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1. The Gulf crisis contains both the danger of a vastly destructive war and of de r ailing the  deve lopme nt of 

A me ric an dome stic and f or e ign polic y to take the country beyond the Cold War. The American people,

apart from the political and corporate managers of war-making institutions, have a major stake in

supporting a political and not a military resolution of the Gulf crisis. For what is at issue is not only the

avoidance of a major war — that could be provoked by accident or intent — but also the chance to set in

motion the de militariza tion of the Ame rican economy a nd the use  of a  grow ing pe ac e  divide nd.

2. President Bush has disregarded constitution, law and the elected Congress in his hasty deployment of

U.S. forces in the Middle East.

3. America's political and corporate chiefs are propelling American society towa r d a ne w  w a r . T hey ha ve 

no post-Cold W a r  pr ogr am f or the  U nited States, no international policies apart from wielding armed

force, no national ec onomic progr am apart f rom presiding over  f urthe r e conomic  de ca y a t home, and no

policy in the Middle East that is not based on direct use of U.S. armed force, military proxies, and massive

arms transfers. These only produce more war, more instability and less security for all peoples involved.

Now, as part of such counterproductive and dangerous policies in the Gulf, the United States government

proposes to reduce even the small cuts in military spending which it had proposed.

4. Every reason for rejecting the Iraqi seizure of Kuwait applies equally to rejecting the Cold War policy

system that armed Iraq for this aggression in the first place. Throughout the long Cold War the Soviet

Union and the United States, with important collaboration by France, Brazil, China, West Germany and

others, participated in the arming of Iraq to its present status

— each supplier attempting to score a military and political advantage dur ing the  Cold Wa r c onte st. T his

c ompe tition in tur n led to tole ra tion of  the  inte rnal and e xternal excesse s of Third World regimes like Iraq that

took advantage of Cold War rivalries. By repression at home these regimes enforced a national consensus that

using these weapons was a reasonable way to r ealiz e national ambitions. Only the  end of the Cold War 

per mitte d the  c urr ent c ollec tive inter na tiona l r esponse  to I r aq. I ts e a rlie r  a ggr essions against Iran and the

poison gas attacks on its own Kurdish minority rated ha rdly a r ipple  of pr ote st in the U nite d N ations.

5. T ha t is w hy the G ulf c r isis must be de a lt w ith not only in its par tic ula r  context but also with an eye to the

othe r possible  af te rshoc ks fr om the Cold W a r r ivalr y. Politic a l a nd allie d e f f or ts to se ttle  the  G ulf  c risis



should be  de signe d to se t a  powe rf ul pr ece de nt for r esolving simila r crise s. This will re quire  giving ne w,

ma jor str ength to U nited Na tions' dispute- re solving and military peac ekeeping institutions. Though well

conceale d by top government officials, there are means for resolving a set of Middle East crisis points by

methods that also would further the task of post-Cold War rebuilding of American society, as well as

promoting international demilitarization.

6. A politica l a ssembly de signe d to addr e ss the Ir a q- Kuw ait issue  should develop a consensus on a set of

principles and procedures that could be applied in va rious ways for other  dispute settle ments in the Middle

East and elsewhere. These could include territorial demilitarization, compensation for a f fe c te d pe ople , the 

phasing in a nd out of  U .N. pe ac e ke eping f or c es, e tc . Consensus on such ideas will make  it more f easible to

negotiate and exec ute the  te rr itorial and other  conc e ssions re quire d. O ther  Middle Ea st dispute s tha t lend

the mselves to such an a pproa ch include : Lebanon, with its Syria n and Isra eli occupa tions; Isr ael, with its W est

Bank and Gaza  claims fr om the Palestinians; the Golan Heights, in dispute between Syria and Israel; the

Kurdish territories of Iraq, Turkey and Iran, whose populations have been ruthlessly suppressed.

7. T his a ppr oa c h to the G ulf c r isis is not only a  w a y of  re solving tha t issue , but also of making its resolution

an opportunity for strengthening the dur able dispute - se ttling a nd pe ac eke eping institutions of the  U nited

N ations. It is vital that the United Nations acquire the full resources necessary for these tasks. This is

where the government of the United States has a spe cia l re sponsibility. By being $500 million in a r re ar s in

its r e gula r  U nited Nations payments and by failing to pay its share of U.N. peacekeeping expenses, the U.S.

has played a major part in restricting the capability of the United Nations for dispute-resolution and

peacekeeping tasks.

8. The government of the United States, as a by-product of its long Cold War contest, has participated in

creating in the present government of Iraq a Frankenstein's monster that has run amok. Therefore a key

issue is the nature of the U.S. policy system that equips governments to carry out wars of  a ggr ession.

9. G oing be yond the  Cold W a r r e quir e s a  syste ma tic  a ppr oa ch to inte rna tionally agre ed disarma ment with

par allel reduction of milita ry budgets. Within such a framework it becomes possible to damp down and finally

terminate the international traffic in arms.

10. To pr epa re  for inter national a gre ements for  demilitar iz ation, the  gove rnment of the United States must have

a systematic economic conversion polic y. This will also ma ke possible  a  se rious pea c e dividend f or  the r epair 

of underdevelopment in the United States, and for supporting U.S. aid to populations of the earth who are

too impoverished to help themselves.



11. Amer icans need to r ecognize how the Soviet e conomy was ruined by the using up of civilian industry in

the service of its war economy. There is a clear signal for the U.S. from this: we are on the same track of

civilian industrial and infrastructure decay that is propelled by a long-enduring war economy — a few

stations behind the U.S.S.R. A peace dividend for e c onomic r e c onstr uc tion is now  a n A me ric a n

r e sponsibility that w e  da r e  not evade with fear-mongering about the Iraqi war machine.

12. The United States has a further responsibility. It must develop and impleme nt a domestic e ne rgy policy

to make  this c ountr y less of  a n oil glutton, and thereby less dependent on the importation of petroleum

from the Middle E ast or any othe r pla ce . A  c ompetent U .S. r esponse to the petroleum price shock would be

a deliberate effort to make the U.S. vastly more  e ner gy ef f ic ie nt, by methods tha t inc lude  ene r gy

c onse r vation a nd co- ge ne ration, energy from renew able fue l (like  ethyl a lc ohol from biomass a nd waste

paper), direct solar energy application, and electrified public transpor tation.

13. Americans must be alerted to the hazardous moral, political and economic consequences of maintaining a war

economy now directed toward armed conf lic t in Third W orld are as. W e should a lso be awa re  of  the

constructive  and life serving possibilities that can be obtained from following the Cold W ar  not with a

new  se t of  militar y a dventur es, but with de militar iza tion and economic reconstruction.
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