .’ ” Hillman denies making such state-
ments at the meeting.

L a r ry Noble, the ex e c u t ive director of the
Washington-based Center for Responsive Po l i t i c s ,
a nonpro fit re s e a rch org a n i z a t i o n , said of Pe rl e ’s
Tr i reme invo l ve m e n t ,“ I t ’s not illegal, but it pre-
sents an appearance of a confli c t .I t ’s enough to
raise questions about the advice he’s giving to the
Pentagon and why people in business are dealing
with him.” Noble add e d ,“ The question is whether
h e ’s trading off his adv i s o ry-committee re l a t i o n-
s h i p. If it’s a selling point for the firm he’s invo l ve d
w i t h , that means he’s a closer—the guy you bring
in who doesn’t have to talk about money, but he’s
the reason yo u ’ re doing the deal.”

Pe rl e ’s association with Tr i reme was not his
first ex p o s u re to the link between high fin a n c e
and high- level politics. He was born in New Yo rk
C i t y, graduated from the Unive rsity of Southern
C a l i fornia in 1964, and spent a decade in Senate-
staff jobs befo re leaving government in 1980, t o
wo rk for a military-consulting fir m .The next ye a r,
he was back in gove r n m e n t , as Assistant Secre t a ry
of Defense. In 1983, he was the subject of a N ew
York Ti m e s i nvestigation into an allegation that he
recommended that the A r my buy weapons fro m
an Israeli company from whose ow n e rs he had,
t wo ye a rs earl i e r, accepted a fif t y - t h o u s a n d - d o l l a r
f e e . Pe rle later ack n owledged that he had accept-
ed the fee, but vigoro u s ly denied any wro n g d o i n g .
He had not recused himself in the matter, h e
ex p l a i n e d , because the fee was for wo rk he had
done befo re he took the Defense Department job.
He add e d ,“ The ultimate issue, of cours e , was a
question of pro c u re m e n t , and I am not a pro c u re-
ment offic e r.” He was never offic i a l ly accused of

Lunch With The Chairman
W hy was Richard Perle meeting
with Adnan Khashogg i ?
S eymour M. H e r s h

Pavel Büchler,
untitled,1995;
medium,
collage
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a ny ethical violations in the matter. Pe rle serve d
in the Pentagon until 1987 and then became
d e e p ly invo l ved in the lobbying and business
wo rl d s . Among other corp o rate commitments, h e
n ow serves as a director of a company doing busi-
ness with the federal government: the Au t o n o my
C o rp o ra t i o n , a British firm that re c e n t ly won a
major federal contract in homeland security.
When I asked him about that contra c t , Pe rle told
me that there was no possible confli c t ,b e c a u s e
the contract was obtained through competitive
b i dd i n g , and “I never talked to any b o dy about it.”

Under Pe rl e ’s leaders h i p, the policy board has
become incre a s i n g ly influ e n t i a l . He has used it as
a bully pulpit, f rom which to advocate the ove r-
t h row of Saddam Hussein and the use of pre - e m p-
t ive military action to combat terro r i s m . Pe rle had
m a ny allies for this appro a ch ,s u ch as Pa u l
Wo l fow i t z , the Deputy Secre t a ry of Defense, b u t
t h e re was intense resistance throughout the
b u re a u c ra cy—most notab ly at the State

D e p a r t m e n t .P re-emption has since emerged as
the overriding idea behind the A d m i n i s t ra t i o n ’s
fo reign policy. One former high-level intelligence
o f ficial spoke with awe of Pe rl e ’s ability to “ ra d i-
c a l ly change government policy ” even though he
is a private citize n .“ I t ’s an impre s s ive ach i eve-
ment that an outsider can have so mu ch influ e n c e ,
and has even been given an institutional base fo r
his influ e n c e .”

Pe rl e ’s authority in the Bush A d m i n i s t ration is
b u t t ressed by close association, p o l i t i c a l ly and per-
s o n a l ly, with many important A d m i n i s t ration fig-
u re s , including Wo l fowitz and Douglas Fe i t h ,t h e
U n d e r- S e c re t a ry of Defense for Po l i cy, who is the
Pe n t a g o n ’s third - ranking civilian offic i a l . In 1989,
Feith created International A dv i s o rs Incorp o ra t e d ,
a lobbying firm whose main client was the gove r n-
ment of Tu rkey.The firm retained Pe rle as an
a dviser between 1989 and 1994. Feith got his cur-
rent position, a c c o rding to a former high-leve l
Defense Department offic i a l ,o n ly after Pe rle per-
s o n a l ly intervened with Rumsfeld, who was ske p t i-
cal about him. Feith was dire c t ly invo l ved in the
s t rategic planning and conduct of the military
o p e rations against the Taliban in Afghanistan; he
n ow runs various aspects of the planning of the
I raqi war and its aftermath. He and Pe rle share
the same views on many fo re i g n - p o l i cy issues.
Both have been calling for Saddam Hussein’s
re m oval for ye a rs , long befo re September 11th.
Th ey also wo rked tog e t h e r, in 1996, to pre p a re a
list of policy initiatives for Benjamin Netanya h u ,
s h o r t ly after his election as the Israeli Prime
M i n i s t e r.The suggestions included wo rking towa rd
regime change in Ira q . Feith and Pe rle we re ener-
getic supporters of Ahmad Chalab i , the controve r-
sial leader of the anti-Saddam Iraqi National
C o n gre s s , and have struggled with officials at the
State Department and the C.I.A. about the future
of Ira q .

Pe rle has also been an outspoken critic of the
Saudi gove r n m e n t , and Americans who are in its

p ay. He has often publicly reb u ked fo r m e r
American government officials who are connected
to re s e a rch centers and foundations that are fund-
ed by the Saudis, and told the N ational Review l a s t
s u m m e r, “I think it’s a disgra c e .Th ey ’ re the people
who appear on telev i s i o n ,t h ey write op-ed pieces.
The Saudis are a major source of the problem we
face with terro r i s m . That would be far more obv i-
ous to people if it we re n ’t for this community of
former diplomats effective ly wo rking for this fo r-
eign gove r n m e n t .” In Au g u s t , the Saudi gove r n-
ment was dismayed when the Washington Po s t
revealed that the Defense Po l i cy Board had
re c e ived a briefing on Ju ly 10th from a Rand
C o rp o ration analyst named Laurent Muraw i e c ,
who depicted Saudi A rabia as an enemy of the
United States, and recommended that the Bush
A d m i n i s t ration give the Saudi government an ulti-
matum to stop backing terrorism or face seizure of
its financial assets in the United States and its oil
fie l d s .M u raw i e c , it was later fo u n d , is a fo r m e r
editor of the Executive Intelligence Review, a maga-
zine controlled by Lyndon H. L a R o u ch e ,J r. ,t h e
p e rennial Presidential candidate, c o n s p i ra cy theo-
r i s t , and felon. A c c o rding to Ti m e, it was Pe rle him-
self who had invited Murawiec to make his
p re s e n t a t i o n .

Pe rl e ’s hostility to the politics of the Saudi gov-
ernment did not stop him from meeting with
potential Saudi inve s t o rs for Tr i re m e .K h a s h og g i
and Zuhair told me that they understood that one
of Tr i re m e ’s objectives was to seek the help of
i n fluential Saudis to win homeland-security con-
t racts with the Saudi royal fa m i ly for the business-
es it fin a n c e d .The pro fits for such contracts could
be substantial. Saudi A rabia has spent nearly a
billion dollars to survey and demarcate its eight-
h u n d red- and-fifty-mile border with Ye m e n ,a n d
the second stage of that process will re q u i re bil-
lions more .Tr i reme appare n t ly turned to A d n a n
K h a s h oggi for help.

Last month, I spoke with Khashog g i , who is
sixty- seven and is re c overing from open-heart
s u rg e ry, at his penthouse apartment, ove rl o o k i n g
the Mediterranean in Cannes. “I was the interme-
d i a ry,” he said. A c c o rding to Khashog g i , he wa s
first appro a ched by a Tr i reme official named
Christopher Harriman. K h a s h oggi said that
H a r r i m a n , an American businessman whom he
k n ew from his jet-set day s , when both men we re
fix t u res on the European social scene, sent him
the Tr i reme pitch letter. (Harriman has not
a n swe red my calls.) Khashoggi explained that
b e fo re Christmas he and Harb Zuhair, the Saudi
i n d u s t r i a l i s t , had met with Harriman and Gera l d
Hillman in Paris and had discussed the possibility
of a large investment in Tr i re m e .

Zuhair was interested in more than the fin a n-
cial side; he also wanted to share his views on wa r
and peace with someone who had influence with
the Bush A d m i n i s t ra t i o n .Though a Saudi, he had
been born in Ira q , and he hoped that a negotiated,
“step by step” solution could be found to avo i d
wa r. Zuhair recalls telling Harriman and Hillman,
“If we have peace, it would be easy to raise a hun-
d red million. We will bring development to the
re g i o n .” Z u h a i r ’s hope, K h a s h oggi told me, was to
combine opportunities for peace with opportuni-
ties for inve s t m e n t .A c c o rding to Khashog g i ,
Hillman and Harriman said that such a meeting
could be arra n g e d . Pe rle emerg e d , by virtue of his
position on the policy board , as a natural catch; he
was “the hook,” K h a s h oggi said, for obtaining the
i nvestment from Zuhair. K h a s h oggi said that he
a greed to try to assemble potential inve s t o rs for a
p r ivate lunch with Pe rl e .

The lunch took place on Ja nu a ry 3rd at a sea-
side re s t a u rant in Mars e i l l e s .( Pe rle has a va c a t i o n
home in the South of France.) Those who attended
the lunch differ about its purp o s e .A c c o rding to
both Khashoggi and Zuhair, t h e re we re two items
on the agenda.The first was to give Zuhair a
chance to propose a peaceful alternative to wa r
with Iraq; Khashoggi said that he and Pe rle knew
that such an alternative was fa r- f e t ch e d ,b u t
Zuhair had re c e n t ly returned from a visit to
B a g h d a d , and was eager to talk about it.The sec-
o n d ,m o re important item, a c c o rding to Khashog g i
and Zuhair, was to pave the way for Zuhair to put

t ogether a group of ten Saudi businessmen who
would invest ten million dollars each in Tr i re m e .

“It was normal for us to see Pe rl e ,” K h a s h og g i
told me. “ We in the Middle East are accustomed
to politicians who use their offices for whateve r
business they wa n t . I org a n i zed the lunch for the
p u rpose of Harb Zuhair to put his language to
Pe rl e . Pe rle politely listened, and the lunch wa s
ove r.” Z u h a i r, in a telephone conve rsation with me,
recalled that Pe rle had made it clear at the lunch
that “he was ab ove the money. He said he wa s
m o re invo l ved in politics, and the business is
t h rough the company ” — Tr i re m e . Pe rl e ,t h ro u g h-
out the lunch ,“ s t u ck to his idea that ‘ we have to
get rid of Sadd a m ,’ ” Zuhair said. As of early
M a rch , to the knowledge of Zuhair, no Saudi
m o n ey had yet been invested in Tr i re m e .

In my first telephone conve rsation with Gera l d
H i l l m a n , in mid-Feb r u a ry, b e fo re I knew of the
i nvo l vement of Khashoggi and Zuhair, he assure d
me that Tr i reme had “nothing to do” with the

S a u d i s . “I don’t know what you can do with them,”
he said. “ What we saw on September 11th was a
grotesque manifestation of their ideolog y.
Americans believe that the Saudis are supporting
t e r ro r i s m . We have no investment from them, o r
with them.” (Last we e k , he ack n owledged that he
had met with Khashoggi and Zuhair, but said that
the meeting had been arranged by Harriman and
that he hadn’t known that Zuhair would be there . )
Pe rl e , he insisted in Feb r u a ry, “is not a fin a n c i a l
c re a t u re . He doesn’t have any desire for fin a n c i a l
g a i n .”

Pe rl e , in a series of telephone interv i ew s ,
a ck n owledged that he had met with two Saudis at
the lunch in Mars e i l l e s , but he did not div u l g e
their identities. (At that time, I still didn’t know
who they we re.) “ Th e re we re two Saudis there ,”
he said. “But there was no discussion of Tr i re m e .I t
was never mentioned and never discussed.” H e
fir m ly stated, “ The lunch was not about money. I t
just would never have occurred to me to discuss
i nve s t m e n t s ,g iven the circ u m s t a n c e s .” Pe rl e
a dded that one of the Saudis had information that
S a ddam was re a dy to surre n d e r. “His message wa s
a plea to negotiate with Sadd a m .”

When I asked Pe rle whether the Saudi busi-
nessmen at the lunch we re being considered as
possible inve s t o rs in Tr i re m e , he re p l i e d , “I don’t
want Saudis as such , but the fund is open to any
i nve s t o r, and our European partners said that,
t h rough investment banks, t h ey had had Saudis as
i nve s t o rs .” Both Pe rle and Hillman stated categori-
c a l ly that there we re curre n t ly no Saudi inve s t-
m e n t s .

K h a s h oggi professes to be amused by the activ-
ities of Pe rle and Hillman as members of the poli-
cy board . As Khashoggi saw it,Tr i re m e ’s business
potential depended on a war in Iraq taking place.
“If there is no wa r,” he told me, “ w hy is there a
need for security? If there is a wa r, of cours e ,b i l-
lions of dollars will have to be spent.” He com-
m e n t e d ,“ You Americans blind yo u rself with yo u r
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high integrity and your democratic mora l i t y
against peddling influ e n c e , but they w e re p e dd l i n g
i n flu e n c e .”

When Pe rl e ’s lunch with Khashoggi and Zuhair,
and his connection to Tr i re m e , became known to a
f ew ranking members of the Saudi royal fa m i ly,
t h ey reacted with anger and astonishment.Th e
meeting in Marseilles left Pe rl e , one of the king-
d o m ’s most vehement critics, exposed to a fero-
cious countera t t a ck .

Prince Bandar bin Sultan, who has served as
the Saudi Ambassador to the United States fo r
t wenty ye a rs , told me that he had got wind of
Pe rl e ’s invo l vement with Tr i reme and the lunch in
M a rs e i l l e s .B a n d a r, who is in his early fif t i e s , is a
p rominent member of the royal fa m i ly (his fa t h e r
is the defense minister). He said that he was told
that the contacts between Pe rle and Tr i reme and
the Saudis we re pure ly business, on all sides. A f t e r
the 1991 Gulf Wa r, Bandar told me, Pe rle had been
i nvo l ved in an unsuccessful attempt to sell securi-
ty systems to the Saudi gove r n m e n t , “and this
c o m p a ny does security systems.” ( Pe rle confir m e d
that he had been on the board of a company that
attempted to make such a sale but said he was not
d i re c t ly invo l ved in the pro j e c t . )

“ Th e re is a split personality to Pe rl e ,” B a n d a r
s a i d .“ H e re he is, on the one hand, t rying to make
a hundred-million-dollar deal, a n d , on the other
h a n d ,t h e re we re elements of the appearance of
b l a ckmail—‘If we get in business, he’ll back off on
Saudi A rabia’—as I have been informed by partic-
ipants in the meeting.”

As for Pe rl e ’s meeting with Khashoggi and
Z u h a i r, and the assertion that its purpose was to
discuss politics, Bandar said, “ Th e re has to be
d e n i ab i l i t y, and a cover story—a possible peace
i n i t i a t ive in Iraq—is needed. I believe the Ira q i
events are irre l eva n t . A business meeting took
p l a c e .”

Z u h a i r, h oweve r, was appare n t ly conv i n c e d
t h a t , thanks to his discussions with Tr i re m e ,h e
would have a chance to enter into a serious discus-
sion with Pe rle about peace. A few days after the
meeting in Pa r i s , Hillman had sent Khashoggi a
t we l ve-point memora n d u m , dated December 26,
2 0 0 2 , setting the conditions that Iraq would have
to meet. “It is my belief,” the memorandum stat-
e d , “that if the United States obtained the fo l l ow-
ing results it would not go to war against Ira q .”
S a ddam would have to admit that “ I raq has deve l-
o p e d , and possesses, weapons of mass destruc-
t i o n .” He then would be allowed to resign and
l e ave Iraq immediately, with his sons and some of
his ministers .

Hillman sent Khashoggi a second memora n-
dum a week later, the day befo re the lunch with
Pe rle in Mars e i l l e s .“ Fo l l owing our recent discus-
s i o n s ,” it said, “ we have been thinking about an
immediate test to ascertain that Iraq is sincere in
its desire to surre n d e r.” Five more steps we re out-
l i n e d , and an ambitious final request was made:
that Khashoggi and Zuhair arrange a meeting
with Prince Nawaf Abdul A z i z , the Saudi intelli-
gence ch i e f, “so that we can assist in Wa s h i n g t o n .”

Both Khashoggi and Zuhair we re skeptical of
the memora n d u m s . Zuhair found them “ ab s u rd ,”
and Khashoggi told me that he thought they we re
a mu s i n g , and almost silly. “ This was their think-
i n g ? ” he recalled asking himself. “ Th e re was noth-
ing to react to. While Harb was lobbying for Ira q ,
t h ey we re lobbying for Pe rl e .”

In my initial conve rsation with Hillman, h e
s a i d ,“ R i ch a rd had nothing to do with the writing
of those letters . I informed him of it afterwa rd ,
and he never said one wo rd , even after I sent
them to him. I thought my ideas we re pretty clear,
but I didn’t think Saddam would resign and I did-
n ’t think he’d go into ex i l e . I’m positive Rich a rd
does not believe that any of those things wo u l d

h a p p e n .” Hillman said that
he had drafted the memora n-
dums with the help of his
d a u g h t e r, a college student.
Pe rl e , for his part, told me, “ I
d i d n ’t write them and didn’t
s u p p ly any content to them. I
d i d n ’t know about them until
after they we re dra f t e d .”
The views set forth in the
m e m o randums we re ,i n d e e d ,
ve ry different from those
held by Pe rl e , who has said
p u b l i c ly that Saddam will
l e ave office only if he is
fo rced out, and from those of
his fellow hard - l i n e rs in the
Bush A d m i n i s t ra t i o n .G ive n
Pe rl e ’s importance in
American decision-making,
and the risks of re lying on a
d e a l - m a ker with A d n a n
K h a s h og g i ’s history, q u e s t i o n s
remain about Hillman’s dra f t-
ing of such an amateurish
peace proposal for Zuhair.
Prince Bandar’s assertion—
that the talk of peace wa s
m e re ly a pre t ext for some
h a rd selling—is difficult to
d i s m i s s .
H i l l m a n ’s pro p o s a l s ,m e a n-
w h i l e , took on an unlike ly life
of their ow n . A month after
the lunch , the pro p o s a l s
made their way to Al Hay at, a
S a u d i - owned newspaper pub-
lished in London. If Pe rle had
ever intended to dissociate
himself from them, he did not
s u c c e e d .The new s p a p e r, in a
d i s p a t ch headlined “ wa s h i n g-
ton offers to avert war in
return for an international
a greement to exile sadd a m ,”
ch a ra c t e r i zed Hillman’s mem-
o randums as “A m e r i c a n ”d o c-

uments and said that the new proposals bore
Pe rl e ’s imprimatur.The paper said that Pe rle and
o t h e rs had attended a series of “ s e c ret meetings”
in an effort to avoid the pending war with Ira q ,
and “a scenario was discussed whereby Sadd a m
Hussein would pers o n a l ly admit that his country
was attempting to acquire weapons of mass
destruction and he would agree to stop trying to
a c q u i re these weapons while he awaits ex i l e .”

A few days later, the Beirut daily Al Safir p u b-
lished A rabic translations of the memora n d u m s
t h e m s e l ve s , attributing them to Rich a rd Pe rl e .Th e
p roposals we re said to have been submitted by
Pe rl e , and to “outline Wa s h i n g t o n ’s future visions
of Ira q .” Pe rl e ’s lunch with two Saudi businessmen
was now elevated by Al Safir to a series of “ re c e n t
American-Saudi negotiations” in which “ t h e
American side was re p resented by Rich a rd Pe rl e .”
The newspaper add e d , “Publishing these docu-
ments is important because they shed light on the
s t o ry of how war could have been avo i d e d .”Th e
d o c u m e n t s , of cours e , did nothing of the kind.

When Pe rle was asked whether his dealings
with Tr i reme might present the appearance of a
c o n flict of intere s t , he said that anyone who saw
s u ch a conflict would be thinking “ m a l i c i o u s ly.”
But Pe rl e , in crisscrossing between the public and
the private sectors , has put himself in a diffic u l t
position—one not uncommon to public men. He is
c redited with being the intellectual fo rce behind a
war that not eve ryone wants and that many sus-
p e c t ,h owever unfa i rly, of being driven by
American business intere s t s .Th e re is no question
that Pe rle believes that re m oving Saddam fro m
p ower is the right thing to do. At the same time,
he has set up a company that may gain from a wa r.
In doing so, he has given ammunition not only to
the Saudis but to his other ideological opponents
as we l l .
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Co d a

Writer Te r rorises US War Businessman

Fo l l owing the publication of this article in New Yo r ke r
m a ga z i n e ,R i c h a rd Pe r l e , then still chairman of t h e
Pe nt a gon's private Defense Policy Board , called journalist
S eymour Hersh a 'terrorist' on CNN and t h re atened to sue
him in the UK .
CNN transcript: http://www. c n n . c o m / T R A N -
S C R I P T S / 0 3 0 3 / 0 9 / l e . 0 0 . h t m l
'Put Up or Shut Up': http://64.176.94.191/arti -
c l e 2 2 4 1 . h t m

Co n f l i cts of Int e re s t

On Monday, 24th March Rep . John Cony e r s , a
M i chigan Democrat , asked the Pentagon's inspector
g e n e ral to probe Perle's work as a paid adviser to
bankrupt telecommu n i c ations company Global
Crossing Ltd. and his guidance on inv e s t m e n t
opportunities resulting from the Iraq confli c t .

On the We d n e s d ay, Perle submitted his re s i g n a -
tion as Chairman of the Pentagon's Defense Po l i c y
Board to Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, s t at -
ing: "As I cannot quick ly or easily quell criticism of
me based on errors of fact concerning my activities,
the least I can do under these circumstances is to ask
you to accept my re s i g n ation as chairman of the
Defense Policy Board."

Rumsfeld accepted Perle's re s i g n ation as ch a i r -
man bu t ,i n c re d i b ly, asked that he remain a member
of the board and continue as a leading advisor to the
Defense Secre t a r y.

Adnan
Khashoggi

Richard Perle

Donald
Rumsfeld
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It is arg u ab ly one of the hard - won ach i evements of
the wo m e n ’s movement to have placed child sex u-
al ab u s e ,e s p e c i a l ly incestuous ra p e , on the politi-
c a l , legal and media agenda (Bell, 1 9 9 3 , p. 1 5 4 ) .
H oweve r, not unlike other ach i evements of the
wo m e n ’s move m e n t , it has been an ambiguous suc-
c e s s .The making over of child sexual abuse into a
question of paedophilia is an uneasy translation at
b e s t . Guy Hocquenhem has argued: “ These new
a rguments are essentially about ch i l d h o o d , that is
to say, about the exploitation of popular sentiment
and its spontaneous horror of anything that links
s ex with the ch i l d .”1

R e c e n t ly, the question of systematic and collu-
s ive ly obscured sexual abuse of minors has
become a central media theme in both Euro p e
and North A m e r i c a .I m p o r t a n t ly, the emergence of
this media-spectacle has been related to the com-
ing to maturity and thus coming to voice of the
victims of such ab u s e .( Just as signific a n t ,h owev-
e r, is the fact that the media have not always been
willing to add ress such themes.) In tandem with
the spectre of org a n i s a t i o n a l ly protected ‘ p a e-
dophile priests’, another media-enabled spectre of
s o c i a l - s exual panic has emerged: the ‘ p a e d o p h i l e -
a t - l a rge’ or the ‘ p a e d o p h i l e - i n - t h e - c o m mu n i t y.’
Z y g munt Bauman, the social theorist, in his book
In Search of Po l i t i c s i n t roduces a discussion of the
loss of the possibility of a meaningful politics by
citing a spontaneous public protest in response to
p re c i s e ly this spectre of the paedophile-at-larg e .
Bauman retells the story of Sidney Cooke , a pae-
dophile who had been released from prison and
returned home. H o m e , in this case, was Ye ov i l ,i n
E n g l a n d ’s West Country.These protests are
described as highly ch a rged emotional outpour-
ings from ord i n a ry people: ord i n a ry people who
took to the stre e t s , and gathered outside the local
police station where it was believed that Cooke
was in hiding. Bauman argues that what is at stake
in this protest is what seems to be the only space

left where spontaneous public action and collec-
t ive political invo l vement is ava i l able to the citi-
ze n ry. A c c o rding to Bauman, the powe rl e s s n e s s
felt by these people is ove rcome for a short period
when a sense of commu n i t y, s h a red belonging, a n d
s h a red outrage can be ex p ressed powe r f u l ly and
p u b l i c ly.

Bauman invo kes the theme of m o ral panic as a
way of explaining what is at stake in these
p ro t e s t s .M o ral panic is a sociological construct
d eveloped by British academics in the 1960s to
a dd ress a media-facilitated fear of such perc e ive d
societal threats as the emergence of youth subcul-
t u re s .S t a n l ey Cohen in his (1972) Folk Devils &
M o ral Pa n i c s p rovides a broad outline:

Societies appear to be subject , eve ry now and t h e n , to
periods of moral panic. A co n d i t i o n ,e p i s o d e , person or
g roup of persons emerges to become defined as a
t h re at to societal values and int e re s t s ; its nat u re is
p re s e nted in a stylised and stereotypical fashion by t h e
mass media; the moral barricades are manned by
e d i to r s, b i s h o p s, politicians and other right- t h i n k i n g
p e o p l e ; socially acc redited ex p e rts pro n o u n ce t h e i r
diagnoses and solutions; ways of coping are evo l ved or
( m o re often) re s o rted to ; the condition then disappears,
s u b m e rges or deteriorat e s . . . Sometimes the object of
the panic is quite novel and at other times it i s
something which has been in ex i s t e n ce long enough,
b u t suddenly appears in the limelight. Sometimes t h e
panic passes over and is fo rgo t t e n , exce p t in fo l k l o re and
co l l e ct i ve memory; at other times it has more serious
and long-lasting re p e rcussions and might p ro d u ce such
c h a n ges as those in legal and social policy or even in t h e
way the society co n ce i ves itself. (Co h e n ,1 97 2 ,p. 9 )

This construct has been criticised, not least as a
consequence of it passing into greater and non-
specialised curre n cy. Pointing to the we a k n e s s e s
of the concept Simon Wa t n ey has argued that:

To begin with, [ m o ral panic] may be employed to
c h a ra cterise all co n f l i cts in the public domain where
s c a p e - go ating t a kes place. I tc a n n o t ,h oweve r,

d i s c r i m i n ate between either diffe re nt o rders or degre e s
of moral panic. Nor can it explain why ce rtain types of
eve nts are especially privileged in this way. A b ove all, i t
l a c ks any capacity to explain the endless ‘ove r h e a d ’
n a r rat i ve of such phenomena, as one ‘ p a n i c’ g i ves way to
a n o t h e r, or one anxiety is displaced across diffe re nt
‘ p a n i c s ’. Thus one moral panic may have a re l at i ve l y
limited frame of re fe re n ce ,w h i l s t another is heav i l y
ove r-d e t e r m i n e d ,j u s t as a whole ra n ge of panics may
s h a re a single co re meaning whilst others operate in
tandem to co n s t r u ct a larger ove rall meaning [...] t h e
t h e o ry of moral panics makes it ex t remely diff i c u l t to
co m p a re press hysteria and gove r n m e nt i n a ct i o n ,w h i c h
m ay well turn out to be closely re l at e d . (Wat n ey, 1 9 87, p.
41 )

Accepting the limited power of analyses of
m o ral panic, it is nonetheless interesting to note
that the paedophile scare is arg u ab ly a classic
example of moral panic, and one that is subject to
s eve ral re n ewals over the last three decades.
R e c ognising the paedophile narra t ive as part of a
panic response stro n g ly suggests then that it is
s e rving a function of displacement.Thus Bauman
and others will argue that the core meanings at
p l ay here do not reside in the ostensible content
of the stories told and re t o l d .R a t h e r, it is a ques-
tion of serving some other need. E s s e n t i a l ly this
p roposes a functional reading of the panic as a
m e chanism for disavowing a broader set of
i n t ra c t able social and political problems by allow-
ing for the symbolic acting out of a proxy anxiety
in a way that is amenable to some potential re s o-
l u t i o n .S u ch resolution is usually dependent on
a t t a ching blame to a localisab l e , if not prox i m a t e ,
c a u s e .Thus Bauman sees the clutch of panicke d
people of Ye ov i l ,p rotesting the presence of an
alien in their midst, as a re flex of the felt loss of a
public sphere and of a participative politics.
H oweve r, it may be that these situations are more
c o m p l ex than is allowed by positing a simple
opposition between surface content (paedophile

I nvasion of the Kiddyf i d d l e r s
Mick W i l s o n
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as threat of imminent harm to ch i l d ren) and actu-
al function (reclaim a space of politics / disavow
its loss).The need for a more nuanced reading of
these panic responses is particularly suggested by
the recent upsurge in narra t ives of ch i l d - s ex
offences which invo l ve celeb r i t i e s .

These recent narra t ives provide a further twist
on this narra t ive of perve rsity and violence with
the emergence of the celebrity paedophile in the
British and to a lesser extent in the Irish media.
S u ch cases as the Gary Glitter conv i c t i o n , the Ti m
Allen conviction (husband of a famous Irish T V
ch e f ) , the Jonathan King pro s e c u t i o n , the Pe t e
Townshend story and more re c e n t ly the false accu-
sation of Matthew Ke l ly are indicative of an emer-
gent trend in the media which fo rges a
relationship between celebrity and ch i l d - s ex per-
ve rs i t y. (It may be that there is a genealogy of
these recent narra t ives to be found in the earl i e r
h i s t o ry of Holly wood and the notorious crimes of
s t a rs such as Fatty A r b u ck l e . )

H oweve r, it is not just conventional celeb r i t y
that is at issue here: it’s not simply about stars ,i t ’s
p r i m a r i ly a question of media visibility.When the
t wo Soham ch i l d ren we re abducted and mu rd e re d
in the late summer of 2002, the unfolding media
c ove rage culminated in the revelation that the
police spoke s p e rson (who had anch o red mu ch of
the TV cove rage) had been named in an FBI
report on UK-based, internet child pornogra p hy
v i ewe rs . As has happened many times befo re , a
public image of civic and moral probity and a pri-
vate ‘truth’ of perve rsity collided.This collision
took place in the, a rg u ab ly alre a dy p o r n o g ra p h i c,
c o n t ext of a daily news narra t ive of tra u m a .( A
t rauma that was made over into soap opera by a
n ews industry appare n t ly starved of other hot con-
tent during the August holiday period.) The ex t ra
ch a rge of sensation generated by this case was the
p roximity of the compromised police officer to a
m a s s ive ly exploited story of ch i l d - mu rd e r.

Media ex p o s u re becomes, in these cases, a n
i n t e gral aspect of the narra t ive of paedophilia: the
paedophile is in a sense alre a dy famous and
becomes infa m o u s , is alre a dy exposed in the
media and is then subsequently further ex p o s e d ,
o u t e d as a perve r t .

C e n t ral to this re n ewed curre n cy of paedophile
stories is the trope of ‘ child pornogra p hy on the
internet’ and the organised netwo rks of ch i l d
ab u s e . Certain cases in the US and in Belgium
we re given international media prominence in the
1990s and thus established a ve ry strong re l a t i o n-
ship between the internet, consumption of ch i l d
p o r n ographic imagery and organised netwo rks of
child ab d u c t i o n ,t rade and sexual ab u s e . In 1996
the FBI established its Innocent Images p ro-
gramme which add resses child porn on the inter-
n e t .This programme has garnered international
media cove rage because of the ex change of info r-
mation about consumers of child pornogra p hy
with other governments and police fo rc e s .Th u s
child porn has become the object of international
police collab o ra t i o n , similar to earlier initiative s
to collab o rate internationally around drugs tra f-
ficking and terro r i s m . This is indicative of the per-
c e ived scale of the thre a t .

In one famous exposé of the threat of the inter-
net as a medium of paedophile activity a group of
North American Police Chiefs we re presented in a
seminar with an FBI agent posing as a twe l ve -
ye a r-old girl in an online chat ro o m .The ‘ g i rl ’s ’
c over story was that she was away from sch o o l
with the flu .Ve ry quick ly, she became the targ e t
of enquiries from ostensibly older men who made
enquiries about her sex activities and re q u e s t e d
p i c t u res of her. One interlocutor sent a digital
image of his genitals. In other ve rsions of this
s t o ry the interlocutor arranges a meeting with the
child under the pretence of being a same-age-
group peer only to emerge as a midd l e - a g e d
p re d a t o r. A key trope in the discussion of org a n-
ised netwo rked paedophiles is the description of
their ability to engage with the child in the ch i l d ’s
domestic sphere , since the internet-enabled com-
puter is in the bedroom or sitting ro o m , and is

thus a gateway into the home, a gateway that can
often be unpoliced and unpro t e c t e d . It is impor-
tant to note that these scenarios of adults re c r u i t-
ing younger ch i l d ren and teenagers online, a re
cited as examples of child pornogra p hy.The arg u-
ment thus made is that there is a smooth and
uninterrupted continuum between the consump-
tion of imagery and the actualising of pre d a t o ry
s exual assaults on ch i l d re n .The smooth continu i t y
of this spectrum is guaranteed by the fig u re of the
paedophile: only a paedophile would look at such
i m a g e s , and a paedophile by definition is one who
a c t ive ly sex u a l ly assaults ch i l d re n .( Th e re are
i n t e resting parallels with earlier concerns for the
deleterious effects of the cinema on ch i l d re n ,
e s p e c i a l ly as these pertained to perc e ived sex u a l
t h reats to the child in the darkened space of the
c i n e m a , and the presumed inherent promiscuity of
the cinematic image itself (See Hansen, 1 9 9 0 ) . )

It is notewo r t hy also that these recent narra-
t ives of paedophilia have become, not just part of
‘ n ews’ and ‘ d o c u m e n t a ry’ progra m m e s , but also
the stuff of ex p l i c i t ly ‘entertainment’ TV pro d u c-
tion (accepting that these distinctions are slight
a ny way ) .Thus the US TV series Law & Order
Special Victims Unit in its 2002 season featured a
p re p o n d e rance of storylines centred on ch i l d - s ex
o f f e n d e rs .( This series signals its remit as a consid-
e red commentary on the moral and legal dilem-
mas of contempora ry US society by re f e re n c i n g
s p e c i fic topical social issues in the storyline and
p roviding context setting dialog u e .Thus it ech o e s
and re i n fo rces the broader curre n cy of the pae-
dophile narra t ive in the media.) Intere s t i n g ly
these storylines genera l ly entail mu rder scenarios
as the logical extension of the ch i l d - s ex offence.
The abuse stories are genera l ly situated in the
c o n t ext of non-biological fa m i ly relations or of
state care and we l fa re initiative s . In one instance
the victims are non-US citizens imported as part
of an organised trade in ch i l d re n - fo r- s ex , in anoth-
er instance the victims are ch i l d ren from dy s f u n c-
tional families where the primary carer is a drug
a ddict or otherwise incapacitated.Th e re is in one
s t o ryline a specific add ress to the North A m e r i c a n
B oy Love A s s o c i a t i o n , an advo c a cy group for pae-
d o p h i l e s .This organisation is cited in the course of
a standard context-setting aside by one ch a ra c t e r.
The effect of this device is to re i n fo rce the topical-
ity of the theme and underline the broad social
u rg e n cy of the issue.

These narra t ives of child sexual ab u s e ,w h e t h e r
in the news or in detective show s , refer ultimately,
and however heav i ly mediated, to actual events in
the wo rl d .What they describe does in some criti-
cal sense take place. On the other hand these are
not the only stories that might be told about ch i l d
s exuality or child sex assaults.These narra t ive s
c l e a rly service a moral panic re flex .These stories
n a r rate child sexual violence by fo rging a series of
linkages between child sexual assault and seve ra l
key themes: the indiv i d u a l i s e d ,p a t h o l ogical type
‘the paedophile’; the ex t ra - familial netwo rks of
these otherwise re m o t e , isolated types (enclave s
of clerics or netwo rks of tech - s avvy online pre d a-

t o rs); the perva s ive thre a t , yet ex t ra o rd i n a ry
n a t u re of the pervert; the danger of new tech n o l o-
gies (digital imaging, digital netwo rks) as ve h i c l e s
bringing these, otherwise ex t e r n a l i s e d ,t h re a t s
into the home (the putative ly safe place of ch i l d-
hood); the vulnerability of non-traditional fa m i ly
c o n s t r u c t s .These stories tell us that child sex u a l
assault is a pathology of the contempora r y, o f
m o d e r n i t y. It should be re m e m b e red that when
feminist authors began to produce narra t ives of
s exual assault on ch i l d re n , among the key themes
we re the fa m i ly, male authority, i n c e s t , the con-
struction of femininity as ch i l d - l i ke , and the collu-
s ive societal re p ression of these stories of ab u s e .
For earlier feminist accounts child sexual ab u s e
was thus a p athology of pat r i a r chy, of authority.

Returning then to the moral panic interp re t a-
t i o n , it appears that the paedophile scare is
ove rd e t e r m i n e d . It is symbolically operating many
and various anxieties but also displacing and
obscuring other dilemmas. It obscures the simple
fact that ch i l d ren are primarily vulnerable to sex u-
al exploitation in their fa m i ly homes at the hands
of their pare n t s , their care rs , their siblings, t h e i r
re l a t ives and other fig u res of trust. It obscures the
simple fact that ch i l d re n ,i n t e r n a t i o n a l ly, a re sub-
ject to all manner of ch ronic and fatal ab u s e s ,
under systems that are collusive ly maintained by
a whole host of international playe rs . It displaces
our pro found ambivalence for this historically
recent construct, the ch i l d , and does not allow us
to ask why the child can be so sex u a l ly ch a rg e d ,
for so many ‘ o rd i n a ry people’. It obscures that
w h i ch is arg u ab ly the primary locus of most vio-
l e n c e , of most sexual pain and dy s f u n c t i o n ,t h e
fa m i ly. It services the re c u r rent anxieties that
h ave tra d i t i o n a l ly emerged in the face of tech n o-
l ogical ch a n g e . And indeed, as Bauman notes, i t
does seem to enable a fleeting sense of commu n i-
t y, identity and belonging in the face of horro r.

The paedophile scare appears to brook no dis-
senting positions, no hesitant critique or even any-
thing that obliquely suggests that the whole
spectrum (from internet imagery to ch i l d - mu rd e r )
is not an ab s o l u t e ,i n t e gral and uniform ev i l .
Indeed if the ch i l d - s ex question was pro p e rly a
q u e s t i o n , a topic on which publicly re a s o n e d
ex change and dialogue could pro c e e d , the mora l
panic would be puncture d . It re q u i res the quench-
ing of all and any ambiguity, all and any scruple,
so that an absolute and binding consensus may
h o l d . It may be that this is the one point at which
m o ral panic responses and some feminist accounts
of child sex offences conve rge: there must be no
c o n f u s i o n , the juxtaposition of sex and the child is
a lways and eve ry w h e re monstro u s . But of cours e
h i s t o r i c a l ly ch i l d ren have not been listened to, o r
b e l i eved in respect of these matters , while adults
h ave often been protected by fa m i ly collusions
and the support of other social structure s , and so
the fear of slippage is unders t a n d ab l e .A m b i g u i t y
in these matters , it is believe d , will accrue benefit
o n ly to offenders and pre d a t o rs .
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“Unborn children of the region are being asked to pay
the highest p r i ce , the integrity of their DNA.”1

Ross B. M i r ka r i m i

A new kind of nuclear war is being wa g e d .I t ’s
a l re a dy being fought in Scotland and the combat-
ants are you and me. Our attacke rs are the
M i n i s t ry of Defence, a fo rce which has alre a dy poi-
soned its own soldiers and threatened the health
of the civilian populations of the fo r m e r
Yu g o s l av i a , Ku wait and Ira q .

Why is this happening? The threat comes fro m
‘the coalition’ of the perc e ived need to re-use ura-
nium left-over from commercial pro d u c t i o n , and a
m i l i t a ry ‘need’ for a strengthened shell casing.Th e
result is Depleted Ura n i u m ,n i cknamed ‘the silve r
b u l l e t ’ .

In 1996, the UN Subcommission on Human
Rights classified Depleted Uranium (DU) ammu-
nition as an indiscriminate ‘ Weapon of Mass
D e s t r u c t i o n ’ , and a ‘Crime Against Humanity’.
G rant Wa ke fie l d , of opposition group ‘ The Fi re
N ext Ti m e ’ ,s ays: “ The use of DU, and the subse-
quent massive efforts to dow n p l ay its after- e f f e c t s
re p resents one of the most stupendous and outra-
geous lies ever told by Western gove r n m e n t s .”

What is Depleted Uranium? DU is used to
m a ke projectiles which can penetrate armour, fo r
example in anti-tank missiles. After penetra t i o n
the DU forms a powder which is ‘ py ro p h o r i c ’ ,
burning to form a fine dust of uranium ox i d e s .D U
is a by - p roduct from the production of enrich e d
fuel for nuclear re a c t o rs and we a p o n s , and used to
m a nu fa c t u re shells, bullets and pro t e c t ive armour
of tanks.This excess ura n i u m , composed mainly of
the uranium isotope U-238, is called “ d e p l e t e d ”
because it has a lower than normal content of the
fis s i o n able material. But it has one ve ry “ ex c e l-
l e n t ”p roperty—it is ex t re m e ly dense and capab l e
of penetrating heav i ly armoured ve h i c l e s .

DU spontaneously burns on impact, c re a t i n g
t i ny aero s o l i zed particles less than five microns in
d i a m e t e r, small enough to be inhaled. At least
70% of the uranium in these weapons is re l e a s e d
in this form on impact, and these tiny particles
t ravel long distances when airborne.To d ay ’s pre c i-
sion bombing headline is tomorrow ’s contaminat-
ed landscape.

Poisoning The Po p u l ations of
Ku wa i t and Ira q
A minimum of 940,000 rounds of DU we re fired by
US fo rces during the Gulf ‘ wa r ’ . An estimated 300
metric tonnes of DU material was deposited ove r
vast tracts of land, p r i m a r i ly in Southern Ira q . A
letter was sent to the Royal UK Ordnance on Ap r i l
21st 1991 by Pa ddy Bartholomew, B u s i n e s s
D evelopment Manager of AEA Te ch n o l og y, t h e
t rading name for the UK Atomic Energ y
Au t h o r i t y. Enclosed was a ‘ t h reat paper’, m a rke d
‘UK restricted’ which set out the true nature of
the contamination:

“US t a n ks fired 5,000 ro u n d s, US airc ra ft m a ny tens of
thousands of ro u n d s, and UK t a n ks a small number of
DU ro u n d s .The tank ammunition alone will amount to
g re ater then 50,000 lbs. of DU. [...] If the tank inve nto ry
of the DU was inhaled, the lat e s tI nt e r n at i o n a l
Committee of Radiological Pro t e ction risk fa cto r
c a l c u l ates 50 0,000 potential deat h s .The DU will spre a d
a round the battlefield and t a rge t vehicles in va r i o u s
s i zes and quant i t i e s . [....] It would be unwise for people
to stay close to large quantities of DU for long periods
and this would obviously be of co n cern to the local
p o p u l ation if t h ey co l l e ct this heavy metal and keep it.”

The people of Basra have just re c e ived their
second dose of missiles tipped with depleted ura-
nium in 12 ye a rs .Th ey ’ re still reeling from the
first lot.

Scott Tay l o r, the editor of Esprit de Corps m a g a-
z i n e , writes: “ For the past 10 ye a rs the medical
staff at the Basra Pediatric Hospital have com-
piled a ve ry disturbing photographic re c o rd which
c a t a l ogues thousands of patients born with ‘ c o n-
genital anomalies’.” Due to its strategic location—
just north of Ku wa i t — B a s ra was one of the most
h e av i ly targeted Iraqi cities during the Coalition
Fo rces’ aerial bombardment during what’s being
called ‘Gulf War I’.

In the decade since Operation Desert Storm,
the lethal legacy of that conflict continues unab a t-
ed in the form of widespread cancer, an epidemic
of renal disease and a tremendous increase in
genetic birth defects.The collection of pho-
t ographs which line the walls of the Basra
Hospital “memorial gallery ”a re horrific :
grotesque babies born with two heads, t i ny infa n t s
with internal organs protruding through their
chest cav i t i e s , nu m e rous limbless ch i l d re n , and an
alarming number of newborns who re a ched full
term without developing any skin.

“ To find similar congenital anomalies we have
had to re s e a rch the ra d i o a c t ive aftermaths of
H i roshima and Nagasaki”, said Dr. Khalid A l -
A b i d i , I ra q ’s Deputy Minister of Health. But as the
Campaign Against Depleted Uranium says: “ Th e
risks of Depleted Uranium are not only pre s e n t
during wa rs , or fa r-off confli c t s , but affect us mu ch
closer to home, w h e re the weapons are manu fa c-
t u red and tested.”

S co t l a n d : B i rt h p l a ce of The New
Wa rfa r e
As depleted uranium shells rained down on Ira q ,
the Scottish people could take pride in the fa c t
that the we a p o n ry has been developed and tested
in and around the Solway Firth for the past twe n t y
ye a rs .We simply couldn’t have brought them this
l evel of libera t o ry democra cy if we hadn’t alre a dy
tried it out at home.

M a ny thousands of DU tipped shells have been
t e s t - fired from the Dundrennan ra n g e , though the
MoD insist that the env i ronmental contamination
caused by the shells is negligible as “ t h ey we re
fired into a cloth targ e t ”2 and there was no know n
risk to public health.

This pro c e s s ,w h i ch sets up the Dumfries coun-
t ryside and its local population as an open air
medical ex p e r i m e n t , was halted re c e n t ly, i ro n i c a l-
ly, because of restrictions over access to land due
to foot and mouth disease. But now they ’ re testing
a g a i n .

While the after-effects of depleted uranium are
s h rouded with expected secre cy, the bald facts are
made plain in seve ral key re p o r t s . A frank admis-

sion from the US in 1990 stated: “ S h o r t - t e r m
effects of high doses can result in death, w h i l e
long-term effects of low doses have been implicat-
ed in cancer.”3

But while the suspected connection betwe e n
Gulf War Syndrome and DU has galvanised a
m ovement to oppose this scientific experiment in
A m e r i c a , it has been slow off the ground in
S c o t l a n d . In the US, the Depleted Ura n i u m
C i t i zens’ Netwo rk began its wo rk in 1992 and
i n t roduced itself to the public in March of 1993
with the release of a report entitled ‘ U ra n i u m
B a t t l e fields Home and A b ro a d ’ .This report wa s
written by DU Netwo rk members , the Rura l
Alliance for Military A c c o u n t ab i l i t y, t h e
P rogre s s ive Alliance for Commu n i t y
E m p owe r m e n t , and Citizen A l e r t .The DU
N e t wo rk ’s membership consists of people liv i n g
near uranium enrichment plants and near fa c i l i-
ties where DU munitions are made, former wo rk-
e rs at those fa c i l i t i e s , people living near where
DU weapons are tested, and both Pe rsian Gulf and
Atomic ve t e ra n s .

In Scotland there is little opposition. I t ’s diffi-
cult to tell why not. M aybe it’s the geogra p hy of
D u n d re n n a n .C e r t a i n ly culpable are the fa i l e d
Scottish Labour Pa r t y, the useless Scottish
E nv i ronmental Protection A g e n cy (SEPA) and the
opportunistic Nationalist agenda that plays to a
p ro - m i l i t a ry sub-agenda. U n fo r t u n a t e ly, also true
is that the softly - s o f t ly appro a ch of Scotland’s
G reen MSP, the mu l t i - c o l o u red scarf-we a r i n g
Robin Harp e r, has been ineffective . Perhaps Kev i n
D u n i o n , in his new role as Scotland’s Secre t ’s
S u p re m o, can uncover some of the truth about the
m i l i t a ry in Scotland? But the more
l i ke ly reality is that we shall have to
u n c over the truth ours e l ve s .

E l s ew h e re the anti-DU move-
ment has grown out of disaffected
s o l d i e rs’ own politicisation.Th e i r
legal and medical cases—and a
growing realisation that they are the
d i s p e n s able pawns of the military —
h ave fuelled rather than quelled an
i nve s t i g a t ive spirit that’s lacking in
S c o t l a n d . In the US this has been
enhanced by a radicalised ve t e ra n ’s
m ovement and a decade of enquiry
into Gulf War Syndro m e .S c o t l a n d
we a rs its military history on its shoul-
der with pride. I t ’s part of some
s t range nostalgic affection with our
v i o l e n c e . Scottish re g i m e n t s ,l o n g
bought by the British to wage wa rs
ab road (be it Ireland or Iraq) carry
this notion of romance with them
t h rough the centuries. S o, t h e
nationalists would rather bristle
under regimental pride than look
into the fil t hy secrets of ex p e r i-
ments on the civilian population.

L i ke Dounre ay, also left unan-
swe re d ,u n re s o l ved and unwa n t e d ,
the rural positioning of the
D u n d rennan Range suits the
G e n e rals and the career politicians
busying themselves with the
defence of the realm and the cre-
ation of micro - p o l i cy at Holy ro o d .

M a nuel Pino, an env i ronmental activist fro m
the Acoma Pueblo in New Mex i c o, sees links
b e t ween the geogra p hy and the placement of
ra d i o a c t ive military sites in the US: “In re m o t e
a reas of the Navajo Reservation there are still
over one thousand unreclaimed uranium pit mines
o p e n , filled with wa t e r, i nviting ch i l d ren to sw i m

S o l way ’s Silver Bullet
M i ke Small

30 mm DU Bullet

the Depleted Uranium
Penetrator shell
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and animals to drink.”
U ranium development on indigenous people’s

land parallels the history of the nuclear industry
in the United States. When the race to build atom-
ic weapons began in secre cy during Wo rld War II,
nuclear weapons re s e a rch had been established in
N ew Mex i c o. Six Pueblo nations in northern New
M exico are within thirty miles of the Los A l a m o s
S c i e n t i fic Lab o ra t o ry, w h e re the first atomic bomb
was deve l o p e d .The remote desert spot called
Tr i n i t y, N ew Mex i c o, w h e re on Ju ly 16, 1 9 4 5 ,t h e
first atomic bomb was tested, is within sixty miles

of the Mescalero
Ap a che Nation.Th e
G rants Mineral Belt—
w h i ch would ultimate-
ly become the larg e s t
u ranium belt in the
wo rl d — was located on
or near the Nava j o
nation and Laguna
and Acoma Pueb l o
l a n d s .
I t ’s said that the MoD

we re asked to identify a UK site for nuclear test-
i n g — C a i t h n e s s .The only factor that stopped it
was the levels of ra i n fall rather than the popula-
t i o n .

Fighting Military Occ u p ation in
P u e rto Rico
Since 1938, the US Navy has been
acquiring land in Vieques by ex p ro-
p r i a t i o n .The US Navy uses 75% of
the Island’s soil for war manoeuvre s ,
and bomb stora g e . Not surp r i s i n g ly,
the Puerto Rican population of 9,000
h ave learnt effective methods to
oppose their further colonisation.

Vieques’ fishermen have been at
the fo re f ront of a courageous re s i s-
tance to military occupation con-
f ronting wa rships at sea seve ra l
t i m e s . In Feb r u a ry of 1978, US admi-
ral Robert Fanagan told the fis h e r-
men that they would not be allowe d
to fish during 3 we e k s . NATO coun-
tries had planned an intensive mili-
t a ry manoeuvre along all of Vieques’ coastline.
C a rlo Zenûn informed him that they wo u l d
p ro t e s t . “Imagine me, a Puerto Rican fis h e r m a n ,
telling a US Navy admiral that we ’ re going to
cause problems for them”, he said. On Feb r u a ry

6 t h ,1 9 7 8 , fed-up with the Nav y ’s arrog a n c e ,t h e
fishermen took a desperate gamble. Forty fis h i n g
boats ‘ i nvaded’ wa t e rs where target practice with
l ive ammunition was about to begin.Th ey we re
successful in stalling the manoeuvres and awa ke n-
ing the support of the entire Puerto Rican nation.
This activism at sea has won impor-
tant victories for the people of
Vieques during their struggle
against the US Nav y.

After a civ i l i a n ,D avid Sanes
R o d r ì g u e z , was killed by the nav y
on April 19th, 1 9 9 9 , a group of
c ivilians gathered in the “ a c c i-
d e n t ”a rea to protest the bombard-
m e n t s . This show of outrage and
c ivil disobedience was a fro n t a l
challenge to the US Nav y ’s ill-got-
ten authority. On April 21st a
group gathered at the place of the
b o m b i n g s , placed a large cross and
named the area Mount Dav i d , i n
m e m o ry of Mr. S a n e s . Mount Dav i d
is peppered with live ammu n i t i o n . In spite of this,
m a ny people organised protests behind the gates
of the Nav y ’s restricted are a s . All these pro t e s t s
h ave successfully detained the bombings since
Sanes’ death. “I know that there is a great dan-
g e r ” , said Pablo Connelly, one of the civilians that
p ro t e s t e d , “I know that the risks are gre a t , but all
the risks are worth it. I do this for my ch i l d ren and
for the ch i l d ren of all Viequenses and I know that

during the time that I re m a i n
h e re there is not going to fall a
single bomb in Vi e q u e s .”
On May 8th, the Puerto Rican
Independence Party (PIP) estab-
lished a second campsite in Playa
C a r r u ch o.The president of the
p a r t y, Senator Ruben Berrios,
vowed to stay in the campsite
until either the Navy left or he
was arre s t e d . A scenario of con-
f rontation was set. Once again,
D avid faced Goliath eye to eye .
M a ny other Encampments of
C ivil Disobedience we re estab-
lished over the course of that ye a r
in the target ra n g e . At the begin-

ning of May 2000, t h e re we re about 14 of them
with over one hundred people
l iving permanently in such
h a rsh conditions.

On Th u rs d ay, M ay 4, 2 0 0 0 ,a t
5:30am federal authorities
began to arrest the people con-
ducting Civil Disobedience in
Vi e q u e s .This act was consid-
e red an offence of the US
G overnment against the will of
the people of Vieques and
Puerto Rico, who took back
their land for one full year to
p revent the bombing and
shelling of the Island.

H i s to ry Of DU Testing In Sco t l a n d
Regular test-firing of DU shells started in 1980 at
Eskmeals in Cumbria, and at the Ministry of
D e f e n c e ’s firing range at Dundre n n a n ,n e a r
K i rkcudbright in South-west Scotland in 1981. I n
June 1993 the MoD, a n swering a parl i a m e n t a ry
q u e s t i o n , in effect denied that there was any pro b-
l e m , t h e re being “ o n ly ve ry low levels of ra d i o a c-
t iv i t y ”d e t e c t e d . But when radiation reports we re
made public in Ju ly (with some excisions) these
revealed serious levels of contamination outside
the controlled area at Eskmeals, and grass and
soil samples at Kirkcudbright we re “ well ab ove
a c c e p t able limits.”The test-firings had resulted in
the accumulation of ra d i o a c t ive waste at these
s i t e s .C u r re n t ly 91 cubic metres at Eskmeals is
estimated to rise to 468 cubic metres by 2030.

At Kirkcudbright there is considered to be no
nuclear waste as DU shells are fired into the
S o lway Fi r t h . All MoD efforts to re t r i eve them
h ave fa i l e d .

At Kirkcudbright a misfiring on 13th

N ovember 1989 invo l ved a DU shell ex p l o d i n g
into fragments on impact with a stone bank.Th i s
resulted in a local concentration of 1,692 mg/kg
well exceeding the MoD’s normal limit of 72
mg/kg and upper limit of 300 mg/kg. P re s u m ab ly,
in investigating this incident, m i l i t a ry pers o n n e l

inspected the site of impact and
we re exposed to this concentra t i o n .
Depending on wind and we a t h e r
c o n d i t i o n s , local populations in
Britain may be exposed to
u n k n own concentrations over pro-
longed periods.
So what is the present situation in
Scotland? For SEPA’s last state-
ment on the issue you have to go
b a ck to 12th Ja nu a ry 2001, w h i ch
s i m p ly noted public concern and
the MoD’s inability to re t r i eve the
s h e l l s .The MoD’s monitoring has
not shown elevated levels of ura n i-
u m , nor has it found the specific
DU ‘ s i g n a t u re ’ .H oweve r, if shells

cannot be re t r i eved it is impossible to demon-
s t rate that the DU has dispersed and been
absorbed into the normal back ground ra d i a t i o n .

In his statement to the House of Commons, t h e
Minister for the Armed Fo rc e s , John Spellar MP,
said: “ The Env i ronment A g e n cy in England and
Wa l e s , and the Scottish Env i ronmental Pro t e c t i o n
A g e n cy in Scotland also have ove rsight of the fir-
ing progra m m e .” In fact according to SEPA: “ M o D
a c t ivities are not subject to the Radioactive
Substances Act so SEPA does not have contro l
over these activ i t i e s , nor do we undertake moni-
toring for depleted ura n i u m . We are awa re of the
firing programme and, along with the local
C o u n c i l , see the results of the MoD’s own monitor-
i n g . We also provide advice to the MoD.”

It would be difficult to imagine how SEPA
could be more discre d i t e d . With the politicians
d i s i n t e re s t e d , and the statutory body dissolute, t h e
public are left powe rl e s s ,i g n o rant and contami-
n a t e d .D rawing on the Vieques Libre movement in
Puerto Rico and the American people’s legal
opposition to their own military, we need to build
a national body which monitors military opera-
tions throughout Scotland, and a move m e n t
against the occupying fo rc e .

Depleted Uranium is not just another we a p o n
in the terrorist state’s arsenal; it
d e fies all the protocol of inter-
national law.The fact that
Britain and America have used
DU weapons in the present and
past conflicts shows them to be
b eyond re d e m p t i o n , and ex p o s-
es the contempt they have fo r
their own civilian population as
well as those ab ro a d .
E ve ry opportunity should be
raised to move to shut down the
D u n d rennan range and halt DU
t e s t s . As in Vi e q u e s , local fis h e r-

men can play a key role and unity should be made
with the people of Northern England, I reland and
Dumfries and Galloway. I t ’s degrading to re m a i n
quiescent in the face of such assault.

For an update on the campaign against military
a buses in Scotland contact
p r o d u c t 2 0 0 0 @ h o t m a i l . c o m

N o t e s
1   Ross B. Mirkarimi, The Environmental and Human

Health Impacts of the Gulf Region with Special
Reference to Iraq. May 1992

2   http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/scotland/1873534.stm

3   From the Science Applications International
Corporation (SAIC) report, included as Appendix
D of AMMCOM’s Kinetic Energy Penetrator Long
Term Strategy Study, Danesi, July 1990.

Photographs:
J.B.Russell,
‘congenital
anomalies’ in
Iraq following
‘Gulf War I’.
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The moment yo u ’re born

t h ey plant a round yo u

mills t h at grind lies

lies to last you a life t i m e

‘A Sad State of Fre e d o m’, Nazim Hikmet

During t we nty years of political activity I have come to
the conclusion t h at if we are serious about radical and
eve ntual change then we must do it w h e re we are , at
our base: the community we live in and our wo r k p l a ce.
T h at means speaking out a ga i n s t the injustices and
p ove rty around us.1 For a long time I have criticised
those who put all their energies into struggles in far off
co u nt r i e s . I have viewed many as latter day missionaries
and dismissed them as middle class do-go o d e r s, f i n d i n g
causes in other people’s struggles while failing to see
the issues and struggles around t h e m . For these person-
al re a s o n s, i t was with gre at re l u ct a n ce t h at I became
i nvo l ved in the struggle aga i n s t the F-type solitary co n-
f i n e m e nt cells in Turkish prisons.

As an act i v i s t , initially I knew little about the situa-
tion in Tu r key other than it being an ex t remely re p re s-
s i ve co u nt ry2 and of the at rocious t re at m e nt of t h e
Ku rdish populat i o n .3 During the bombing of Belgrade I
had developed a friendship with a Ku rdish asylum seek-
er here in Live r p o o l ,b u t due to language difficulties it
was often diff i c u l t to co m p rehend his politics. He had
m a n a ged to co nvey ce rtain t h i n g s, t h o u g h : he had been
to rt u re d , (held over Istanbul Bridge by the police ,
a m o n g s t other t h i n g s) .L at e r, I understood he had been
p a rt of the Le ft i s ts t r u ggle which included both Tu r ks
and Ku rds fighting for self-d e t e r m i n ation for eve ryo n e.

On the morning of 19th December 2000 he arrive d
at my house, u p s e t and angry, and asked if our gro u p,
‘ People Not P rof i t’, could help. P rev i o u s l y, he had told me
a b o u t the hunger strikes in Turkish prisons aga i n s tt h e
fo rcing of political prisoners into the ‘coffin ce l l s ’or isola-
tion units, and t h at the prison guards co nt i n u a l l y
at t a c ked them seeking to quash their pro t e s t.This t i m e
though the Turkish stat e ’s actions we re more ex t re m e.
In the cynically titled ‘ L i fe Saving Operat i o n’, 20 prisons
we re raided by state fo rces and the prisoners at t a c ke d .
H u n d reds had been injured and 30 political prisoners (6
women and 24 men) massacred t h rough shootings,
gassing and even by being set on fire. T h at a ft e r n o o n
people from our group and from the Tu r k i s h / Ku rd i s h
community protested in Liverpool city ce nt re.We held
p l a c a rds and gave out leaflets to shoppers calling on
them to pro t e s t by phoning and faxing the Tu r k i s h
G ove r n m e nt and Embassies. B u t even t h e n , to me, a n
a ct i v i s t half my life , Tu r key still seemed a long way away
and someone t rying to co nvey to me t h rough basic eng-
lish English the shocking reality about w h at had hap-
pened in Tu r key in the early hours of t h at morning did
n o th ave a shocking effe ct ,l a rgely because I could not
co m p rehend the full horror of the situat i o n .

“ T h ey suddenly opened fire and t h rew bombs. T h e
barricade t h at t h ey talk about was t wo wa rd ro b e s .
Six women we re burnt a l i ve in the same dormito ry
in one night.”

Ebru Dince r, s u rv i vor of December 19th attack who
ended up with 3rd degree burns to fa ce and body.

Fo l l owing December 19th I heard the occasional sto ry
a b o u t the situation in Tu r key and attempted to searc h
the int e r n e t for info r m ation but t h e re was little cove r-
a ge in English, and then it was mainly sloga n e e r i n g.
M o re ove r, i t was hard to see the human side of the sto ry

or the people invo l ve d . And so the hunger strike co nt i n-
u e d , and it still seemed a long way away. Only when I
b e gan to meet m o re Turkish and Ku rdish people arriving
in Liverpool did it begin to sink in. You can often pre-
sume you are awa re of ce rtain political realities and
ensuing struggles by reading about t h e m ,b u ta ct u a l l y
understanding and really knowing is diffe re nt ;b e h i n d
the slogans t h e re are human beings, people with t h e i r
own histo r i e s, their own pain and humiliations and t h e i r
own spirit of re s i s t a n ce.

“ B u t this kind of fre e d o m

Is a sad affair under the stars”

Nazim Hikmet

I re ce i ved a G u a rd i a n a rticle (2/04/02) about t h e
d e ath of Meryem Altun, a young woman born in Tu r key
who had been a community wo r ker in Lo n d o n ,w h o,
f r u s t rated and angry at w h at was happening in Tu r key,
decided to join her co m ra d e s . She was arrested on her
return to Tu r key, i m m e d i ately sent to prison and became
the 50th woman to die in the hunger strike.

Soon aft e r, I saw t wo exce l l e nt d o c u m e nt a ry films
made by the Turkish film maker Metin Ye g i n ,‘Aft e r ’a n d
‘ L i fe h o u s e ’. We decided t h at to raise awa reness of t h e
h u n ger strikes we would develop a multi-media pro j e ct
using the poetry of Nazim Hikmet s e t to music4 a n d
p ro d u ce a film using images from life in Tu r key and fro m
the hunger strikers t h e m s e l ve s .We wa nted to avo i d
using sloga n s, clichés and t e r m i n o l o gy which people
c a n’ t understand or re l ate to o, and instead pre s e nt a
ve ry human sto ry. O ver the fo l l owing months we
re s e a rched and developed the pro j e ct ,‘The Le m o n
S e e d ’5, which was pre s e nted to a local audience who
we re both shocked and moved by what t h ey saw.

To d ay is Sunday

To d ay, for the first t i m e

t h ey took me out i nto the sun

and for the first time in my life

I looked at the sky

a m a zed t h at i t was so fa r

and so blue

and so wide 

‘ To d ay is Sunday ’, Nazim Hikmet

Re s e a rching ‘The Lemon Seed’ gave me a deeper
understanding of the strugg l e. I read surv i vo r s ’t e s t a-
m e nt s, s e a rched t h rough thousands of image s, s to r i e s,
i nt e rv i ews and much fo o t a ge , looking for an ove ra l l
u n d e r s t a n d i n g. I discove red horro r, n a ked brutality and a
viciousness inflicted by people, t h at I found diff i c u l t to
u n d e r s t a n d .B u t I also discove red t h at those on t h e
re ceiving end of this viciousness we re not b ro ken peo-
p l e ,d e s t royed by the brutality of state off i c i a l s, p o l i ce
and soldiers, or by months on hunger strike s ; instead I
found co u ra geous people whose stories moved me to
t e a r s, who evo ked inspiration t h rough their t a l e s, t h e i r
humour and their gre at re s i l i e n ce.These people, in t h e i r
h u n d re d s, possibly t h o u s a n d s, labelled as ‘t e r ro r i s t s ’by a
m u rd e rous state had suffe red to rt u re to the ex t re m e ,
seen their close friends burnt and murd e re d , wat c h e d
their loved ones die of starvat i o n , ye t the state could not
d e s t roy their spirit. I can only imagine this re s i l i e n ce.
With all this in mind my Turkish friends suggested I visit
I s t a n b u l . A month lat e r, c a m co rder in hand, I was on a
plane flying t h e re , still with my ‘d o - go o d e r ’re s e rvat i o n s .

A Turkish friend, who had t ravelled over a few days
e a r l i e r, m e t me and over the nex t few days I ex p e r i e n ce d
the wa r mth and ge n e rosity of her friends and fa m i l y. I
had ye t to visit the supporters and the surv i vors of t h e
h u n ger strike , a number of whom had now been
re l e a s e d6 and had established a live-in pro j e ct called t h e
L i fehouse where t h ey could support each other back to
h e a l t h .

You may proclaim t h at one must l i ve

n o t as a to o l , a number or a link

b u t as a human being —

then at o n ce t h ey handcuff your wrists.

You are free to be arre s t e d ,i m p r i s o n e d

and even hanged 

‘A Sad State of Fre e d o m’, Nazim Hikmet

Fi r s t I visited the B u reau of the Alinteri n ews p a p e r, a
s t rong supporter of the hunger strike r s . Istanbul is a
m a s s i ve place and it took t wo hours to ge tt h e re. At t h e
B u re a u, to my surprise, I was met by six ve ry friendly
wo m e n , all between the ages of t we nty and t h i rt y, w h o
ran the paper.We sat a round in a circ l e , and my friend
t ra n s l ated our co nve r s at i o n s . All of the women we re
awaiting t r i a l ;t h ey had all been accused of working on a
‘co m m u n i s t’ n ewspaper and we re ex p e cting a prison
t e r m . These wo m e n ,t h o u g h ,n o t only took it all in t h e i r
s t r i d e ,b u t made jokes about i t.The co nve r s ation wa s
f ree and easy: t h ey said t h e re was ve ry little else t h e
Turkish state could do to the revo l u t i o n a ry move m e nt ,
a p a rt f rom killing them all. I was shown some art wo r k
by an imprisoned co m rade of t h e i r s, and asked my opin-
ion on whether I understood it, and what i t said to me. I
was shown around the off i ce but m o s t of their equip-
m e nt had been co n f i s c ated by the police so t h ey we re
running eve rything on t wo co m p u t e r s .T h ey showed me
their website and a site where their co m rade was dis-
p l aying his art work—in spite of the co n s e q u e n ce s .
T h ro u g h o u t our co nve r s at i o n s, despite our political dif-
fe re n ce s, I was t re ated as an equal and t h ey we re ge n-
uinely int e rested in my opinion. The work these wo m e n
we re and are doing t a kes gre at co u ra ge , co m m i t m e nt
and co n ce r n .

“ Well after the December 19th massacre , we we re
d ra gged to the F-type ce l l s . After we ent e re d
Te k i rdag F-Type Prison, h u n d reds of Guards guard s
and soldiers at t a c ked us. I t was t e r r i b l e ;m o s t of us
had been on hunger strike. I can’ t even describe it,
you wo u l d n’ tb e l i eve it. T h ey to rt u red us, b e at u s,
besides t h at t h ey strip-searched us; some we re
raped with t r u n c h e o n s .”

M u s t a fa Ya s a r

We we re then to visit the Life h o u s e , the self- h e l p
p ro j e ct for surv i vors of the hunger strike. Aga i n ,i t to o k
a b o u tt wo hours to ge tt h e re across the urban spraw l
and chaos of Istanbul. I t was in an anonymous apart-
m e nt building similar to all the others, with a grey door
s e t in amongst a number of shops. We we re greeted by
t wo ve ry friendly wo m e n ,H u l ya and Naile who we l-
comed us into the smoke filled parlour where t h e re
we re about six people. A m o n g s tt h e m , Ca fer was a t a l l ,
s l i m ,q u i e t man whose co - o rd i n ation and memory had
been affe cted by his 69 days on hunger strike in t h e
prison struggle of 1996. He wa l ked slowly to maint a i n
b a l a n ce , and his head co ntinually bobbed too and fro.
And Omer, whom I’d heard had been affe cted the most,

Istanbul September/O ctober 2002
A journey to understand why thousands of
political prisoners were prepared to starve
t h e m s e l ves to death in Turkish prisons
D avid Green
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both physically and psyc h o l o g i c a l l y, was unable to main-
tain co - o rd i n ation and had to keep an up-to -d ate diary
because he had lost his short term memory.

“ I ’d lived t h rough 7 seven years of t h i s, in 7 seve n
years you can ex p e r i e n ce all kinds of t h i n g s, to rt u re ,
both phys i c a l ,p syc h o l o g i c a l , and molestat i o n .”

H u l ya Tu r u k

After all the initial int ro d u ctions of Who? W h at ?
W h e re? W hy? eve rybody re l a xed and t h e re was an array
of banter with people laughing.T h ey told me t h ey we re
used to visito r s . A group of Italian doctors had just s p e nt
t h ree we e ks at the Lifehouse making a film about
We r n i c ke - Ko r s o koff, a hardly known disease. M a ny of
the surv i vors of the hunger strike we re suffering fro m
this disease and it had also been found in surv i vors of
the Nazi co n ce nt ration camps, p a rtly caused, i t’s
b e l i eve d , by seve re vitamin deficiency.

I was not initially awa re t h at a l m o s t eve ryone in t h e
room had been on hunger strike. M o s tl o o ked phys i c a l l y
u n a ffe ct e d ,b u ta ctually half of them we re suffe r i n g
f rom the sy m p toms of We r n i c ke - Ko r s o koff—a mixture
of balance and memory loss. M u s t a fa Yasar—a small,
s to c ky, friendly man in his 40s—asked me if I had been
t h e re befo re , he t h o u g ht he re m e m b e red me from t h e
p revious day. This was a common problem of We r n i c ke -
Ko r s o koff. After so long on hunger strike , the mind and
the memory plays back on you during real t i m e ;i m a ge s
f rom the past appear befo re you and the pre s e nt s e e m s
l i ke the past. M u s t a fa had done over 250 days on hunge r
s t r i ke.7

“ We tried eve rything to oppose the F-types, b u ta ft e r
D e cember 19th we had no choice.The only way we
could re s i s t was to offer up our bodies, we had
nothing else.”

H u l ya Tu r u k

“ T h ree years my trial lasted. In 1999 I lived t h ro u g h
the Ulucar massacre , 10 ten friends died t h e re. Then I
was fo rced into Burdur prison, in this operation t h ey
snapped my arms, and then six months later t h e re
was the December 19th at t a c k .”

B a r i s

My friend left me alone at the Lifehouse when Baris,
a former student at the Middle Eastern Unive r s i t y
a r r i ve d ,as he was able to t ra n s l ate for me. Baris had
been on hunger strike for 211 days, though showed no
p hysical or mental signs of it. He was typical in many
ways of the Turkish political situat i o n . He had been
a r rested for being a member of an illegal orga n i s at i o n ,
the TIK B, and sent e n ced to 17 years in prison. He wa s
found guilty in a co u rt with no jury, s e rved 6 six ye a r s
b e fo re going on hunger strike , and then on the point of
d e ath was released for 6 six mont h s, l i ke many others.
We spoke all day into the early morning and co nt i n u e d
the nex td ay well into the aft e r n o o n . I fe l t co m fo rt a b l e
enough to ask him highly personal questions. He said he
h ated the term often used to describe the Tu r k i s h
h u n ger strike ,‘The Death Fa s t’. I t was a ‘ l i fe fa s t’ he said,
a demand to live.The reason he stayed alive for so long
was t h at he loved life so much. B a r i s, l i ke the others, s a i d
the authorities had given him ve ry little choice but to go
on hunger strike — o t h e rwise the isolation cells wo u l d
kill t h e m .When fo rced into the F-Type prisons t h ey
would not be able to mix and be with friends, and t h ey
would be at the mercy of the authorities and the prison
g u a rd s .I t took me to visit the Lifehouse and t a l k , for a
long t i m e , with the surv i vors t h e m s e l ves to really under-
stand what the hunger strike was about. I t was the ulti-
m ate or the final form of re s i s t a n ce when t h e re wa s
nothing left. I t was either t h at or silence and deat h .

I discove red many things at the Life h o u s e , the most
o bvious being t h at you cannot truly understand a situa-
tion from afa r, and t h at i t is diff i c u l t to t a ke a wo rd by
wo rd political analysis from one co u nt ry and apply it to
a n o t h e r. Tu r key is culturally diffe re nt in many ways to
the UK , thus the people are also culturally diffe re nt ,
t h e re is much more emphasis on social rather than indi-
vidual act i v i t i e s .When you apply these ge n e ral fa cts to
political prisoners, a p a rt f rom their obvious fear of phys i-
cal to rt u re—which eve rybody in the Lifehouse had
ex p e r i e n ce d ;M u s t a fa also witnessed his friends to r-
t u red to death—their bigge s t fear was of being alone

and t h ey saw isolat i o n , fo l l owed by alienation as t h e
m o s tt e r r i fying form of to rt u re.

I left Baris asleep when I was leaving the Life h o u s e. I
k n ew he was worn out and wa s n’ t as well as he looke d . I
s p e nt p a rt of the afternoon with my friend and Omer,
who apologised for his silence during my visit b u t I
k n ew he could remember ve ry little.We sat in his ro o m
while he read his diaries to us, re i t e rating t h at ,a l t h o u g h
he was suffering from We r n i c ke - Ko r s o koff, he was not a
child and was t rying his best to do things independent l y.
M e t i n , the doctor who seemed the more serious of t h e
g ro u p, had explained to me why the Lifehouse was so
i m p o rt a nt to the surv i vo r s . He t a l ked about one hunge r
s t r i ker who arrived t h e re in a bad stat e. He co u l d n’ t wa l k
and co u l d n’ t remember who anyone wa s .B u ta fter a
few months surrounded by friends, his health began to
g re atly improve. He then decided to visit his family who
t re ated him like a helpless child and pat ronised him.
Added to this he visited a doctor who told him he wo u l d
n ever walk again and shouldn’ t even t ry.“ H ow does t h at
m a ke someone feel? We know We r n i c ke - Ko r s o koff is a
n e u rological pro b l e m”, Metin ex p l a i n e d ,“and we know
t h at with exe rcise he will walk aga i n ,b u t in t h at s i t u a-
tion we had to start all over aga i n .” Metin emphasised
t h at ve ry few people knew about the disease and t h at
t h e re was hardly any medical literat u re on it. He himself
was suffering from it a fter being on hunger strike for 210
d ays . Nearly eve ryone at the Lifehouse had made mas-
s i ve pro g re s s, and this had been bro u g ht a b o u t by
e n co u ra ge m e nt ,s e l f-belief and a ce rtain amount of
a u to n o my in a support i ve at m o s p h e re.

My love !

In your last letter you say,

“My head is aching

my heart is stunned”

“If t h ey hang yo u

if I lose yo u , ”

you say

“I cannot l i ve ”

‘ Letter to My Wi fe ’, Nazim Hikmet

As the day pro g ressed the rota change d ; a number of
people left and others arrive d . When Ozlem—a small,
b l a c k- h a i red woman in her mid-twe nt i e s — l e ft , I sug-
gested she come to Liverpool sometime—she had to l d
someone earlier t h at she always wa nted to learn
E n g l i s h .T h ey all laughed, with Naile say i n g,“If only she
could leave the co u nt ry.”

I knew t h ey we re struggling financially to keep t h e
L i fehouse go i n g. M o s t of the people t h e re we re too ill to
wo r k , and probably co u l d n’ t because of their lega l
re s t r i ct i o n s .The move m e nt t h at s u p p o rted them wa s
e conomically ove rw h e l m e d ,and t h e re was no way t h e i r
families could keep t h e m . Added to the re nt , fuel and
food was the expense of the B1 vitamin tablets the sur-
v i vors needed to aid their re cove ry. We bro u g ht f u n d ra i s-
ing money over but k n ew t h at wo u l d n’ tl a s tl o n g.

We caught a bus towa rds Ta ksin Square where t h e
famous Sat u rd ay Mothers used to gather (the mothers
of the disappeare d) befo re t h ey we re brutally at t a c ke d
and fo rced off the streets by the police. Did the Tu r k i s h
regime think t h at people would suddenly fo rge tt h at
their loved ones had disappeared? Or would fo rge tt h at
t h ey had a son or daughter beat e n , to rt u re d , ra p e d ,m u r-
d e red or on hunger strike in prison? I t h o u g ht of t h e
o rd i n a ry people at the Life h o u s e ,w h o, because t h ey had
d a red to question the t y rannical system under which
t h ey we re living under, had found t h e m s e l ves in ex t ra o r-
d i n a ry circ u m s t a n ce s .T h ey we re a stra n ge mixture :
M u s t a fa had been a t extile wo r ker who joined t h e
u n i o n ; Ca fer had wo r ked in a show fa cto ry; H u l ya , a stu-

d e nt i nvo l ved in a campaign for free educat i o n ,n o t
u n l i ke the people in our group in Live r p o o l . I also re a l i s e d
h ow disco n n e cted their struggle was from the political
s cene t h ro u g h o u t the re s t of Europe—in fa ct ve ry few
people knew about w h at had been happening in Tu r key.

I was bro u g ht to re s e a rch the Turkish prison strugg l e
t h rough reading about p e o p l e ,w h at their pain was and
w h at was in their hearts and minds, n o t because of slo-
ga n s .The major aim of this article is to pre s e nt a t e s t a-
m e nt of my ex p e r i e n ce of being invo l ved in politics,
re l ating t h at to the struggle for justice in Tu r key and to
the people I met t h e re. And to my friend who acco m p a-
nied me who shall remain nameless for her own safe t y.
We have many commonalties and their struggle must
also become our strugg l e.The one dire ct solidarity we
can show is in revealing and distributing info r m ation on
the truth of their strugg l e.

Re fe re n ce s
Nazim Hikmet, S e l e cted Po e m s, 1 9 67, Cape Ed i t i o n s .
If you would like to co m m e nt on this article co nt a ct :
d av i d g re e n @ m e r s ey m a i l . co m
If you would like to ex p ress or offer your support to t h e
L i fehouse pro j e ct co nt a ct :
l i fe h o u s e _ t u r key @ h o t m a i l . co m

N o t e s

1 . I am of course talking from a co u nt ry where we are
n o t ye tt h rown into prison for ex p ressing such opin-
i o n s, though admittedly we now fa ce many other
i s o l ato ry measure s, such as dismissal or exc l u s i o n .

2 . Tu r key was described by Amnesty Int e r n ational in
1998 as having the wo r s t human rights re co rd in t h e
wo r l d .

3 C h o m s ky has pointed out t h at the real reason fo r
N ATO bombing Yu go s l avia in 1999 was not w h at
M i l o s evic and the Serbs we re doing to the Ko s ova n
A l b a n i a n s, b u t rat h e r, a m o n g s t other t h i n g s, t h at
t h ey we re potential opponents of the eco n o m i c
plans of the We s t. If NATO and the politicians driving
them we re really int e rested in stopping human
r i g hts abuses and opposing ethnic cleansing, t h e n
w hy didn’ tt h ey mention Tu r key's human right s
at rocities aga i n s t the Ku rd s, with some 15,000 people
m u rd e red and thousands of villages destroyed over a
15 year period? Of co u r s e ,Tu r key is not only a strat e-
gic member of NATO but is friendly to the eco n o m i c
plans of the We s t.

4. Nazim Hikmet was not only Tu r key ’s most ce l e b rat e d
p o e tb u t as a co m m u n i s t he spent a co n s i d e ra b l e
time in prison for his political co nv i ct i o n s .

5. The title ‘The Lemon Seed’ was based on a sto ry to l d
by the surv i vors of the December 19th prison at t a c k .
T h ey hid lemon seeds in their clothing after spending
hours being dra gged t h rough the mud befo re being
t h rown back into prison ce l l s .T h ey managed to
s c rape the mud off their clothes, potted it and grew
lemon plants from the seeds.

6 . In Tu r key t h e re is a law stating t h at when a prisoner
is seriously ill t h ey can be released so t h at their fa m i-
ly can look after t h e m . This law was used by law ye r s
re p re s e nting the hunger strike r s,getting many of
them released for a six- m o nth period. The gove r n-
m e nt was also sensitive to the bad publicity it wa s
re ceiving on acco u nt of so many hunger strike r s
d y i n g.

7. In Nove m b e r, 1 9 9 2 , Remzi Basalak, Saban Budak and
M u s t a fa Yasar we re arrested by the police in Adana.
Saban Budak was killed on the spot. A few hours
l at e r, Remzi Basalak and Mustafa Yasar we re show n
to the pre s s, h e avily to rt u re d . Remzi Basalak told t h e
journalists t h at he was to rt u red and he cursed t h e
p o l i ce. The press was immediately re m ove d . Re m z i
Basalak was to rt u red again and murd e re d .

T h e re was a trial aga i n s t 14 off i cers at the Fi r s ta n d
S e cond Criminal Co u rt in Anka ra after Mustafa Ya s a r
d e c l a red he could re cognise the murd e rers of Re m z i
Basalak and said he wa nted to t e s t i fy as a witness.
H oweve r, he was not a l l owe d . The post- m o rt e m
re p o rts state t h at Remzi Basalak “died of ce re b ra l
h a e m o r r h a ge ”. As in other t r i a l s, Saban Budak’s
clothes we re never found aga i n . For appeara n ce s
o n l y, off i cers we re put on pat ro l -d u t y. B u t as always,
the trial will end in acquittals.

Cafer in 1996 hunger strike.
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E m p i re
M i chael Hardt & Antonio Negri
C a m b r i d g e , MS: Harva r d ,2 0 0 0
ISBN 0674006712

Although proceeding from ve ry particular theore t-
ical pre m i s e s , the Hard t / N e gri thesis on the
e p o chal shift from imperialism to the decentre d
and deterritorialized terrain of ‘ E m p i re ’1 i m p i n g e s
on contempora ry debates about globalization.
Whether this is conceived as a break with capital-
i s m ’s pre - existing forms or an intensification of its
i n h e rent contradictions and confli c t s , will decide
the deductions made by theorists about preva i l i n g
modes and relations of pro d u c t i o n , the location
and dissemination of powe r, the actual or poten-
tial oppositional energies of classes, and the sites,
shapes and goals of revo l u t i o n a ry pro j e c t s .O n
these issues the positions of E m p i re re i t e rate and
countermand those advanced by both Marxist and
postmodernist theorists, rendering the book’s va r i-
able pers p e c t ives consistent and discrepant with
its declared ambitions as a manifesto of political
i n s u r re c t i o n

A decade ago Michael Sprinker had observe d
that with the demise of the Soviet Union, the dis-
i n t e gration of the socialist bloc, and the end of the
h e roic era of liberation struggles, t h e re had been a
re t reat of traditional left intellectualism and the
d evelopment of other intellectual formations situ-
ated on the left but disengaged from Marxism2.
We re Sprinker alive and writing now he wo u l d
h ave had the pleasure of noting the many signs of
M a r x i s m ’s return to intellectual life, and amongst
the nu m e rous glosses on E m p i re a re those which
consider whether a study that situates itself as
p re s e rv i n g / t ranscending Marxism, can be re c e ive d
as part of this tre n d . Stephen Shapiro, for ex a m p l e
while welcoming E m p i re for ‘ i n a u g u rating a long-
ove rdue confrontation between contempora ry
s t rands of neo-Anarchist thought … and a re c o n-
stituted Marxism’, has observed that by ‘ re f u s i n g
the geogra p hy of uneven deve l o p m e n t , H a rdt and
N e gr i ’s wo rk cannot align itself, in any meaningful
s e n s e , with Marx’s diagnosis on capitalism’s need
to appropriate new zones of lab o u r- p owe r, t h e
p r i m i t ive accumulation that results in core / p e r i p h-
e ry differe n c e s ’3. In a less fo rg iving critique,Ti m
B re n n a n , who traces the book’s conceptual prove-
nance to the a u t o n o m i a m ovements of the Italian
far left, council commu n i s m , the theoreticism of
Continental philosophy and nineteen-sixties
c o u n t e r- c u l t u ra l i s m , maintains that this cog n i t ive
a p p a ratus is translated into ‘a gathering tog e t h e r
of positions that are substantive ly incompatible’,
the ‘pattern of reve rential borrowings fro m
Marxism’ involving ‘ s i mu l t a n e o u s ly, its re j e c t i o n
and diminishment’4.

But if E m p i re is not re c og n i z ab ly Marxist in its
m e t h o d o l og y, e s ch ewing as it does the necessity of
c o n f ronting state powe r, neither is it post-Marxist
since it has not relinquished economic and politi-
cal explanations for cultural ones, or subord i n a t e d
c l a s s ,h owever ra d i c a l ly this is re d e fin e d , to ethnic-
i t y, gender and sex u a l i t y, nor discarded class
s t r u g g l e , even if this is ab s t racted from its accus-
tomed usage. M o re over the authors declare an
i d i o s y n c ra t i c a l ly articulated allegiance to commu-
n i s m . In this, E m p i re remains outside of the cur-
rent consensual ideolog y, retaining as it does a
commitment to a revo l u t i o n a ry tra n s fo r m a t i o n
that is b e y o n d c a p i t a l i s m5. A mode suggesting an

a u f h eb e n6 rather than an abandonment of
Marxism may predispose some on the left to give
E m p i re a cordial re c e p t i o n , and I for one am ab l e
to sign up to mu ch of the book’s recapitulation of
c a p i t a l i s m ’s historical deve l o p m e n t , its indigna-
tion at the system’s iniquities and its undimmed
hope in an emancipatory politics. All the same
t h e re remain for me problems with a dizzying con-
ceptual promiscuity induced by the heady cock t a i l
of Marxist, autonomist and postmodern para-
d i g m s . In particular because the Deleuzian notion
of lines or paths of fli g h t , of flows and bord e rl e s s
c o n t i nuums is used as a trope of thinking pro c e s s-
es and invo ked as a template of real wo rld condi-
t i o n s , these disposals conve rge in an insouciant
d i s re g a rd of the actually existing circumstances in
what the authors insist is a post-imperialist era . A
m i s m a t ch between a re t rospect resting on
re c e ived Marxist narra t ives and delive red with
sober mien, and the fantastical prospect on the
p resent and future enunciated in an euphoric
r h e t o r i c ,m a kes the reading of this book a lesson
in the difference between intimations of a re a-
soned Utopia, and wish-fulfilment presented as
imminent eve n t .

As troubling are the consequences of tra n s p o s-
ing the localized theoretical heritage of the
a u t o n o m i a m ovement onto a wo rld are n a .
E l s ew h e re Hardt had written that ‘ L ab o ra t o ry
I t a ly re f e rs no longer to a geographic location, b u t
… to a specific modality now ava i l able to all of us,
of experimenting in revolution’; and having sur-
veyed the economic and political shifts unique to
western Euro p e , and more particularly as these
we re played out in wo rke rs’ struggles in Italy dur-
ing the nineteen-seve n t i e s7, he goes on to insist
that ‘Italian revo l u t i o n a ry thought … can now be
re c og n i zed as re l evant to an incre a s i n g ly wide por-
tion of the globe in a new and important way ’8. S o
insular a vision of spaces that once constituted the
e m p i res of Europe is, I suggest, contingent on the
a u t h o rs’ neglect of the heterogeneous socio-eco-
nomic formations existing within capitalism’s glob-
al system, and it is salutary to contrast the
indiscrimination of the fuzzy wo rld-outlook per-
vading E m p i re with the close analyses of geo-
graphical terra i n s , institutional structure s ,m o d e s
of production and class fo rces undertaken by
Marxist theorists in the colonized wo rld when
d evising their own experiments in revo l u t i o n .

Th e re are moments when it could appear that
it is an ex t ravagance of style which distinguishes
E m p i re f rom previous attempts to detect a ra d i c a l
r u p t u re within capitalism’s fo r m s , and in this
sense the book has re c e ived proleptic re p l i e s . Fo r
some time now Neil Lazarus has argued against
‘ d i s c o n t i nuist historico-philosophical assumptions’
and ‘endist’ log i c , insisting that the intensific a t i o n
and re c o n fig u ration of capitalist social re l a t i o n s
do not re p resent a new era of capitalist deve l o p-
m e n t9. Also writing prior to the appearance of
E m p i re, D avid Harvey had asked whether the
q u a n t i t a t ive changes that have occurred within
c a p i t a l i s m ’s global process did indeed constitute a
q u a l i t a t ive ly ‘ n ew era of capitalist deve l o p m e n t ’ ,
to which self-posed question he initially gave a
q u a l i fied ‘ ye s ’ ,w h i ch was immediately counter-
manded by the assertion that because globaliza-
tion entailed the pro found and uneven tempora l
and geographical re o rganization of capitalism,
‘ t h e re has not been any fundamental revolution in

I n t e r n ationalism revisited or 
In praise of Internat i o n a l i s m
Benita Pa r ry
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the mode of production and its associated social
re l a t i o n s ’1 0.

This uneve n n e s s ,a c c o rding to Samir A m i n ,
i n t e n s i fies capitalist social relations on a wo rl d
scale even though the South is now being differe n-
tiated between those peripheral societies that are
u n d e rgoing industrialization (East A s i a ,L a t i n
A m e r i c a , India and South East Asia) and those
(Africa and parts of A rab wo rld) which are not1 1—
the last including nation-states where in wo rl d
terms the whole nation is the active and re s e rve
a r my of lab o u r. Amin goes on to observe that with
the erosion of the great divide between industrial-
i zed centre and non-industrialized periphery,
t h e re has emerged ‘ n ew dimensions of polariza-
tion’ defined by a country ’s capacity to compete in
the wo rld marke t ’1 2, resulting in ‘a new hiera rchy,
m o re unequality than ever befo re , in the distribu-
tion of income on a wo rld scale, s u b o rdination of
the industries of the peripheries and re d u c i n g
them to the role of subcontracting’ (Capitalism in
the Age of Globalizat i o n, p p. 3 - 5 )1 3.Thus although
an enthusiast of E m p i re has claimed that Hard t
and Negri ‘do insist on the unevenness of capital-
ist deve l o p m e n t ’1 4, it would seem that the ‘ r h i-
zomatic method’ which they favo u r, t ogether with
their passion for decentring, c o n t r ive to inhibit
adequate attention to the structural hiera rchy and
polarization endemic to contempora ry capital-
i s m1 5. And where inequalities pers i s t , so do bor-
d e rs remain in place and so are flows of
p o p u l a t i o n s ,c u l t u res and socialities distorted.

At stake in the argument advanced by Hardt and
N e gri is the question of whether autonomous
struggles that have dispensed with class org a n i z a-
tion and party formations can mobilize an effec-
t ive ‘ c o u n t e r- g l o b a l i z a t i o n ’ . To doubt the effic a cy
of spontaneity is not to dismiss the significance of
the pro l i f e rating ‘ N ew Social Move m e n t s ’1 6, o r
what John Holloway, who is sympathetic towa rd s
autonomist or o p e ra i s m o / wo rkerist theories, h a s
called the lived struggles against inv i s i b i l i t y, ‘ t h e
h i dden wo rld of insubordination’ and anti-powe r —
even if, as he concedes, these remain in the
absence of class consciousness and interc o n n e c t-
e d n e s s , harmless to capital1 7. Nor is it to minimize
the importance of anti-capitalist protest dire c t e d
at the regulation rather than the transcendence of
the global system. S u ch movements command the
critical support of Ray Kiely who in refusing a
‘ re fo r m - revolution’ dich o t o my, a dvocates a position
‘ s o m ew h e re between on the one hand Leninist
va n g u a rd i s m ,w h e re struggles are subordinated to
the will of the Party that holds the “ c o r rect know l-
e d g e ” , and on the other direct action and autono-
mist pers p e c t ives that uncritically celeb ra t e
struggle without attempting to analyse the effic a-
cy and progre s s iveness of such struggles’1 8.

But this too, I suggest, rests on a false dich o t o-
my since it misconstrues the Marxist conception
of a dialectical interaction between revo l u t i o n a ry
s p o n t a n e i t y, or the vo l u n t a ry and active agency of
the masses, and a central va n g u a rd party. A s
Ernest Mandel has written, it was understood by
the theorists of the Russian Revolution that the
leading role of the party ‘had to be continu o u s ly
fought for politically and won democra t i c a l ly; the
majority of the wo rke rs have to be conv i n c e d ,t h ey
h ave to give their consent … the party is an
accompaniment to the self-activity of the mass-
e s ’1 9. In Gra m s c i ’s exposition the relationship is
posited as an institutional dialogue with the subal-
tern classes where the wo rk of the party must be
s t r u c t u red by ‘the formation of a national-popular
c o l l e c t ive will, of which the modern Prince
[ G ra m s c i ’s coded wo rd for the Communist Pa r t y ]
is at one and the same time the organiser and the
a c t ive ,o p e ra t ive ex p re s s i o n ’2 0. Rejecting the twin-
e r ro rs of intellectuals who either display contempt
for spontaneous struggles or extol spontaneity as
a political method, G ramsci endorsed as ex e m-
p l a ry those movements where the leadership set
out to mediate, o rg a n i ze , educate and direct spon-
taneity rather than to lead it: ‘ This unity betwe e n
“ s p o n t a n e i t y ” and “conscious leaders h i p ” or “ d i s-
c i p l i n e ” is pre c i s e ly the real political action of the
subaltern classes, in so far as this is mass politics
and not mere ly an adve n t u re by groups claiming
to re p resent the masses’ (‘The Modern Prince’, p.
1 9 8 ) .

We could also consider Georg Lukács’ gloss on
L e n i n ’s concept of party organization: ‘the gro u p
of professional revolutionaries does not for a
moment have the task of either “ m a k i n g ” the rev-
olution or—by their own independent, b o l d
actions—of sweeping the inactive masses along to
c o n f ront them with a revo l u t i o n a ry fait accompli.
L e n i n ’s concept of party organization presupposes the
fact—the actuality—of the re v o l u t i o n (italics in
o r i g i n a l )2 1.Th u s , Lukács maintains, when Lenin
u rged that the role of revo l u t i o n a ry intellectuals
was to bring socialist consciousness to the wo rk-
e rs’ movement ‘ f rom the outside’, this should be
u n d e rstood as providing theoretical know l e d g e
about the regime as a totality.The re l evance of
this perception sure ly pers i s t s , for without under-
standing capitalism as a system, s p o n t a n e o u s
struggles are limited in their capacity to ch a l l e n g e
its institutions, t h reaten it globally, or offer the
p rospect of a different social ord e r.

H ow then does E m p i re c o n c e ive a project of
‘ c o u n t e r-globalization’ that in ideolog y, c o m p o s i-
tion and method is distinct from the tra d i t i o n s
w h i ch envisaged nation-based proletarian move-
ments joined within a socialist international? Po s t -
Marxists appear to be agreed that pro l e t a r i a n
class analysis is ex h a u s t e d , re c e ived notions of
class agency and organization anach ro n i s t i c ,a n d
the nation-state no longer an adequate fra m ewo rk
for opposition to contempora ry capitalism. As a
consequence all declare internationalism obsoles-
c e n t . One such instance is a blunt re j e c t i o n :
‘ P roletarian and socialist internationalism … have
become embarrassments to contempora ry social-
ists … if the old internationalism is dead, then the
internationalisms of the new social move m e n t s
( wo m e n ,e c o l og y, p e a c e , human rights) are alive
and kick i n g ’2 2. A less blatant case for ‘ re t h i n k i n g
… the older Marxist notion of internationalism’
within the current global restructuring and het-
e rogeneity of contempora ry capitalism, has been
made by Lisa Lowe and David Lloyd who ch a l-
lenge ‘class antagonism as the ex c l u s ive site of
c o n t ra d i c t i o n ’ , and fault those movements which
p rescribe political and state-oriented goals,
p roposing instead the equal importance of cultur-
a l , feminist and anti-racial struggles ‘that do not
p r ivilege the nation and are not necessarily
d e fined by class consciousness’2 3. But the most
e l ab o rate obituary of proletarian internationalism
is to be found in E m p i re.

P roceeding from the supposition that the
s u p ranational operations of capitalism have re n-
d e red an international proletarian fo r m a t i o n
i n c o n c e ivab l e ,H a rdt and Negri are able to pay
their re t ro s p e c t ive respects to proletarian interna-
tionalism for having ‘constructed a para d ox i c a l
and powerful political machine that pushed
against the boundaries and hiera rchies of the
n a t i o n - s t a t e ’ , while pronouncing that its time ‘ i s
over’ (p. 4 9 ) . Fo r, a c c o rding to the authors ,‘ t h e
restructuring and global expansion of capitalist
p roduction’ has in ‘the absence of a re c ognition of
a common enemy against which struggles are
d i rected’ (p. 55) caused the death of class solidari-
ty and given birth to a new proletariat which ‘ i s
n o t a new industrial working class’ but ‘the genera l
concept that defines all those whose labor is
exploited by capital, the entire cooperating mu l t i-
tude’ (p. 4 0 2 , italics in original). If the categories of
‘a new proletariat’ and ‘the multitude’ here
appear to be confla t e d ,t h ey are elsew h e re differ-
e n t i a t e d . Concerning the new pro l e t a r i a t , t h e
a u t h o rs relegate industrial, artisanal and agra r i a n
l abour on the grounds that ‘the fig u re of immateri-
al labour power (invo l ved in commu n i c a t i o n ,c o o p-
e ra t i o n , and the production and re p roduction of
affects) occupies an incre a s i n g ly central position
in both the schema of capitalist production and
the composition of the proletariat’ (p. 5 3 )2 4.Th i s
p a ra d i g m , dubious even when restricted in its
application to Western Europe and North
A m e r i c a2 5— w h e re manual lab o u r, w h e rever its
o p e rations are located, remains the ground on
w h i ch commu n i c a t ive and affective labour can
exist and flo u r i s h2 6—is offered as a unive rs a l
model and there fo re re l evant to those parts of the
wo rld subject to combined and uneven deve l o p-
ment where pre-nascent and ‘classical’ capitalist
conditions remain preva l e n t .
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Protest’,in Historical Materialism’, Vol 10:1,2002,
pp 93-121, footnote 95,pp 115-6.

19 Trotsky as Alternative, trans Gus Fagan, London:
Verso. 1995, pp. 80-1.

20 ‘The Modern Prince’,in Selections from the Prison
Notebooks of Antonio Gramsci , ed and trans. by
Quintin Hoare and Geoffrey Nowell Smith,
London: Lawrence and Wishart, 1971, p 133.

21 Lenin: A Study on the Unity of his Thought (1924),
London: New Left Books, 1967, p. 26.
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H aving re d e fined the composition of the pro l e-
t a r i a t , the authors then implicitly differe n t i a t e
this constituency from ‘the multitude’—the dispos-
sessed masses who while certainly exploited by
c a p i t a l ,a re certainly not coterminous with those
‘ i nvo l ved in commu n i c a t i o n ,c o o p e ra t i o n , and the
p roduction and re p roduction of affects’.This intro-
duces a category that could appear to be pre- or
non-Marxist—a subset akin to populist notions of
the people or the poor, c l a s s i fications from which
class self-understanding is absent—but which
claims to supersede Marxism. As used by Hard t
and Negr i , the mu l t i t u d e ,n ow exceeding its origi-
nal Italian connotation2 7, s i g n i fies all who by
engaging in fragmented and dispersed forms of
resistance are the actual and potential agents of
global revo l u t i o n . It is they who moved by deterri-
torializing desires had dismantled imperialism’s
s t r u c t u res and called empire into being; and it is
t h ey who by ‘ [ p ] roducing and re p ro d u c i n g
a u t o n o m o u s ly ’ , construct both ‘a new ontolog i c a l
reality’ (p. 395) and a new historical moment.
Wh e re the international cycle of struggles ‘ b a s e d
on the communication and translation of the com-
mon desire of labor in revolt seem[s] no longer to
ex i s t ’ , and commu n i c able solidarity in struggle is
i m p o s s i b l e , it is the multitude who inaugura t e
l o c a l ,s p e c i fic and immediate events which
‘ b l o cked from travelling horizo n t a l ly in the fo r m
of a cycle … are fo rced to leap ve r t i c a l ly and
t o u ch immediately on the global level’ (pp. 5 4 - 5 ) .
Thus through spontaneous struggles without pro-
gra m m e s ,s t rategies and party, the always mobile
multitude is destined to construct ‘a counter-
E m p i re , an alternative political organization of
global flows and ex changes’ (p. x v ) .

That this assertion is repeated does not mean
that it is substantiated or even elucidated (see pp.
5 5 ,5 8 ,6 0 , 61): consider the labyrinthine enu n c i a-
tion of an elusive case premised on a perc e p t i o n
of globalization as a depthless body inv i s i b ly
undermined by the microscopic and poisonous cir-
culation of disaffection: because ‘ E m p i re pre s e n t s
a superficial wo rl d , the virtual centers of which

can be accessed immediately from any point
a c ross the surfa c e ’ , the mu l t i t u d e s , by ‘ fo c u s i n g
their own powe rs ,c o n c e n t rating their own powe rs
in a tense and compact coil’, initiate ‘ s e rp e n t i n e
struggles’ which ‘slither silently across [the] super-
ficial imperial landscape … [and] strike dire c t ly at
the highest articulation of imperial order’ (p. 5 8 ;
the order of phrasing has been re a r ra n g e d ) .
Although conceding that political alternatives to
e m p i re do not yet ex i s t ,H a rdt and Negri confi-
d e n t ly pro c l a i m , and in the present tense, t h a t
‘[d]esertion and exodus are a powerful form of
class struggle within and against imperial post-
modernity’ (p. 2 1 3 )2 8. And they go on to pre fig u re
a luminous future: ‘A new nomad hord e , a new
race of barbarians, will arise to invade or eva c u a t e
E m p i re ’ , a species which will destroy ‘with an
a f fir m a t ive violence and trace new paths of life
t h rough their own material existence’ (pp 213,
2 1 5 ) . Gone is the political and economic battle of
o rg a n i zed revo l u t i o n a ry subjects against the state
p ower vested in a ruling class. And given Hard t
and Negr i ’s modest proposals for the Right to a
Social Wage and Global Citize n s h i p, gone is a re a l
politics of insurre c t i o n2 9.

The sheer academicism of the Hard t / N e gri pro-
nouncements on appropriate forms of struggle
against what they refuse to name as imperialism,
e m e rges when two articles, one by Hard t ,t h e
other by an activist in the Brazilian landless move-
m e n t ,a re juxtaposed. In his report of the Wo rl d
Social Forum at Port A l e gre in Bra z i l ,H a rdt iden-
t i fies the political differences cutting across the
forum: the anti-globalization position which ‘ p o s e s
n e o l i b e ralism as the primary analytical category ’
and looks to ‘national sove re i g n t i e s , even if linke d
by international solidarity … to limit and re g u l a t e
the fo rces of capitalist globalization’; and that
position which ‘is more clearly posed against capi-
tal itself … opposes any national solutions and
seeks instead a democratic globalization’3 0. Fo r
H a rdt both stances identify the same sources of
the crisis; however each implies a different fo r m

22 Peter Waterman,‘Internationalism is dead! Long
Live Global Solidarity’,in Global Visions, ed.
Jeremy Brecher, John Brown Childs and Jill
Cutler, Boston: South End Press, 1993,pp. 257-61,
p 257.

23 Introduction to The Politics of Culture in the
Shadow of Capital, ed.Lisa Lowe and David Lloyd
Durham NC: Duke University Press, 1997, p 2.

24 On concepts such as “immaterial labour”,“mass
intellectuality”, and “general intellect”see also
Hardt, Radical Thought in Italy, pp. 2, 5

25 For a close reading of the flaws in their ‘faddish
version of the technological and institutional
changes in the sphere of production’, see Leo
Panitch and Sam Gindin,‘Gems and Baubles in
Empire’,in Historical Materialism, Vol 10:2, pp 17-
43 pp. 34-5.

26 The Hardt/Negri recognition that ‘the great innova-
tive sectors of immaterial production,from design
to fashion,and from electronics to science’ could
not function without ‘the “illegal labor”of the
great masses’,seems not to extend to acknowledg-
ing the dependence on ‘legal’ manual labour.

27 Previously Paola Virno, in ‘Virtuosity and
Revolution : The Political Theory of Exodus’ had
defined the multitude as a new species once ‘radi-
cally heterogeneous to the state’ but who as ‘a his-
torical result’ of the transformations ‘within the
productive process and the forms of life’, have
become absolute protagonists obstructing and dis -
mantling ‘the mechanisms of political representa-
tion’. Radical Thought in Italy: A Potential Politics,
ed. Paolo Virgo and Michael Hardt, Minneapolis :
University of Minnesota Press, 1996, p.201

28 Exodus as Hardt is party to explaining elsewhere,
is a term ‘that might be understood … as an exten-
sion of “the refusal to work” to the whole of capi -
talist social relations,as a generalized strategy of
refusal or defection’. See Glossary of Concepts in
Radical Thought in Italy’, no page number.

29 Although I hesitate to cite Slavoj Zizek because I
lose my way in the labyrinths of his arguments, I
cannot resist quoting his call to ‘repeat, in present
worldwide conditions, the Leninist gesture of rein-
venting the revolutionary project in the conditions
of imperialism and colonialism … the key Leninist



PA G E 3 0 •  VA RI A N T • VO LU M E 2 N U M BE R 1 7 • S P R I N G  2 0 0 3

of political org a n i z a t i o n , the one adhering to tra d i-
tional parties and centra l i zed campaigns, t h e
other wo rking via vertical netwo rks of the mu l t i-
tude in a global democratic move m e n t .

If we look at how the fight against global capi-
talism is narrated by an activist in the land occu-
pations taking place in Bra z i l , the Hard t / N e gr i
s t r i c t u res on the limitations to an anti-globaliza-
tion position appear inconsequential for in this
account the pers p e c t ive of centra l ly org a n i ze d
local struggles of agrarian labour conducted with-
in and against the regime of a nation-state is one
d i rected ‘against capital itself’ . Nor does usage of
the term ‘ n e o l i b e ral’ suggest anything but an
u n d e rstanding of and a will to counter and ove r-
come the capitalist system.The story of the
M ovimento Sem Te r ra told by João Pe d ro
S t e d i l e3 1 is about a planned and org a n i zed mass
social move m e n t , independent of but not
d e t a ched from left political parties; a move m e n t
a ck n owledging that ‘the comrades with the gre a t-
est ideological clarity’ have played an indispens-
able role in org a n i z i n g ,e d u c a t i n g , and pro m o t i n g
class consciousness; a movement which has fo rg e d
relations of solidarity with the Zapatistas—despite
considering that this remains a national struggle
not yet able to broaden into a class struggle (p 99);
a movement perc e iving its own activities as part
of an international netwo rk of fa r m e rs’ move-
ments with a presence in eighty-seven countries
(‘Landless Battalions’, p. 9 9 ) .

In response to his interl o c u t o r ’s question on the
help that groups in North America and Euro p e
could give ,S t e d i l e , re i t e rating the axiom that
internationalism begins at home, replied: ‘ Th e
first thing is to bring down your neoliberal gove r n-
m e n t s .S e c o n d , help us to get rid of fo reign deb t
… Th i rd fight—build mass struggles. D o n ’t delude
yo u rself that because you have a higher liv i n g
s t a n d a rd than us, you can build a better wo rl d .I t ’s
impossible for you to maintain your current pat-
terns of consumption without exploiting us’
(‘Landless Battalions’, p 103). What emerges fro m
S t e d i l e ’s revisions of the analysis and strategies of
the older communist movements and his sophisti-
cated political grasp of what internationalism
might mean to-day, is that his stance is more insur-
re c t i o n a ry in fact and revo l u t i o n a ry in pro s p e c t
than Hard t ’s nebulous ‘ vertical netwo rks of the
multitude’ destined to build ‘a democratic global-
i z a t i o n ’ .

H a rdt and Negr i ’s theoretical ave rsion to
nation-based struggles replicates that of the post-
nationalists for whom all nationalism, at all times,
is a tainted form of oppositional consciousness,
and the nation-state always a doomed site of re s i s-
t a n c e3 2.This tendency chooses to ove rlook that in
t raditions which gave theoretical and political sus-
tenance to socialist and internationalist anti-colo-
nial move m e n t s , the nation was re g a rd e d , as Neil
L a rsen puts it when describing Lenin’s position,
‘ f rom a consciously historico-political, even stra t e-
gic pers p e c t ive ’3 3. I will not here re h e a rse the
p owerful arguments made by Neil Lazarus and
Tim Brennan on the need to distinguish betwe e n
the different historical forms of nationalism; and
in response to the assertion that nation-state has
e f f e c t ive ly been supers e d e d , I will do no more
than refer to those who, writing from various va n-
tage points, o b s e rve that ‘although contempora ry
globalization has complicated the nation-state
fo r m , it has not re n d e red it obsolete as a form of
political org a n i z a t i o n ’3 4; or maintain that the
nation-state remains ‘the only concrete terrain and
f ra m ewo rk for political struggle’3 5, or locate it as
the singular site on which international solidarity
can grow and the one way under modern condi-
tions ‘to secure respect for we a ker societies or
p e o p l e s ’3 6.

Despite conceding the historical role played by
what they call ‘subaltern’ nationalism, and eve n
while saluting ‘the freedom fig h t e rs of all the anti-
colonial and anti-imperialist wa rs’ (p. 4 1 2 ) ,H a rd t
and Negri are adamant in castigating the outcome
of these struggles:

The ve ry co n ce p t of a liberato ry national sove re i g nty is
ambiguous if not completely co nt ra d i cto ry. While t h i s
n ationalism seeks to liberate the multitudes fro m
fo reign dominat i o n ,i te re cts domestic struct u res of
d o m i n ation t h at a re equally seve re … The postco l o n i a l

n at i o n - s t ate functions as an essential and subord i n at e d
e l e m e nt in the global orga n i zation of the capitalist
m a r ke t … From India to Algeria and Cuba to Vi e t n a m ,
the state is the poisoned gift of national liberat i o n . ( p p.
1 3 3 - 4 ; italics in original) 

This adamantine stance disre g a rds the distinc-
tions between the programmes of bourgeois and
Marxist currents within liberation move m e n t s ,t h e
first seeking to inherit an intact colonial state and
a p p ropriate it to promote their own class inter-
e s t s , the other aspiring to abolish the state appara-
tus and replace it with democratic institutions.
F u r t h e r m o re , not only do Hardt and Negri appear
u n i n t e rested in the circumstances that have culmi-
nated in the re t reats of almost all left post-inde-
pendence re g i m e s , but they ove rlook that where
the postcolonial nation-state is complicit with the
capitalist marke t , this is a consequence not only of
c a p i t a l i s m ’s unive rsal power but of an ideolog i c a l
choice made by the comprador leaderships of
m a ny/most new nation-states who refuse any
m oves towa rds delinking the local economies fro m
the global system3 7.

Within postcolonial studies, the ve rso to the post-
nationalist recoil from nation-based political strug-
g l e s , is an affection for dispers a l ,t ransit and the
u n h o m e ly3 8. Although E m p i re does not situate
itself in this discussion where ‘ d i a s p o ra’ is a priv i-
leged term, the authors’ discove ry of new fig u re s
and new forms of international resistance in the
non-systemic mode of perpetual and irre p re s s i b l e
s u b j e c t ive movement will be congenial to many
postcolonial critics. And indeed it is in the
H a rd t / N e gri book that acclaim of dislocation and
dissemination takes manic form: ‘Nomadism and
m i s c e g e n a t i o n ’ ,H a rdt and Negri announce,
‘appear here as fig u res of virtue, as the first ethi-
cal practice on the terrain of Empire ...The re a l
h e roes of the liberation of the Th i rd Wo rld may
re a l ly have been the emigrants and the flows of
population that have destroyed old and new
boundaries’ (pp. 3 6 2 - 3 )3 9.

If those who concentrate on physical move m e n t
and cultural volatility do draw a necessary atten-
tion to the acceleration of ‘ t ra n s n a t i o n a l
c i rc u i t s ’4 0, an embrace of geographical displace-
ments as the desirable norm pays little heed to
the punitive barriers hindering the passage of
populations from South and East to North and
We s t — restrictions that are structural to an uneve n
capitalist wo rl d - s y s t e m . Neither do they add re s s
the material and existential conditions of the re l o-
cated communities which include economic
m i gra n t s , undocumented immigra n t s , re f u g e e s ,
asylum seeke rs and victims of ethnic cleansing,
and whose mobility far from being an elective eth-
ical pra c t i c e , is to a large degree coerc e d4 1. M o s t
s i g n i fic a n t ly, the focus on diaspora leaves in obscu-
rity the vast and va s t ly impoverished populations
who cannot and might not choose to migra t e ,w h o
a re not part of the re s e rvoir of cheap labour in
either the home cities, the Gulf States or the old
and new metropolitan centres; who still engage in
subsistence fa r m i n g , or in ex t racting raw materi-
als and producing goods under pre-capitalist con-
ditions for consumption in the North, or who are
e c o n o m i c a l ly redundant and constitute an under-
c l a s s .

Without suggesting that such populations
i n h abit a timeless wo rl d , or that their material
and psychic live s , not to speak of the commodities
t h ey produce as lab o u re rs , peasants and artisans,
a re inva r i ab ly unaffected by the penetration of
the wo rl d - m a rke t4 2, I am proposing that these
c o m munities do not have access to the pleasure s
of the multiple consciousness ava i l able to those
é m i grés who occupy an agre e ab ly liminal location
within a cosmopolitan env i ro n m e n t . If such re s e r-
vations should not preempt re c ognition of the new
e n e rgies that can be generated amongst migra n t
p o p u l a t i o n s ,e s p e c i a l ly when relocated in pro t e a n
urban env i ro n m e n t s , the Hard t / N e gri description
of the multitudes in perpetual and life-enhancing
motion must all the same appear illusory ra t h e r
than visionary: ‘In effect what pushes from behind
i s ,n e g a t ive ly, desertion from the miserable cultur-
al and material conditions of imperial re p ro d u c-
tion; but positive ly what pulls fo r wa rd is the
wealth of desire and the accumulation of ex p re s-
s ive and pro d u c t ive fo rces that the processes of

lesson today is that politics without the organiza -
tional form of the party is politics without poli-
tics’. ‘A Plea for Leninist Intolerance’, in Critical
Inquiry, Vol 28: No. 2, Winter 2002,pp. 542-566, pp.
553 and 558. For an expanded version see Zizek,’s
Introduction and Afterword to Revolution at the
Gates : A Selection of Writings From February to
October 1917, London: Verso, 2002

30 ‘Today’s Bandung?’, New Left Review, No 14,
March/April, 2002,pp 112-118; p. 114

31 ‘Landless Battalions’, New Left Review, No 15,
May/June,2002, pp. 77-104

32  Vilashini Coopan remarking on ‘the ease with
which hybridity displaces race and nation’ in the
postcolonial discussion,has made a strong case for
locating these categories within other axes of
social existence (class and ethnicity, gender and
sexuality, culture and community) and theorizing
the coextensiveness of the terms in a context that
is both comparative and historical. See’W(h)ither
Post-colonial Studies? Towards the Transnational
Study of Race and Nation’, in Postcolonial Theory
and Criticism, ed Laura Chrisman and Benita
Parry, Cambridge: D.S.Brewer, for The English
Association,2000, pp. 14 and 19.

33 Determinations: Essays on Theory, Narrative and
Nation in the Americas , London: Verso, 2001, p, 11

34 Pheng Cheah,‘Given Culture: Rethinking
Cosmopolitical Freedom in Transnationalism’,in
Cosmopolitics: Thinking and Feeling beyond the
Nation, ed. Pheng Cheah and Bruce Robbins,
Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press. 1998,
p. 291

35 Fredric Jameson,‘Taking on Globalization’, New
Left Review, 4 July/August 2000, p 65

36 ‘Cosmopolitanism and Internationalism’, in New
Left Review, 7, Jan/Feb 2001, pp 75-84,p 77. For an
overview on the debate, see Crystal Bartolovich,
‘Global Capital and Transnationalism’ in A
Companion to Postcolonial Studies, ed Henry
Schwarz and Sangeeta Ray, Oxford: Blackwell,
2000.

37 For some discussion on revolutionary liberation
movements, see my ‘Liberation Theory : Variations
on Themes of Marxism and Modernity’, in
Marxism and Modernity, ed. Crystal Bartolowich
and Neil Lazarus,Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press,2002

38 For articulations of positions which welcome dias-
pora for the enriching experiences this affords, as
the location from which to theorize the contempo-
rary condition, and as in itself engendering a
mode of thinking that can roam far and wide
because liberated from the fixity of place and
community, see for example Homi Bhabha, The
Location of Culture, London: Routledge, 1994;
Arjun Appadurai, Modernity at Large,
Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1996;
Ali Behdad,‘Global Disjunctions,Diasporic
Differences,and the New World (Dis-)Order’,in A
Companion to Postcolonial Studies, ed Henry
Schwarz and Sangeeta Ray, Oxford : Blackwell,
2000

39 It is sobering at this point to be reminded by Nigel
Harris that ‘Most people are fundamentally rooted
at home, and only the margin of the most ener-
getic, talented and ambitious move—if they can
afford the high costs … And when they move,they
do so specifically to earn money with which they
can then return home,not to go into exile.’
‘Everybody in?’ Red Pepper, August, 2000,pp. 26-7,
p 26.

40 See for example Manthia Diawara observation that
in West Africa ‘[a]ll sorts of merchandise from a
variety of origins are on display in traditional
markets … Everything from computers, fax
machines,and brand-name shoes to gold jewellery
is found covered with dust in the market-place.’
‘Regional Imaginary in Africa’,in The Culture of
Globalization, ed Jameson and Miyoshi, Durham:
Duke University Press, 1998 

41 Consider the women from China, Bangladesh,
Thailand and the Philippines who ‘have paid a
recruitment fee in order to be shipped to Saipan,
a half-forgotton US island in Micronesia. On
arrival they are crowded into barracks where they
have to work 70-80 hours a week without anything
but a floor to sleep on.Because Saipan is a US ter-
ritory, everything produced there is duty-free and
without quotas, ready to be sold in the mainland
at The Gap, J. Crew and Ralph Lauren stores,
proudly bearing a “Made in USA” label’. See
‘Sweatshops are everywhere’, in Red Pepper, Jan
2002, p 10 

42 See The Cultures of Globalization, ed. Jameson and
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globalization have determined in the conscious-
ness of eve ry individual and social group (E m p i re,
p. 2 1 3 ) .S u ch optimistic projections are a re m i n d e r
of E m p i re ’s spectacular fa i l u re to add ress the sub-
s t a n t ive and experiential situations of the settled
populations of the nation-states of A s i a ,A f r i c a
and Latin A m e r i c a .

Paul Smith has drawn attention to theorists
and critics seduced by ‘[m]agical notions such as
that of fully global space replete with an ecstatic
buzz of cyber commu n i c a t i o n , or of an instanta-
neous mobility of people, goods and serv i c e s , or of
a global market place hooked up by immaterial
m o n ey that flashes round the globe many times a
m i nu t e ’4 3. Without suggesting that Hardt and
N e gri advance this facile case, the delive ry of
their thesis on ‘ p e rpetual motion’ and ‘the pro c e s s-
es of mixture and hybridization’ generated by
E m p i re ,( p. 60) is all the same as resonant of a spe-
cious ex h i l a ra t i o n :

The passage to Empire emerges from the t w i l i g ht of
modern sove re i g nt y. In co nt ra s t to imperialism, E m p i re
establishes no t e r r i torial ce nter of power and does not
rely on fixed boundaries or barriers. I t is a dece nt red and
d e t e r r i torializing apparatus of rule t h at p ro g re s s i ve l y
i n co r p o rates the ent i re global realm within its open,
expanding fro nt i e r s .E m p i re manages hybrid ident i t i e s,
f l exible hiera rc h i e s, and plural exc h a n ges t h ro u g h
m o d u l ating netwo r ks of co m m a n d . The distinct n at i o n a l
colors of the imperialist map of the world have merge d
and blended in the imperial global ra i n b ow. ( p p. x i i i -x i i i )

The Hard t / N e gri definition of ‘ E m p i re’ as decen-
t red and deterritorialized coincides with others
that also circ u m vent the might of an actually
existing colossus which has aptly been described
as ‘an empire … pre d i c a t e d ,l i ke past empire s ,o n
political control for the purpose of economic con-
t ro l , and re s o u rce and surplus ex t ra c t i o n4 4. For as
Peter Gowan arg u e s ,‘ [ A ] ny prospect of bringing
humanity towa rds genuine unity on a global scale
would have to confront the social and political
relations of capitalism with a clarity and tre n-
ch a n cy from which most re p re s e n t a t ives of this

c u r rent shrink; and any hope of altering these can
o n ly be nu l l i fied by evasion or edulcoration of the
realities of the sole superp owe r ’4 5.

S i g n i fic a n t ly when Samir Amin urges the build-
ing of a global political system that is not in the
s e rvice of the global marke t , he looks to the cre-
ation of anti-comprador fronts within the old and
n ew nation-states that would be capable of pre p a r-
ing ‘the ground for a people’s international, ro b u s t
enough to deal with wo rl d - d evouring appetite of
capital’ (Capitalism in the Age of Globalizat i o n,
p. 1 5 0 ) .This is a reminder that Old
Internationalism offers an inspiration to those
engaged in re i nventing progra m m e s ,s t r u c t u re s
and strategies in the fight against contempora ry
global capitalism4 6.The backing of institutional-
i zed Internationals is no longer ava i l able; nor are
the histories of past Internationals inva r i ab ly edi-
f y i n g . But those who re g a rd themselves as anti-
imperialist should sure ly ack n owledge the urg e
t owa rds and the practice of a bord e rless re s i s t a n c e
to capitalism’s unbounded oppre s s i o n . It there fo re
seems impera t ive that Internationalism and the
I n t e r n a t i o n a l s , for long objects of study in the
social and political sciences4 7, become part of a
b roader interd i s c i p l i n a ry discussion4 8. If this hap-
p e n s , then the concrete and re fined historical
a n a lysis of Lenin and Tro t s ky on the national
question and internationalism is essential re a d i n g ;
as is the need to become acquainted with the
p a ra d oxical programmes and strategic interve n-
tions of the Th i rd International under the Stalin
re g i m e , during which the project of building
socialism in one country and the immediate inter-
ests of the Soviet Union deformed the commit-
ment to international solidarity4 9.This is not to
d e ny that for whatever byzantine re a s o n s ,t h e
USSR did render military and financial assistance
to embattled colonial populations, and did by its
ve ry presence stay the armed fist of the United
S t a t e s .

For some time Marxists had anticipated that
the most immediate prospects for org a n i zed mass
class struggles against capitalism’s dominance lay
in the once-colonized wo rld where the urban and
r u ral poor are experiencing exploitation at the
hands of re c e n t ly empowe red native ruling classes
and popular dissent is endemic. Writing now
D avid Harvey claims that ‘ [ t ] h e re is not a re g i o n
in the wo rld where manifestations of anger and
discontent with the capitalist system cannot be
found’ (‘Globalization in Question’, p. 1 3 ) , and he
goes on to urge the necessity of systematically
c o o rdinated struggles against capitalism, a rg u i n g
that because local and broad-based move m e n t s
l a ck cohere n c e ,d i rection and a vision of an anti-
capitalist alternative , it is urgent that dispers e d
popular resistances which do not immediately
appear to be proletarian in the traditional sense,
a re brought tog e t h e r. And although Harvey is not
committed to an old-style va n g u a rd party ‘ t h a t
imposes a singular goal’, he insists that ‘[w]e still
b a d ly need a socialist ava n t - g a rde … We need not
o n ly to understand but also to create org a n i z a-
t i o n s ,i n s t i t u t i o n s ,d o c t r i n e s ,p rogra m s , fo r m a l i ze d
s t r u c t u res and the like’ (‘Globalization in
Q u e s t i o n ’ ,p p. 1 5 , 1 6 ) .To embark on such wo rk pre-
supposes that globalization is re c og n i zed as ye t
another re c o n fig u ration of systemic capitalism,
that the theoretical repudiation of internationalist
anti-capitalist movements is dispelled, that the
concept of the party is re s t o red in a form disen-
tangled from its Stalinist distortions, and that the
notion of the engaged intellectual is again in
p l a c e . If this pers p e c t ive makes sense, then the
H a rd t / N e gri insistence on ‘ E m p i re’ as a para d i g m
shift from capitalist-as-imperialism will appear
m i s t a ke n , and their trust in the autonomous and
spontaneous cre a t ive capacity of the multitudes to
d e l iver commu n i s m , must seem a mira g e .

A longer version of this article is to appear in a spe -
cial issue of ‘ I n t e r v e n t i o n s , the International Jo u r n a l
of Postcolonial Studies’, d e d i c ated to Empire .
Interventions is published 3 times a year by
Routledge and is available via Taylor and Fra n c i s ,
PO Box 25, A b i n g d o n , Oxon OX14 3UE.
e-mail : enquiry @ t a n d f. c o. u k

Miyoshi, Durham: Duke University Press,1999

43 Millennial Dreams: Contemporary Culture and
Capital in the North , London: Verso, 1997, p 13.

44 Rahul Mahajan,author of The New Crusade:
America’s War on Terrorism (Monthly Review
Press) writing in Red Pepper, September 2002, ‘Iraq
and the new Great Game’,pp. 17-18, p. 18.

45 ‘Neoliberal cosmopolitanism’, New Left Review, 11,
Sep/Oct 2001, pp 79-93. p. 93. For another opti-
mistic vision of globalization from below, see
Richard Falk.‘The Making of Global Citizenship’
in Global Visions, ed. Jeremy Brecher, John Brown
Childs and Jill Cutler, Boston: South End Press,
1993, pp. 39.

46 It is surely fitting to recall some recent and more
distant manifestations of a theoretical position
and a political allegiance grounded in class affilia-
tion,and anti-imperialist partisanship: an Indian
exiled by the Raj who assisted in the formation of
the Mexican Communist Part (N.N.Roy); the par-
ticipation in the Spanish Civil War of African-
Americans volunteers to the Lincoln Brigade; a
Caribbean intellectual (C.L.R James) who
involved himself in both Pan-Africanism and met-
ropolitan left politics; African insurgents who dur-
ing the nineteen-seventies greeted the popular
anti-fascist upsurge in the imperial homeland
while engaged in fighting the Portuguese army in
Mozambique,Angola and Guinea-Bissau; an
Argentinean (Ché Guevara) instrumental in the
making of the Cuban insurrection, subsequently a
combatant in the anti-imperialist Congolese war
and then a prime mover of the abortive revolution
in Bolivia during which he was killed; a French
intellectual (Régis Debray) who was imprisoned
for his part in the same uprising; Cuban troops
defending the newly independent regimes of
Mozambique and Angola against the military
incursions of the then South Africa acting on
behalf of international capitalism.

47 See Alejandro Colás,‘Putting Cosmopolitanism
Into Practice: the Case of Socialist
Internationalism’, in Millennium: Journal of
International Relations, Vol.23, No.3,1994, pp 513-
534

48 This process has already begun: see Robert Young,
Postcolonialism: An Historical Introduction, Oxford:
Blackwell,2001, Tim Brennan, ‘Postcolonial
Studies Between the European Wars: An
Intellectual History’, in Marxism,Modernity and
Postcolonial Studies, ed.Crystal Bartolowich and
Neil Lazarus, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2002 and Perry Anderson,‘Internationalism:
A Breviary’, New Left Review, 14, March/April
2002, pp 5-25.

49 The conduct of the Soviet Union towards the anar-
cho-syndicalists and the P.O.U.M during the
Spanish Civil War is one such notorious instance,
as is the failure of the PCF to support the colonial
wars in French Indo-China and Algeria.



PA G E 3 2 •  VA RI A N T • V O LU M E 2 N U M BE R 1 7 • S P R I N G  2 0 0 3

One of the central conceits of 8 Mile— C u r t i s
H a n s o n ’s (2002) film about an aspiring hip hop
p e r fo r m e r, starring controve rsial ra p p e r
Eminem—seems to have eluded the notice of crit-
ics and rev i ewe rs .This adds to the levels of contra-
diction and iro ny in the way the film tackles the
subject of hip hop—which , if not ignored altog e t h-
er in serious debate and polite conve rsation alike ,
is genera l ly condemned and dismissed as one of
the most scandalous, d e graded and degra d i n g
forms of contempora ry popular culture . Pa r t ly this
o p p robrium results from ra p ’s refusal to pra c t i c e
the subterfuge usually necessary to sidestep sanc-
tions when bringing lower class vernacular into
the public domain. But whatever its signific a n c e
in terms of social class, hip hop and rap mu s i c
d e r ive from and draw upon the rich veins of
African American culture , even if in A m e r i c a
itself and on a global scale young people of all
races and back grounds have taken it to heart, a n d
t a ke part in it in their millions. E ven so, the mu s i-
cal fo r m s ,p e r formance sites and conve n t i o n s ,
ex p re s s ive styles and lyrical and narra t ive struc-
t u res employed in rap are most usefully seen as
d evelopments—in the context of today ’s social,
c u l t u ral and tech n o l ogical env i ro n m e n t s — o f
African American community and artistic tra d i-
tions also prominent in the blues, j a z z , soul and
f u n k , and in Black oral fo l k l o re ,s t o rytelling and
l i t e ra t u re .2

Black and White and Read All Ove r
So despite its commercial success US rap is still
g e n e ra l ly perc e ived as a pre d o m i n a n t ly Black art-
fo r m , even if incre a s i n g ly marketed to white
yo u t h . Wh a t ,t h e n , does it mean for the main pro-
tagonist of 8 Mile not only to be white, but also to
choose the stage alias of ‘ B .R abbit’? In the script
his friends affectionately clarify the ‘B’ as the
rather ch i l d l i ke ‘ B u n ny ’ .This is appropriate give n
the Oedipal conflicts experienced by Eminem’s
ch a ra c t e r, J i m my Smith Jr. , and as a bonus also
re f e rs to cartoon trickster Bugs Bunny. But his
‘ o f ficial’ nom de guerre as an M.C. who competes
for supre m a cy in lyrical ‘battles’ is not Bunny, b u t
B. R abb i t — referring to a fig u re from a differe n t
g e n re , but with similar levels of complexity and
a m b ivalence and a parallel degree of social and
political signific a n c e .B rer Rabb i t , along with the
p re d a t o ry Brer Fox and other animals living in the
‘briar patch ’ , is a mythic hero of ch i l d re n ’s stories,
and for older generations something of a lowe r
class antidote to Beatrix Potter et al. His origins
lie square ly within fables and parables re fin e d
and passed down ora l ly in enslaved commu n i-
ties—as social practice rather than litera ry fo r m —
educating Black yo u n g s t e rs in the ways of the
wo rl d ,h ow to stay out of trouble and eve n ,m ay b e ,
come out on top.

From their humble beginnings (at the cotton-
p i cking gra s s - ro o t s , so to speak), these cautionary
and inspirational tales passed into acceptable lit-
e ra t u re courtesy of Joel Chandler Harris, f ro m
A t l a n t a ,G e o rg i a , who was the first author to pub-
lish such an ex t e n s ive collection of ‘ N e gro’ stories,
as related by fictional narrator ‘Uncle Remu s ’
standing for the re a l i s m ,w i s d o m ,b e n evolence and
political savvy of Black elders . In litera ry criticism
starting from the 1920s Harlem Renaissance,
Harris is cited as an ex e m p l a ry case of the appro-
priation by white people of Black cultura l
re s o u rc e s .N ow in 8 Mile we have the firs t
H o l ly wood re p resentation of underground hip
h o p, but written, p roduced and directed by white
p e o p l e , telling the story of a white rapper try i n g
to get by.The choice of moniker re f e rs to this tro u-
bled history, and to the contempora ry ex p l o i t a t i o n
of Black culture via the commodification of ra p

music and the ambiguous presence of white peo-
ple within this fie l d .

To u r i s m ,Ta rzan and To ry i s m
To many critics, this presence is not ambiguous at
a l l , but re p resents stra i g h t fo r wa rd colonisation—a
v i ew appealing to politically correct libera l s ,w h o
a re alre a dy predisposed to rubbish hip hop (and
a ny other lower class cultural ex p ression re s i s t a n t
to their mora l i s i n g ) . So novelist Je a n e t t e
Wi n t e rson sees Jimmy Smith as mere ly: “a tourist
. . . a white man going into Black culture and, l o
and behold, he does it better”.3 This echoes Black
s e p a ratist discourses aiming to maintain the puri-
ty of hip hop as Black culture . In US rap magazine
The Source, H a r ry Allen invo kes the fig u re of
Tarzan to explain the success of both Eminem and
J i m my Smith Jr.: “a white infa n t , abandoned by
its mother and father and raised by apes, w h o
rises to dominate the non-white people and env i-
ronment around him”, taking advantage of “ t h e
B l a ck facilitation of white deve l o p m e n t ” .Th i s
p rocess is argued to be pivotal to the contempo-
ra ry “ re finement of white supre m a cy ”w h e re , fo r
ex a m p l e , “hip-hop is va l u able for one reason only :
because a lot of white people are into it”.4

Both kinds of criticism are pers u a s ive to a cer-
tain ex t e n t ,a rguing in essence that any active
i nvo l vement of white people in Black culture nec-
e s s a r i ly implies theft and mastery — a n d , after all,
the history of imperialism and white racism (not
to mention, m o re specific a l ly, Western popular
music) has consistently led in that dire c t i o n .
U n fo r t u n a t e ly, as well as entailing a rather sim-
p l i s t i c , static and closed conception of both Black
c u l t u re and hip hop, s u ch judgements are
ex t re m e ly pessimistic about the potential fo r
meaningful interaction between Black and white
p e o p l e , whether in culture ,p o l i t i c s , or any other
a re n a .H oweve r, E m i n e m ’s ch a racter is not dubb e d
‘ L o rd Grey s t o ke’; and the origins and associations
of Brer Rabbit have surv ived Joel Chandler
H a r r i s ’s colonisation as well as Enid Bly t o n ’s bour-
geois white supremacist era s u re .M aybe hip hop’s
B l a ck roots are still hardy and perennial in the
briar patch ,w h a t ever their fate in the we l l - t o - d o
g a rd e n .

If so, a distinction must be drawn betwe e n
what happens at the grass roots of hip hop among

real live individuals and gro u p s , and how this is
m e d i a t e d ,t ra n s formed and distorted in the public
s p h e re .The film clearly wants to stra ddle both
realms in purporting to depict participation in a
local hip hop scene, while itself being a commer-
cial product aiming for mass consumption.Ye t
critical positions such as those outlined ab ove

refuse to consider such complex i t y, p re f e r r i n g
‘ b l a ck and white’ caricatures which are just as
c r u d e , re s t r i c t ive and downright unhelpful as
those found in the discourses of politicians, t h e
m e d i a , elite cultural institutions and all the other
vested interests inimical in principle to any of our
s u bve rs ive pleasure s .

I nto the Melting Po t
S o, in a post-industrial Detroit suitab ly pho-
t ographed by Rodrigo Prieto (A m o res Pe r r o s) as
t oxic and ro t t i n g ,J i m my Smith Jr. struggles to
c a rve out some autonomy and escape the rabb i t ’s
fate (to be tamed, c a p t u red and eaten).The hostil-
ity and hopelessness of the ghetto offer him only
i n s e c u re drudge jobs, re i n fo rced by his equally
bankrupt fa m i ly dynamics and relationships with
wo m e n . His crew provides a nurturing surrog a t e
fa m i ly for its members ,i m m e rsed since ch i l d h o o d
in hip hop as part of the popular cultural land-
s c a p e .Th ey have gravitated towa rds the local ra p
s c e n e , led by Future (Mekhi Phifer) who hosts re g-
ular nightclub events featuring contests betwe e n
aspiring MCs. Witnessing and encouraging his
e m e rging wo rd p l ay skills, his friends urge Jimmy
to ove rcome his shyness and insecurity and take
p a r t .The film cove rs the period in which he tenta-
t ive ly enters and negotiates the contours of this
v i b rant public sphere ,p ractising and elab o ra t i n g
his lyrics in various settings—culminating in victo-
ry over lead rapper of rival posse ‘ The Free Wo rl d ’ .

8 Mile does capture , if ske t ch i ly, the atmos-
p h e re of grass roots underground hip hop—and is
thus one of ve ry few re p resentations in the main-
s t ream visual media of a phenomenon common in
urban centres globally.5 It marks out the differe n t
i n t e rests and agendas of those invo l ve d , and cor-
re c t ly emphasises the quintessential site of hip
hop performance—the party. H e re boundaries
b e t ween production and consumption blur as DJs,
MCs and the dancehall audience collective ly
i n t e ract in call and re s p o n s e ,b o d i ly and aesthetic

Br(other) Rabbit's Ta l e
Tom Jennings ' D i d n ' t the fox never catch the ra b b i t , Uncle Re m u s ? '

a s ked the little boy the nex t eve n i n g.

'He come mighty nigh it, h o n ey, sho's you born.'1
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a p p reciation and ritual communal celeb ra t i o n .

S l a u g ht e re d ,Skinned and Gutted
B eyond that, the meagre ch a racterisations and
b a ck s t o ry bare ly hint at how Jimmy Smith’s per-
sonal trials and tribulations have given him the
d r ive and energy (let alone the poetic skill) to
c raft the rap performances that the film is struc-
t u red aro u n d .Wo rs e ,B .R abb i t ’s lyrical attacks as
a battle MC are similarly one-dimensional.Th ey
do conform to some conventions of the fo r m , we av-
ing biographical and local material into re f e re n c e s
to popular culture ,c u r rent affa i rs and the tra d i-
tions and history of hip hop—focusing on the
socio-economic position shared with his audience
in the here and now. But he avoids deeper issues
of identity, d i f f e re n c e , roots and origins, ex c e p t
when criticising in others the commonplace dis-
c o u rses of racial prejudice and mach i s m o ’s sex i s m ,
m i s og y ny and homophobia. S o, p re-empting the
re cycling of ‘poor white trash’ stere o t y p e s ,h e
a ck n owledges and embraces these, glosses their
injustice and external causes, and trumps them
with we l l - re h e a rsed elab o rations exposing their
lazy re p e t i t i o n .

Most seriously, the price of fa i l u re to invo ke a
p o s i t ive presence of his own is an inability to
boast—that archetypal rapping device cry s t a l l i s-
ing one’s rhetorical manouev res and stylistic
p rowess into a stage embodiment of gravitas and
p u rp o s e .Thus at one point he ‘dies’ on stage,
u n able to respond to a Black audience’s collective
ridicule of his whiteness. He can deal with it indi-
v i d u a l ly, t h o u g h , using his smart mouth to punc-
t u re his opponents’ pre t e n s i o n s . He cuts The Fre e
Wo rld adrift from their roots in Black oral tra d i-
t i o n s , accusing them of empty posing (by copy i n g
2 - Pac—a seminal 1990s MC), rather than engaging
in a genuine process of growth using the wisdom
of the ancestors . Capped with the revelation of
their middle class back gro u n d s , this clinches the
a rgument for the crow d .

B .R abb i t ’s self-era s u re is intelligible, g iven the
historical status of ‘whiteness’ as a badge of auto-
matic (fictional) superiority and (actual) domina-
tion over others . Flirting with the white ra c i s t
d e n i gration of Black n e s s , he insists on the pathet-
ic nature of whiteness, and is content for the
B l a ck audience—as his social equals—to judge.
N eve r t h e l e s s , his rejection of minstrelsy (pre t e n d-
ing to be ‘ B l a ck ’ ) , while important, extends to a
weak integration of style, lyrics and music—he has
no ch a r i s m a , raps with a clumsy, f ra c t u red ‘ flow ’ ,
and his rhymes consistently miss the beat and
wo rk against the rhy t h m . All that remains is lin-
guistic tricke ry fuelled by disembodied anger,
d e t a ched from a coherent pers o n a l i t y, h i s t o r i c a l
a n ch o rage and the sense of cultural continu i t y
implicit in African-American popular mu s i c . As it
h a p p e n s , this recalls the passage of Brer Rabb i t
f rom subve rs ive West African trick s t e r, via tra n s-
gre s s ive fre e - l iving slave , to sanitised cudd ly toy.

W h i t e ,S l i ced and W h o l e s o m e
H aving re n d e red its hero insubstantial, i n o f f e n s ive
and bland, 8 Mile wo rks as a safe, c o n formist nar-
ra t ive of ‘poor boy makes good’ in that long tra d i-
tion of conserva t ive Holly wood films exhorting the
popular mass audience to keep their heads dow n ,
wo rk hard and fulfil the promise of the (white
anglo saxon) protestant ethic. But if the talent to
justify success is now sacrificed to local ord i n a r i-
n e s s , hip hop’s invention and imagination are lost
along with the complex ,d ive rse artistry of its pra c-
t i t i o n e rs . As usual, cinema can only re p resent the
r i chness of lower class life in re d u c t ive stere o-
t y p e s . But the big payoff is that the main attra c-
tion rap offers its audiences—a Black challenge to
the hypocrisies of mainstream society—is fa l s i fie d .

All signposted in the allusion to Brer Rabb i t .
Ritual naming as tra n s formation is a fre q u e n t

theme in Black cultural visions of tra n s c e n d e n c e ,
yet this choice of name marks a space made
vacant by violation, ex a c t ly signifying a lack of
p rogre s s i o n .D rawing attention to their own deceit
is thus the film make rs’ alibi for viewing hip hop
t h rough the lens of whiteness—because a biopic
about any of the Black superstar ra p p e rs wo u l d
h ave re q u i red none of these levels of concealment
and evasion to guarantee healthy box offic e . But it
would have had to tackle an issue that the big
m o n ey behind Holly wood block b u s t e rs is terrifie d
of—the increasing centrality of race c o m b i n e d
with class—a theme familiar in the daily lives of
the mixed hip hop nation of American yo u t h .
I n s t e a d , 8 Mile c o u n t e rpoises class a g a i n s t ra c e ,
just as all shades of re a c t i o n a ry and separatist US
political discourse have consistently done since
the 1970s—mystifying deprivation with
euphemisms of Black defic i e n cy in the fo r m e r, a n d
nailing the prospects of the Black poor to the
i n t e rests of the va n g u a rd middle classes in the lat-
t e r.

Co nve n i e n ce Food for T h o u g ht
N a t u ra l ly, in its cynical ex e rcise of postmodern
i ro ny, the film wants to have it both way s , so the
a s p i rational tra j e c t o ry as well as the pro m o t i o n a l
s t rategy devo l ve onto Eminem. But he has been
ev i s c e rated of his ex h i l a rating deployment of
i n fantile ex c e s s , the shock tactics aimed square ly
at re s p e c t able society and hysterical cartoon ex a g-
g e rations exposing the effects of poverty and
despair on the personal and social fab r i c s .S u re ly
o n ly the ignorance of critics, the gullibility of con-
s u m e rs , and the complacency of power could con-
fuse t h i s p e r former with t h i s ro l e .N ow that is an
u n s avo u ry alliance—albeit one ve ry conve n i e n t
for those to whom culture is simply entertainment
and hence pro fit .

For 8 Mile to fit Holly wood conventions and its
own publicity, the most salient features of both
ra p ’s Black heritage and Eminem are effa c e d ,s o
that the film hides its most serious flaws by tra d-
ing on his re p u t a t i o n . Hamstrung by their whole-
sale collusion in this, the rev i ews we re able to
re c ognise neither the flaws nor the (limited)
a ch i eve m e n t s .6 N ow, the status of critics in the
popular media is often predicated upon the pub-
l i c ’s naive susceptibility to the commercial wiles of
the Brer Foxes of capitalism. But here they unwit-
t i n g ly re p roduce it, o b l i t e rating the distinctions
b e t ween the marketing hype generated around a
c o m m o d i t y, and what the material used might
mean to its audiences. No surp r i s e ,e i t h e r, that 8
M i l e ’s most convincing stereotypes are the hustlers
p i cking over local rap for its juiciest pack a g e ab l e
m o rs e l s , just as mainstream re c o rd companies do
with their raw material. With Eminem this means
c rafting a celebrity brand image that isolates,
fetishises and fa l s i fies each of his attributes as
unique and unsurpassed individual ach i eve m e n t s
of (white) genius, rather than the minor (if inter-
esting) variations on we l l - e s t ablished hip hop
themes that they undoubtedly are .

The Multiple Slim Shady
E m i n e m ’s vision starts from vicious infa n t i l e
revenge fa n t a s i e s , sw i t ching indiscriminately
among targets—his mother, w i f e ,p e e rs ,o t h e r
M C s , the social env i ro n m e n t ,e c o n o my, media or
g ove r n m e n t — a t t a cked for their various fa i l u res to
support his needs and wishes, in moods ve e r i n g
f rom depression and self-disgust to pers e c u t i o n
mania and full-blown para n o i a .The rage is ch a n-
nelled into lyrical anecdotes in the familiar hip
hop re g i s t e rs of lower class teenage reb e l l i o u s-
n e s s , ab u s ive hypermasculinity and gangsta ra p

n i h i l i s m , with video vignettes dressed in the lurid
i c o n ogra p hy of exploitation film genre s ,c o m i c s ,
animation and a general wa l l owing in trash cul-
t u re ,k i t s ch and bad taste. Ice-T—an original
‘gangsta ra p p e r ’ — a p t ly describes him as the
“ Je r ry Springer of ra p ” ,p ractising the art of “ s ay-
ing the most wrong thing possible”.7 This capture s
the sense of a community of gr i evances being
p l ayed out, but misses the psychotic core—a splin-
t e red and embattled self, d e r iving purpose and
e n e rgy in combatting the absence of uncondition-
al love (e.g. respect as an MC) with hatre d ,b i l e
and malice.8

The comic artfulness of the rendering of night-
m a re into narra t ive , and its catharsis as perfo r-
m a n c e , positions Eminem as a tragic clown more
in the comedy tradition (from Lenny Bruce and
R i ch a rd Pryor onwa rds) linking pain, s h o ck and
m i r t h . Wh e reas the many talented hip hop joke rs
h ave tended to play it just for laughs, the feelings
Eminem ex p resses are audibly and visibly heart-
f e l t . And what takes the shock tactics beyond the
adolescent ex u b e rance and sleaze of rap acts mar-
keted as teenage reb e l l i o n ,l i ke the Beastie Boy s
or Smut Pe dd l e rs , is the focus on the dire social
implications and circumstances of his ex i s t e n t i a l
m i s e ry, as well as the conve rging political and eco-
nomic interests that demand it. Put bluntly, t h e
party always goes (badly) wro n g .

This config u ration fo l l ows the ‘ d e ranged MC’
s u b g e n re—itself derived from the urban my t h i c
‘mad and bad’ Black man.Th e re is even the occa-
sional presence of producer and father fig u re Dr
D re , or Detroit rap crew D12, as a social safety
n e t , as with other famous rap portrayals of lunacy
and inadequacy. But Eminem is basically solipsis-
t i c . Alone in his internal unive rse of confli c t — n o t
alienated f r o m o t h e rs but w i t h i n—he has no
s h a red aim or project for successful perfo r m a n c e
to embody. U n able to take solace and coura g e
f rom a Black heritage, he accepts that the self-
d e s t r u c t ive logic of his abjection promises no
e s c a p e .9 Thus the lyrics lay scattershot blame,
ve h e m e n t ly but without specificity or the ex p l a n a-
t o ry power to conv i n c e , at a system which is mad,
or “ p o l i t i c a l ly incorre c t ” .1 0

Hip Hop Hype
Just as the compulsive staccato processing of lan-
guage in multiple allitera t i o n ,r hyming and
metaphor re p roduces the obsessive repetition of
p s y chosis; so the integration of linguistic elements
into spoken flow and rhythm is likewise fra g m e n t-
e d . Wh e reas what Adam Krims1 1 terms ‘ s p e e ch -
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e f f u s iveness’ is now typical of the most skilful and
i n n ova t ive ra p, m a ny pra c t i t i o n e rs of it are fa r
m o re accomplished than Eminem—both in terms
of the musicality of the vocals (pitch ,t i m b re ,t ex-
t u re ) , and their meshing with the antiphony and
p o ly p h o ny in the instrumental. Failing to align the
voice and poetic metre with the beat hinders the
p l e a s u rable experience of the music with the body
as well as the mind—hence the usual judgment
within hip-hop that Eminem is ve ry far from being
the best rapper aro u n d .12 

But the publicity terms he has been sadd l e d
with—and which he consents to for the sake of a
c a re e r — s ay otherwise, because those who succeed
can then be held up as examples of ‘the A m e r i c a n
Way’ able to transcend their back grounds (of class
and/or ra c e ) — exceptions which prove the rule. S o
Eminem is produced and sold as unive rsal (i.e.
white) novelty pop,1 3 even while coincidentally
undermining various racial stereotypes that nei-
ther he nor his commercial backe rs or critical

d e t ra c t o rs , for their dive rse re a s o n s , dwell on. A
fo u l - m o u t h e d ,d r u g - c ra zed psychopath hard ly fit s
the historic white ‘genius’ pro file; there is none of
the middle class ‘ w i g g e r ’s affected pose of fa s h i o n-
able Black styles; and the depiction of fa m i ly dy s-
function and moral fa i l u re turns on its head the
p o l i t i c a l ly - ch a rged discourse of Black patholog y
hiding behind class rhetoric—the latter being
n o t able given ra p ’s reluctance to tackle this dire c t-
ly.1 4

H oweve r, E m i n e m ’s silence on his pers o n a l
experience of ra c i s m — except individual pre j u d i c e
against his whiteness—shows that he is no ‘ ra c e
t ra i t o r ’1 5.This avoidance allows him to assert the
i r re l evance of ra c e , substituting the wo rld view of
the unive rsal loser—just a “ regular guy”1 6 l i ke
millions of others . If ch a l l e n g e d , he projects back
onto whoever is his enemy at the time—”I am
w h a t ever you say I am”—where the simu l a c ra of
his personae and their progress in the mediated
wo rld preclude any ‘ re a l ’1 7 . His personal route to

s a l vation is instead implied by the honesty and
humility of his engagement with hip hop. A g a i n s t
all the odd s , this gives the gra t i fication of fin d i n g
a voice and deploying a language—a conclusion
common to adherents of hip hop in all its manifes-
tations across the wo rl d .

Hip Hop Hope
If Eminem’s ravings lack the social embedd e d n e s s
to provide historical pers p e c t ive or commu n a l
insight into the nature of the processes which
a f flict people and make them mad—these are pre-
c i s e ly the kind of criteria which have consistently
g iven Black artists the desire and wherewithal to
seek paths to re d e m p t i o n .This kind of ethics has
been a preoccupation of hip hop since the start—
n o t able in Afrika Bambaata’s Zulu Nation;
G randmaster Flash (‘The Message’); KRS-One,
Public Enemy and Rakim; through to hard c o re via
N WA ,2 - Pa c , Wu - Tang Clan and Nas (among thou-
sands of less famous ex a m p l e s ) .H oweve r, e a ch
n ew wave of rap styles has been fa c i l i t a t e d ,a m i d

accusations of dilution, by the
s t e a dy growth of re l a t ive ly inde-
pendent music industry sectors
with a strong Black pre s e n c e ,
s t r iving to influence and moder-
ate commerc i a l i s a t i o n . In this
c l i m a t e , class politics of any
kind have ra re ly been priori-
t i s e d , although a quietly pers i s-
tent strand alongside the mu ch
h e ralded Black nationalism and
p r i d e .1 8

S o, C h u ck D of Public Enemy is
s u re ly correct in saying that,
being white, Eminem can tack l e
“issues that Black ra p p e rs are
e n c o u raged to leave alone fo r
m a rketing and commercial re a-
s o n s ” .1 9 But that’s not the whole
s t o ry.The Black traditions have
p e rs i s t e n t ly militated towa rd s
s u bverting oppression by wre s t-
ing its adve rse cultural and dis-
c u rs ive conditions into some
form of social agency and con-
t ro l . Since the ideology of Black
capitalism—popularised by the
Nation of Islam, S p i ke Lee and
Public Enemy, for ex a m p l e —
came to be 
e m b raced by US hip hop entre-
p re n e u rs (and re flected in the
mu s i c ) , economic control has
t a ken centre stage.Thus re c o rd
l abels and management compa-
nies that are (at least partly )
B l a ck owned and contro l l e d
h ave gained commerc i a l
footholds by delibera t e ly pack-
aging the music to appeal to

local Black community markets (in A t l a n t a ,
C a l i fo r n i a ,M i a m i ,N ew Orl e a n s ,e t c . ) ,p a n d e r i n g
to corp o rate media (so-called ‘hip-pop’) and/or
c rossing over to white ro ck and heavy metal (Run
D M C ,I c e - T, Public Enemy, C y p ress Hill, e t c ) .
H oweve r, even the current ‘ghetto fabulous’ fa i ry
stories of wealth and glamour, w h i ch incorp o ra t e
m a i n s t ream pop and R&B, still retain muted ele-
ments of social critique in Blues laments and
l ower class sentimentalism. S i m i l a rly, the Black
M a fia subgenre could be interp reted as an oblique
critique of capitalism a s c r i m e , equating the com-
p e t i t ive riva l ry of the music industry with mob
families who we re once mere street gangs. If so,
gangsta rap might re p resent an underclass corre c-
t ive to the moral sophistry inherent in a philoso-
p hy of uplift through the success of the few — b u t
w h i ch ab s o l u t e ly re q u i re s the continuing fa i l u re of
the many.2 0

S a d ly, if pre d i c t ab ly, m a rketing impera t ive s
wo rk hard to hinder such incipient political poten-

tial from clearing the space to deve l o p.The media,
politicians and major re c o rd companies may have
their pound of institutionally racist fle s h ,b u t
m o n ey sets the para m e t e rs .2 - Pac is a typical
case—his attempt to meld lower class manifesto
( ‘ Thug Life’) and Black Pa n t h e r- d e r ived social
c redo was sabotaged by the commercial stra t e g y
of his lab e l , Death Row, who progre s s ive ly spike d
all but the most nihilistic material.2 1 On the
w h o l e , the tra n s gre s s ive power of lower class ve r-
nacular retains the affiliation of core audiences,
but being presented solely in terms of Black n e s s
sells more widely, engages the pro - c e n s o rs h i p
B l a ck and white middle classes, suits the scare-
mongering of the media and conserva t ive politi-
c i a n s , and fits various agendas of ra c i a l
essentialism and Black unity (hence the furo re
over Eminem’s casual disruption of these
r h e t o r i c s ) . Paul Gilroy ch a racterises the outcome
of this ideological tangle in the cultural compro-
mise formation that is contempora ry hip hop as
“ revo l u t i o n a ry conserva t i s m ” . He points out that
its utterly hybrid and syncretic nature , and the
d ive rsity (especially in terms of class) of its pro-
d u c e rs and users account for both hip hop’s
u n p recedented global popularity and the consis-
tent fa i l u re of public discourses to understand it.2 2

A rts of Re s i s t a n ce
Russell Potter argues that the re s i s t ive potential
of hip hop lies in its continuing capacity to articu-
late contempora ry vernacular subve rsions of domi-
nant culture s , in late capitalist conditions of
i n c re a s i n g ly global and frantic commodific a t i o n .
The significance of African American traditions is
that their particular cultural tra j e c t o ry from slav-
e ry till now has enhanced the ability to cre a t ive ly
s t e a l ,m o ck , honour and re - p resent ideas, wo rd s
and sounds simu l t a n e o u s ly, in order to convey
ex p e r i e n c e ,h i s t o ry, pain and desire in artistic
ex p ression—and have thus been especially we l l -
placed to exploit post-modern forms of bricolage
and rev i s i o n .2 3 So from a core , or bench m a rk ,o f
b l a ck pra c t i c e , hip hop has mobilised the whole
range of cultural material at its disposal, using all
ava i l able techniques and tech n o l og i e s , to suit its
own local and equally subordinated ex p re s s ive
needs—including those of ra c i a l ly mixed and cul-
t u ra l ly hybrid communities and scenes.This has
e n abled its wo rl dwide dispers a l ,t h rough a com-
m o d i fied ‘ wo rd of mouth’, to ove r flow and sidestep
all of the clumsy and misguided attempts at polic-
ing and suppre s s i o n .2 4

But while these vernacular cultures can pro-
vide the necessary grounds for tra n s gre s s i o n ,t h i s
can easily re s o l ve into mere coping mech a n i s m s
on the part of the oppre s s e d , who remain con-
tained by powe r.This danger is acute given that
the fetishised fashion accessory of superfic i a l
‘ b l a ckness’ in style without content is now offere d
u n re m i t t i n g ly for consumption, including the
p u re ly commercial manu fa c t u re of simulations of
gra s s - roots pra c t i c e .M a ny marketed hip hop acts,
b l a ck as well as white, could be interp reted as
domesticated Brer Rabbits in this sense, s u ch as
Puff Daddy / P. D i ddy (a bourgeois ‘class minstre l ’
and rather bad MC),Vanilla Ice (fa ke ‘ b l a ck’ and
fa ke ‘ s t reet’) or N’Sync’s Justin Ti m b e rl a ke (fa ke
eve rything)—not Eminem, t h o u g h , who is to some
extent honourable even if failing to outwit the
Fox .C o nve rs e ly, various derivations of hip hop
h ave virtually offered themselves up for re c u p e ra-
t i o n , taking themselves too seriously through pre-
tension or elitism. In the UK this might include
the trip-hop and drum and bass genre s ,w h i ch
sought to legitimise themselves in terms of main-
s t ream aesthetic values and the accumulation of
c u l t u ral capital; or the remnants of rave culture s
whose ab s o rption into mere we e kend re c re a t i o n
seems virtually complete. Wh e reas in rap mu s i c
the dense and sophisticated ve r n a c u l a r, the oppo-
sitional stance and refusal of re s p e c t ab i l i t y, a n d
gra s s - roots cre d i b i l i t y, a f filiation and invo l ve m e n t
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combine in ways that, even after more than two
d e c a d e s , still seem to completely confound the
status quo—as the reception of 8 Mile in clueless
c e l eb ration or malicious dismissal suggests.

James Scott has revealed how colonised and
e n s l aved subjects communicate among themselve s
using ‘ h i dden transcripts’ in language and cultura l
a c t iv i t i e s .2 5 These nu r t u re resistance to domina-
tion and keep hope alive , while the explicit ve r-
sions in ‘public transcripts’ purport to and seem to
fit the demands of the ruling groups—to whom
the ‘ real’ meaning is opaque. Scott concludes that
when political action does develop against domi-
n a t i o n , it is the hidden transcripts which prov i d e
the discurs ive and cultural we a p o n ry and ammu n i-
tion which explode into overt ex p ressions of
revo l t .M aybe hip hop’s enduring ach i evement will
be that, in terms of surface appearance in the age
of Spectacle, the hidden and public transcripts are
the same—although the meanings are wo rl d s
a p a r t .The complacent netwo rks of privilege try to
s u p p ress the open ex p ression of the ve r n a c u l a r,
mistaking symptom for cause and in the pro c e s s
revealing the stupidity, venality and complicity of
their cultural disciplinarians. But the politics of
ra p ’s reception provides the yo u n g e r, n ewer stra t a
of colonised, e n s l ave d ,m i grant and surplus urban
populations with the opportunity to bear witness
to the obscenity of the globalised New Wo rl d
O rder and its neo-feudal military economy.

This isn’t politics in the re c ognised fo r m a l ,p ro-
grammatic sense; it’s a set of cultural patterns
w h i ch adeptly resist the hitherto false promises of
s u ch stra i g h t j a cketing—on the part of those
excluded from all other sites and systems of cul-
t u ral a n d political ex p re s s i o n . By the unders t a n d-
ing and generalisation of the details of specific
experience into active ly shared anger, p r ivate dis-
s a t i s faction can be tra n s formed into a rap(t) pro-
d u c t ive engagement when, all aro u n d ,d e f e a t i s t
cynicism is a more intelligible response to today ’s
most unpromising of circumstances (and fo s t e re d
as such as a deliberate tactic to shortcircuit oppo-
s i t i o n ) . As Paul Gilroy stre s s e s , quoting Rakim, “ I t
a i n ’t where yo u ’ re fro m ,i t ’s where yo u ’ re at”.2 6

The question of where you want to go is still open.
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