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INTRODUCTION
Our government is now reshaping its armed forces in order to focus upon ýghting wars
such as the one against Iraq. New Labour clearly envisage such wars on a regular basis
and yet we entered this war on a completely false basis. To get us to go along with it we
were lied to openly and systematically by New Labour.
This is very dangerous. If our government take us down that rout, pushed along by the US
administration, we will see groups, encouraged by governments, responding by organising
attacks in Britain, adding to the horrors of what is done in our name, by our government,
abroad.
The trade union and labour movements must not allow this to happen. ltôs important,
therefore, first of all that we understand exactly what happened with this war.
It hasn't made things better for the people of Iraq and neither has it improved their
prospects for the future. It will take generations to overcome the damage British and US
policy has done to the Middle East and the policies they are currently trying to impose onô
the people of Iraq. ó
Some of those in Parliament who supported the war are now attempting to justify their role
by arguing that life has improved for the people of Iraq - that the end has justified the
means. In reality, however, the end has not proven to be better than what had existed
before and the people of Iraq are, very probably, worse off in the long term than they would
have been without the invasion. If they do achieve democracy, it will be in-spite of Britainôs
intervention.
The invasion was an attempt to maintain control in Iraq on behalf of the US business
interests. This has put at risk the stability of the whole region, as well as the wellbeing of
millions living there. There is now a grave need to extricate the US from its military
occupation of Iraq. BUT this doesnôt mean the solution is simply a withdrawal of US forces.
The desire for power amongst those engaged in the terror war against the occupation are
as much part of the problem as the desire by the US administration and New Labour to
keep control of Iraq. The British forces in Iraq are also part of the problem but, again, that
doesnôt preclude them from being part of the solution.
The people of Iraq need something different and they certainly deserve something better.
This pamphlet is an attempt to introduce into British politics a vision of what we can do in
this country to draw Iraq towards a democratic and equitable society.

According to Mr Blair's dossier the justiýcation "arises also because of the violent and
aggressive nature of Saddam Hussein's regime. His record of internal repression and
external aggression gives rise to unique concerns about the threat he poses." But if Iraq
had actually had unconventional weapons, the time they would have used them was when
they were attacked. So the war could have triggered what it was supposed to prevent.
Even by Middle Eastern standards the Baathist regime was unique in the quality of its
repression and yet, up to the invasion of Kuwait, Britain was happy to help keep it in power.
Britain actually helps keep range of vile and repressive regimes in power. Israel, Indonesia,
Pakistan, Saudi Arabia to name but a few, are all supplied by British arms manufacturers.
Most of those who took part in the world trade centre attack came from either Saudi Arabia
or Pakistan and there were close links between Pakistanôs security forces and al-Qaida, yet
there was no such link with Iraq. The idea, therefore, that this war was a response to
terrorism lacks credibility.
Because New Labour were driven by British and US domestic political criteria - as Mr Blair
put it "l believe this issue to be a current and serious threat to the UK national interest."
there were no clearly defined aims to the war and, therefore, no exit strategy.
The bulk of the membership of the Labour Party and trade union movement in Britain would
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