CANADIAN PEACGE ALLIANCE

Bring the Troops Home Now

Why a military mission will not bring peace to Afghanistan

By Sid Lacombe
For the Canadian Peace Alliance

February 16, 2007

The Canadian Peace Alliance is a pan-Canadian peace network with 150 member groups representing 4 million Canadians
Tel: 416-588-5555 @ Fax: 416-588-5556 @ email: cpa@web.ca @ www.acp-cpa.ca



Table of Contents

10-

11-

12-

JF3T o Te L Ie5 1o DS UPN 3
F N 230 3 = T 70 ) 7 4
The New Government of AfZhaniStan ...........o.iiiiiiiiiii e et e e eaaaees 8
The Conduct of the OCCUPALION FOTCES. ... ..ttt e et et et et e e e e e ane e aneans 10
Reconstruction is Failing the People of Afghanistan..............o.oouiiiiiiiiiii e, 11
WOMENS RIGNES. ..ottt et ettt et et ettt et ettt 14
70 113 o T Nt 15
T3y T 03 o1 PPN 15
The Rise 0f the RESISTANCE. .. ... ..ot e 16
Grassroots Democracy in AfhanisStan. ... .......oouiiiiiiii i 17
Debates — “A Better War 18 PoSSIDle? . ... . s 18
0 21



“These are detestable murderers and scumbags, I’ll tell you that right up front. They detest our freedoms, they detest our
society, they detest our liberties.”
General Rick Hillier, July 11, 2005

"When the Taliban or al-Qaeda came out of Afghanistan, they attacked the Twin Towers and in those twin towers, 25
Canadians were killed. The previous government and this government will not allow Canadians to be killed without
retribution,"”

Defence Minister Gordon O’Connor, January 20, 2007

Canada is in Afghanistan at the request of the democratically elected government, along with 36 other nations, and as
part of a UN-sanctioned mission to help build a stable, democratic, and self-sufficient society.
Department of National Defence

Looking for clarity about Canada’s war in Afghanistan can be confusing. The justifications run the gamut from ousting
the Taliban and Al-Qaeda in retribution for 9/11, to outright racist attacks against an entire people (“they” according to

General Rick Hillier), to providing reconstruction, security and women’s rights.

The Government of Canada has developed new phrases designed to engender support for the mission. We hear of “failed
and failing states” that need our support and of the “responsibility to protect” those less fortunate and, it is assumed, less
capable of providing for themselves.' The phrases are no more than a rewording of Kipling’s “White Man’s Burden;” but
the implications are broad. What is not discussed by government officials are the historical realities that have caused the

failure of these states now requiring our “help”.

Variously described as colonialism, imperialism, neo-colonialism or globalization, the processes that have resulted in
weak or failed states have their roots the political and economic needs of the great powers, not in the traits of the countries
they exploit. In Afghanistan the warring factions of the Taliban and the warlords that run the current government are the
product of foreign interventions.” Indeed it is a country that has, because of its strategic location at the crossroads of Asia,
been subject to more unwanted foreign influence than most. The processes that resulted in the collapse of the state of

Afghanistan are instructive for the larger discussion of these new justifications for our foreign policy interventions.

General Hillier’s comments have inflamed anti-Arab and anti-Muslim sentiment in Canada. New figures published by the
Canadian Labour Congress have shown that Arab and West Asian minorities have the highest unemployment rate in the
country,’ and a recent Sun media poll has found that Canadians have a very low opinion of Arab and Muslim minorities.”*
Hillier was simply following an age old pattern of demonization used by nations throughout history to characterize their

enemies as less than human, thus providing an excuse for slavery and murder.



With US-led wars raging in Iraq and Afghanistan and new threats aimed at Iran, the government of Canada is furthering
racist assumptions about Arabs and Muslims to win public support for more wars in the Middle East and Central Asia. It
is therefore vital that we increase our understanding of the situation in Afghanistan and dispel the myths surrounding
Canada’s intervention, so we can dispense with this negative stereotyping, and see the people of the countries being

destroyed as human beings rather than statistics.

For each stated goal for the war in Afghanistan, we have moved backward and not forward. The Taliban is stronger than

ever. Freedom and security are more elusive that before the October 2001 invasion. There has been more destruction than
reconstruction, and women’s rights are being eroded. The prospects for the future are grim. A Canadian Senate committee
released a report on February 12, 2007, that states "Anyone expecting to see the emergence in Afghanistan within the next
several decades of a recognizable modern democracy capable of delivering justice and amenities to its people is dreaming

in Technicolor,".”

Canada is propping up a corrupt warlord-led government in Kabul that is every bit as violent as the Taliban. We are using
counter-insurgency operations that have created more resentment and hatred towards NATO forces. This, coupled with a
failure to provide any real improvement in the lives of the people of Afghanistan, is fuelling a renewed resistance to
foreign occupation. This is a pattern we have seen before and one that the people of Afghanistan have seen for the last 30
years of war. The foreign occupiers are not interested in providing freedom and prosperity for the people. Their interests

rest with their own geo-political needs.

The only solution to the crisis affecting the people of Afghanistan is to strengthen the grassroots initiatives that are
working to provide a democratic base for the future of the country. Given that we are currently supporting a government

inimical to those grassroots movements, the only moral choice is to bring our troops home now.

A Brief History — 1979-2001

In 1978 a movement of communist forces under the banner of the People’s Democratic Party of Afghanistan (PDPA) had
overthrown the government of General Mohammed Daud. The first edicts coming from the communist government were
equality for women and redistribution of the land from the landlords, but unfortunately these new laws were largely
symbolic. The main problem with these edicts is that they challenged powerful landowners in rural areas where the
communists had very little control. The PDPA was largely centered on the urban areas. While there was considerable
support for land redistribution from farmers, the communists barely had time to sell or implement their plans before

infighting between the Khalq and Parcham factions of the PDPA bogged down the process.



At the same time resistance movements supported by the US, Pakistan, Iran, China and Saudi Arabia began fighting
against the communist government.® The official history is that the US began supporting the “mujahadeen” in 1980. In
reality the US saw an opportunity to drag the USSR into a guerrilla war, and began supporting groups hostile to the
communist government before the invasion. In an interview with Le Nouvel Observateur in 1998 Zbigniew Brzezinski,

former National Security Advisor for Jimmy Carter described the success of this opeartion:

That secret operation was an excellent idea. It had the effect of drawing the Russians into the Afghan
trap... The day that the Soviets officially crossed the border, I wrote to President Carter, in substance:
We now have the opportunity of giving to the USSR its Vietnam War. Indeed, for almost 10 years,
Moscow had to carry on a war unsupportable by the government, a conflict that brought about the
demoralization and finally the breakup of the Soviet Empire. ’

The USSR began sending troops into Afghanistan because they were worried about the possibility of an erosion of their
power, and therefore access to energy resources, on their southern border. The Islamic revolution in Iran, coupled with the
growing revolt in the Afghan countryside, brought about a fear of expansion of forces hostile to the USSR. The USSR
relied heavily on the oil and gas from the Central Asian territories, now Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan, and Kazakhstan. In
public, however, the stated aims of the Russian invasion were the same as the NATO occupation today. Soldiers were told

that their job was to bring democracy and women’s rights to the Afghan people.®

With the Afghan army on the verge of collapse, the first Russian soldiers moved in to install Babrak Karmal, leader of the
PDPA’s Parcham faction as the new ruler. Karmal began a futile campaign against the resistance movements. It took less
than a year for the Afghan army, made up primarily of impoverished conscripts from the country, to revolt and abandon
the new government. The soldiers couldn’t bring themselves to fight their brothers and sisters for a power that had grown
hostile and violent. The Russians, hoping to have a proxy army on the ground to do most of the fighting, found themselves

bearing the brunt of the work.’

It is estimated that more than 5 million Afghans or 1/5 of the population were made refugees by the Russian invasion.'

In 1986 the US upped the ante and started supplying specific mujahideen groups with Stinger anti-aircraft missiles. This
changed the tide of the war by neutralizing the strong air power that the Russians had used to inflict massive damage on
the country. The USSR lost hundreds of planes and helicopters, and it is estimated they also lost billions of dollars. Within
two and half years the last troops were withdrawn, perhaps because of the change in the tide, or because the new Russian
leader Mikhail Gorbachev was facing more problems at home. In any event the USSR and the US agreed to end support

for both sides in the conflict and to withdraw forces.'!

It was expected that the government of Muhammad Najibullah, who replaced Kamal in 1986, would fall as soon at

Russian soldiers were withdrawn. He was, however, able to hold on to power until 1992, partly because regional warlords
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continued to fight among themselves, and partly because he was able to make deals with individual warlords. It was also
because most mujahideen fighters went home. Their conflict was with the Russians, and after 15 years of war they wanted
to live in peace. It was not to be. Some of the mujahideen commanders stepped into the vacuum created by the Russian
withdrawal and began a war to take control of the national government in Kabul. Local fighters who had risked their lives
to repel the Russians were unwilling to get involved in what looked increasingly like a civil war between factions
dominated by drug gangsters. During the infighting between 1992-1996 more than 65,000 people were killed in the fight

to control Kabul. Many of the faction leaders involved in the fighting are the parliamentarians of Afghanistan today.'”

It is important to note that during the fight for Kabul, some of the country lived under local commanders, and areas that
they controlled experienced very different living conditions. In some cases, peace and stability reigned and the local
leadership treated people with respect.”® Far from being a nation made up exclusively of ruthless fighters, the people of

Afghanistan showed that given certain conditions, they were more than capable of creating a stable life.

There were many exceptions, such as Kandahar, where virtual anarchy plagued the population. The area was divided

among several “petty ex-mujahideen warlords and bandits who plundered the population at will.”"*

The Taliban came on to the scene relatively late in the period of civil war. It began in 1994, as a movement based around
Kandahar but quickly became a major force. Initially the main cadre of the Taliban were students, angry at the corrupt and
violent warlords vying for power in the country.'’ Their stated aims were to “restore peace, disarm the population, enforce
Sharia law and defend the integrity and Islamic character of Afghanistan.”'® The leader of the Taliban, Mullah

Mohammed Omar was seen as a Robin Hood figure for his work helping the poor and powerless against the warlords."”

There is a knee-jerk tendency by those in the west to see Islamic movements as fanatical and primitive. The phrase
"Islamic Fundamentalism" is used as a catch-all to describe these movements. Movements grow because of a desire to see
the end of the status quo. In the case of religious movements, there is a tendency for "revivalist" currents to develop in
response to the decadence or violence of the traditional leadership. The brutality of life under the warlords made the
Taliban look like such an alternative. The fact that they disarmed people in areas that they captured, acted in a disciplined

manner, and were not as likely to rape and attack civilians after their military victories made them initially popular.'®

It is important to understand where the Taliban gained its support in the first instance because the conditions that led to

their rise are strikingly similar to the conditions that exist in Afghanistan today

The Taliban was fierce in its fight to gain control of the country but ill-prepared to rule it. They had no experience with
administration, which resulted in factionalism and a lack of central control for much of the period of their rule. Also, the

frequent fights with members of the Northern Alliance (NA), for control of the north of the country, and the successes of



some NA armies, made them fearful and paranoid. At this point we began to hear stories of roundups of opposition forces,
in Kabul, Mazar, and other areas to the north and west of the country. The Taliban attacked and murdered thousands, and
this civil war effectively entrenched sectarian and ultra conservative policies. Much has been written on the human rights
record of the Taliban, and every detail of their abuses has been amplified to justify the current invasion. Suffice it to say,
their particular distortion of Islam is sectarian and violent. They murdered thousands of civilians and imposed brutal

conditions on women.

With the overt help of Pakistan and Saudi Arabia and the covert help of the US the Taliban began to take control of large
parts of the country, and by 1996 had taken Kabul. The international community was lukewarm to the Taliban, primarily
because of their attacks on women’s rights, but certain groups seemed eager to welcome them into power. In particular,
the US was pleased by the Taliban’s willingness to support a US sponsored pipeline deal."”” The US oil giant UNOCAL

released a statement on October 2, 1996 describing the Taliban takeover as a positive development.*’

Meanwhile, the fall of the USSR had resulted in independence for countries in central Asia. These nations, such as
Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan, had also recently discovered new reserves of oil and gas and were eager to get these
commodities to market. As landlocked countries, they required pipelines to move the oil and gas to seaports and to
market. The Russians were still buying Caspian resources, but at about half the market rate for the products. The

leadership in these newly independent countries needed to find other markets.

Attempts were made between 1997 and 1998 to develop the Trans Afghan Pipeline through the Central Asia Gas Pipeline
Consortium (Centgas), of which US corporation UNOCAL was the major stakeholder. The hope was that the Taliban had
finally provided adequate stability to allow the pipeline to be built from the Caspian sea through Afghanistan to
Pakistan.”’ A key player in this plan was the Taliban’s new deputy foreign minister and paid UNOCAL consultant, Hamid
Karzai.”> US envoy to Afghanistan from 2002 to 2005, Zalmay Khalilzad, was also paid by UNOCAL and was
responsible for lobbying Bill Clinton to reengage with the Taliban.”® As late as 1999 the US government was paying the

salaries of the Taliban in the hope of achieving the stability required to construct the trans-Afghan pipeline. **

The Taliban, fearful of US dominance and influence, had decided not to allow UNOCAL to have the pipeline route, but to
give the contract to the Argentinian gas company, Bridas. UNOCAL and the US government then changed their tune. The
population of the US began to hear about the violence and repression of the Taliban. UNOCAL said that they would no
longer support their pipeline plan until an internationally recognized government (which the Taliban was not) was sitting

in Kabul.”’



The proposed pipelines through Afghanistan have dominated US foreign policy toward the region. Afghanistan is
important because it is the only route that would provide total control for US oil companies. The other possible routes for

the pipeline run through Iran, China or Russia, states which will not allow for US control.

According to Zbigniew Brzezinski, the states of Central Asia including Afghanistan are key to maintaining US
domination of the “Grand Chessboard” of Eurasia: “For America, the chief geopolitical prize is Eurasia... Now a non-
Eurasian power is preeminent in Eurasia - and America's global primacy is directly dependent on how long and how
effectively its preponderance on the Eurasian continent is sustained.”® The fear is that Brzezinski was expressing was that
if any other nation such as China or Russia, were to gain influence in the area, they could directly challenge US

dominance of oil resources in the Persian Gulf.?’

The Energy Information Administration estimates there are proven reserves of between 17 and 44 billion barrels of oil and
232 trillion cubic feet of gas in the Caspian region. Production of these reserves is very limited. As of 2004 only about

11% of the regions gas reserves, which equal those of Saudi Arabia, were under production.*®

Although the initial pipeline deal was eventually scrapped a new pipeline deal was struck as one of the first acts of the
newly installed President Karzai. On December 27, 2002, Afghanistan, Pakistan and Turkmenistan signed an agreement to
build a 1,500 kilometre long Trans-Afghanistan Pipeline — a $3.2 billion project expected to deliver 30 Billion cubic

meters of natural gas a year.

The new government of Afghanistan

When the invasion began in 2001 the US was faced with a conundrum. The hope was for a speedy and decisive victory in
Afghanistan that could show the world the dominance of the US military. There was, however, a problem with that plan.
History had taught that a smooth takeover of Afghanistan would be immensely difficult. The British fought and lost 3
wars in Afghanistan between 1838 and 1919, and the USSR, with a massive and technically advanced army of 140,000
troops, was unable to take the country. The US therefore, needed a slightly different plan. They began to arm members of
the Northern Alliance (NA), a loose grouping of warlords, to act as a proxy army on the ground so that they may have

some control of the countryside. The NA groups are now the source of much of the violence in the country.”

In December 2001 US and UN officials and hand-picked NA warlords met in Bonn, Germany to develop a new

constitution and a process for elections in Afghanistan.

In the Presidential Election in 2004, there was direct interference by US envoy Zalmay Khalilzad, who made deals with

candidates to win support for Karzai. Presidential candidate, Mohammed Mohagqiq, said “We all know the Americans are



not interested in a real election, they just want Karzai to win.”*® Another candidate, Abdul Latif Pedram who was running
on a campaign to improve women’s rights was initially disqualified by Karzai’s appointed chief justice. Pedram
complained that, while most candidates were not able to travel around the country Karzai was transported in US military

helicopters to ten provinces a day.”'

That Bonn process ended with the parliamentary elections in Afghanistan on October 18, 2005. These elections were
heralded as the birth of a new democracy, yet below the surface the same old problems emerged. More than 60% of those
elected to the Afghan Parliament were from known warlord groups® or former Taliban officials.*® Voter turnout was low,
even in Kabul (36%), amid voter intimidation and fears of retribution from warlords.** In most cases the warlords who
held secure control over their respective regions were virtually acclaimed, and have since used the legitimacy bestowed by
a parliamentary seat to further entrench their power. Some candidates not within the inner circle of the warlords were
threatened, arrested and even killed.”” Although there were rules disqualifying candidates who held private armies, these

were largely ignored or selectively enforced.*

Hamid Karzai has not distanced himself from these warlords but has frequently appointed them to positions of power in
his cabinet and in leadership positions of local police forces.”” For example, Abdul Rabb al Rasul Sayyaf, a warlord
responsible for killing, torturing and mutilating hundreds of people during the Afshar Massacre in February 1993, acts as
a special advisor to Hamid Karzai.*® General Rashid Dostum was appointed minister of Defence by Karzai, but public
outcry about his links to former human rights abuses had him sacked from that position. He was subsequently moved to
the position of Afghanistan’s Army Chief of Staff.*” Rather than challenge the past abuses of the warlords, the parliament
recently passed a bill granting amnesty for past war crimes.*’ Police commanders are frequently associated with warlord

groups and are notoriously corrupt.*!

The annual reports about Afghanistan from Human Rights Watch might give readers the impression they are stuck in a

time warp. Each and every year the point is the same:

2005: "Despite the (Taliban) insurgency’s growing strength, the majority of Afghans cited the numerous

regional warlords as the greatest source of insecurity". **

2004: "Political repression, human rights abuses, and criminal activity by warlords—the leaders of
militias and remnants of past Afghan military forces, who were brought to power with the assistance of
the United States after the Taliban’s defeat—are consistently listed as the chief concerns of most
Afghans."*

2003: "Life outside of Kabul is dominated by military faction leaders—Afghanistan's warlords. In most
areas outside the capital, independent political movements and media have been stifled: in many areas it
is impossible to form political groups or freely publish newspapers or broadcast radio without incurring
the wrath of local warlord leaders. Women and girls especially are suffering from insecurity and lack of
protection. In some areas, security and human rights conditions have actually gotten worse, and most
warlords have become more entrenched. "**



Cathy Gannon, an associated press reporter who worked in Afghanistan for more than 15 years has described the current
government as "the biggest collection of mass murderers you'll ever get in one place."*’ The Revolutionary Association of
the Women of Afghanistan (RAWA) paint a similar picture of the state of the government: “The Northern Alliance
criminals are now ruling the country. The NA comprises these millionaire rapists busy in the heroin trade under the very
nose of the US troops. They are the people behind the insecurity, kidnappings, embezzlement of billions of dollars of

foreign aid, injustices, anti-women constraints, covering up of the day light murders, and so on and so forth.”*
The Conduct of the Occupation Forces

Occupation forces have been implicated in widespread abuses of the civilian population in Afghanistan, and have been
operating outside the framework of international law, despite UN sanction for the invasion and occupation.”” Their tactics

have resulted in tens of thousands of civilian deaths.

The United States has operated secret prisons in Afghanistan, and has been involved in arbitrary arrest, detention, torture
and extra-judicial killing of Afghan civilians. Canadian soldiers have also been implicated in abuse of prisoners™ and
have been told that Geneva Convention regulations do not apply to people they capture in Afghanistan.* The practise of
handing prisoners over to the US certainly implicates Canada in the ongoing torture of detainees. Reports have detailed
the extent of the abuses, showing that, far from being isolated incidents, these are the order of the day for NATO forces.”

According to Amnesty International:

Since 2001, thousands of Afghans and some non-Afghans have been arbitrarily detained, held

incommunicado (without access to the outside world) and subjected to torture and other cruel, inhuman or

degrading treatment or punishment by US forces and by armed groups acting under US control. Former

detainees from Bagram say that they were stripped naked, hooded, humiliated, handcuffed and shackled

for days, forced to maintain painful postures for hours at a time, and subjected to sleep deprivation. '
There have also been frequent cases of death at the hands of US interrogators. Dilawar and Mullah Habibullah were killed
in US custody at Bagram base after being “chained to a ceiling and kicked and beaten during sustained assaults by
numerous military personnel. According to one medical examiner, Dilawar’s legs were so badly damaged that they would
have had to be amputated had he survived. He was also forced into painful positions with water poured into his mouth so

he could not breathe.” >

Military operations have resulted in widespread civilian casualties. To make up for troop shortages, airpower has been
stepped up. Air strikes are notoriously inaccurate and tend to kill large numbers of civilians. Abdul Ghafar buried twenty
members of his family, killed in a NATO air strike in October 2006.%° Ghulab Shah, a man from southern Kandahar, saw
nine of his neighbours killed while they slept.>* This list goes on. In their world report for 2007, Human Rights Watch
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expressed “serious concerns about NATO’s ability to distinguish between combatants and civilians due to extensive
reliance on aerial bombardment.”’ According to the Campaign for Innocent Victims of conflict, “There have been more

bombs dropped on Afghanistan in the last 6 months of 2006 than in the 4 years since the invasion.”*®

The use of cluster bombs has also been widespread. By January 2002, the UN estimated that there were 25,000
unexploded bomblets littering the countryside.”” This is a conservative number. According to US forces themselves,
244,420 sub-munitions (bomblets) were dropped in the first three months of the air campaign. “Precision strikes” are

impossible when using these banned weapons and their use on civilian neighbourhoods has been well documented. **

Afghanistan now contains millions of displaced people. While many of them were displaced before the invasion of 2001,
many more have been forced from their homes or have been unable to return because of ongoing insecurity and violence.
According to the UNHCR, 1.3 million people have been displaced since 2001, to a total of 3.5 million Afghans still
displaced.” This trend has continued, with more than 20,000 being displaced in the final few months of 2006 in the south
of the country.

Reconstruction is failing the people of Afghanistan

While we cannot expect Afghanistan to be developed overnight, there are disturbing signs that the current processes of
reconstruction are not only inefficient, but are likely to move in the opposite direction. The fact that NATO bombs

continue to fall and destroy homes and infrastructure means that this is an uphill battle at best.

The majority of the money being used for reconstruction goes to US and allied corporations. Most of it is tied aid, in
which the recipient country is required to spend the aid in the donor country. This process results in huge profits for
multinational corporations but little real development. The International Monetary Fund and the World Bank have been
using these tied aid structures for decades, resulting in massive debt for recipient countries. At present, the developing
world now spends $13 on debt repayment for every $1 it receives in aid.”' The elite of the countries being given the aid
are made quite wealthy but the majority of the population suffers for lack of services such as education and health care,
which are slashed as demanded by IMF structural adjustment programs (SAP’s). Theses SAP’s, sometimes called
austerity programs, force countries who default on their loans to privatize essential services and resources in return for

“bridge loans” which keep the government afloat.

The result of this process is that governments are required to become more repressive as populations become more
impoverished and begin to demand justice. The west generally turns a blind eye to this repression, so long as debt
payments are made on time. It is only when the local rulers are overthrown, or they decide that they won’t play the game

of debt slavery, that we are told that we have a responsibility to protect the people of these failed states.”> That is when the
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military moves in. Perhaps the most blunt assertion of this position came from Admiral Arthur Cebrowski, former
Director of the US Department of Defense’s Office of Defense Transformation, when he said “If you are fighting against

or losing to globalization, you are likely a problem for the U.S.”*

In the comprehensive report, “Afghanistan Inc.,” the group Corpwatch summarizes this process:

Many development experts find the process by which aid contracts and loans are awarded to be
counterproductive. International and national aid agencies—including the World Bank, the International
Monetary Fund (IMF) and USAID—that distribute aid money to developing countries have, in effect,
designed a system that is efficient in funnelling money back to the wealthy donor countries, without
providing sustainable development in poor states.**

The ultimate goal of these debt policies is to create subservient states that can be used for the political purposes of the US.
In his book Confessions of an Economic Hitman, John Perkins outlines how he was responsible for pulling countries into
the US sphere of influence by using the structures of the IMF, WB, WTO and USAID. The goal is not development but

control:

If an EHM (Economic Hitman) is completely successful, the loans are so large that the debtor is forced to
default on its payments after a few years. When this happens, then like the Mafia we demand our pound
of flesh. This often includes one or more of the following: control over United Nations votes, the
installation of military bases, or access to precious resources such as oil or the Panama Canal. Of course,
the debtor still owes us the money—and another country is added to our global empire.”’

In Afghanistan this process is continuing. While there is a mix of loans and grants (which don’t need to be paid back)
being used for reconstruction, the debt burden on the people will still increase through these policies. For example, The
Louis Berger Group (LBG) was given contracts totaling $655 million for schools, clinics and road construction, yet their
record on delivering these essential projects is dismal. The Kabul to Kandahar highway is a good case study. Turkish and
Indian firms had offered to build the highway at $250,000 USD per kilometre. The LBG offered to build the highway for
$700,000 per kilometre. The US gave the contract to LBG (which has strong ties to the White House). They agreed to
subcontract the highway construction to the same Indian firm and pocketed the rest of the money.®® Using substandard

materials, 3,000 Afghan labourers worked 12 hour shifts, 7 days a week at $5 a day to complete the work.

This highway was held up as a beacon for the future development of Afghanistan. Both George Bush and Hamid Karzai
referred to it at length in speeches before the 2004 elections. ®” However, three years after its construction the highway is
crumbling and there is no money for repairs. The Karzai government has decided to charge tolls for the repairs placing a
larger burden on the people of Afghanistan to pay for this mismanagement. Not surprisingly, the Louis Berger Group was
awarded contracts to make repairs. The result is that, the construction of the Kabul Kandahar highway, which is on the
books as $360,000,000 in delivered reconstruction, will likely result in a net outflow of money from Afghanistan.
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What little money does get through is frequently stolen and pocketed by the parliamentary warlord groups® or by private
contractors. More than 75% of the money coming from donor countries is funneled through these groups. Jean Mazurelle,
the World Bank director in Kabul says, "In Afghanistan, the wastage of aid is sky-high. There is real looting going on,

mainly by private enterprises. It is a scandal. In 30 years of my career, I have never seen anything like it.""

The result of this corruption is that Afghanistan is number 175 on the UN development index out of 177 countries.”

Famine has also become a serious issue with 7.5 million people on the verge of starvation. ' Rather than prioritize aid to
the hungry, the US has "demanded...the elimination of truck convoys that provide much of the food and other supplies to

Afghanistan's civilian population." >

The reconstruction funds being given to the Karzai government go to inappropriate projects such as the new Kabul
shopping mall, which have little value to a country where millions are on the verge of starvation. Poverty is increasing,
while a select few are growing rich off the spoils of heroin, aid, and reconstruction money. In a country with millions of

homeless and displaced people, there is a new five-star luxury hotel, put forward as a sign of progress.”

According to the United Nations, Afghanistan is a land that is facing health disasters even worse than the lands struck by

the 2004 Tsunami. 700 children and 50-70 women die each day due to the lack of health services.”

After the invasion, there were numerous reports from aid workers saying that the US military was offering reconstruction
money to local groups if they would hand over information that lead to the capture of Taliban and Al-Qaeda suspects.
This is one reason why the aid agencies are leaving. They were made pawns in a very dangerous game, and more than 150
of their personnel have paid with their lives since the invasion. Aid must be impartial, or the reconstruction money will be
nothing more than another way to buy political favours. In the case of Canada the reconstruction projects are even more
closely tied to the conflict, as they are being implemented by the soldiers themselves. This ensures that the only way you

will receive a new hospital or school is if you support the government and the foreign occupiers.

According to a report in the Guardian, Vickie Hawkins, acting head of the Médecin Sans Frontiéres mission in

Afghanistan, said the international humanitarian group left Afghanistan for these very reasons:

The US-led coalition has made the situation worse by blurring the line between humanitarian work and
military operations. During the war in 2001, Hawkins said, US soldiers were driving around in civilian
clothes in white cars, taking on the appearance of humanitarian aid workers. In May, the Pentagon was
forced to apologize for dropping leaflets in southern Afghanistan which promised humanitarian assistance
if local people gave the coalition information about the Taliban and al-Qaida [sic].
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She despaired that military campaigns were employing “hearts and minds” strategies more and more
often, making it difficult for aid workers to maintain their aura of all-important impartiality. If armies are
handing out food assistance and medical equipment, it becomes harder for locals to tell the aid workers
from the occupiers.”

Women’s Rights

While there have been some highly publicized examples of improvement in the lives of women and girls, these are
isolated and are quickly being eroded by the government. Women’s rights have actually deteriorated since the invasion of
2001, and the NA warlords have shown themselves to be equally as brutal as the Taliban, as the continued stoning of
women, endorsed by the Afghan Chief Justice, Fazal Hadi Shinwari,”® suggests.”” According to Womankind Worldwide
“Some forms of violence against women, such as honour killings, have been on the rise; while security for women living
in many provinces is worse now than it was in 2001.”"® There are many reports of women being raped and abused by the

police and militias loyal to warlord groups, many of which hold parliamentary seats and are therefore above the law. ”°

The United Nations Development fund for women summarized the lack of progress on women’s rights.** Women in
Afghanistan suffer from numerous hardships, and “rank among the world’s worst off by most indicators, such as life
expectancy, maternal mortality and literacy. Afghan women and girls continue to suffer extremely low social, economic,

and political status.”’

The Karzai government has done little to change this trend. In 2005 his appointed cabinet approved a proposal to re-
establish the Department for the Promotion of Virtue and Prevention of Vice, which was a notorious symbol of abuses,
particularly against Afghan women and girls under the Taliban.** Simultaneously Karzai and the warlord parliament have

begun a debate to close the largely ineffective but symbolically important Ministry of Women’s Affairs.™

Malalai Joya, an MP from Farah Province and a strong advocate for women’s rights, has been attacked and threatened for
speaking up in the Afghan parliament. In response to this Karzai pulled her security funding in 2006, indicating that

women’s rights are not on the agenda of any government he leads.*

While there have been symbolic improvements in the lives of women, particularly the 68 women elected to parliament,
many of the women MPs are also associated with warlord groups. According to RAWA, “In Afghanistan unfortunately

we have woman warlords too and some of them are now in the parliament.”®
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Opium

The opium eradication programs have resulted in hardship for farmers and are creating more hatred of the occupation

forces and more recruits for the resistance.®

Revenue from poppy cultivation — between $2-3 billion annually - is now double the amount of international aid and is the
chief source of “reconstruction funds” in the country. Afghan farmers have little option but to produce poppies and will
continue to do so. It is the only crop that will generate enough money to survive, and they are being offered no
alternatives. The British Government, began an eradication program for poppy cultivation. Afghan farmers were promised
aid and new seeds in return for ending their production, but the aid never arrived, and many have returned to poppy

cultivation. ¥’

British Prime Minister Tony Blair stated that “The Taliban regime is funded in large part on the drug trade - 90% of all
heroin sold in Britain originates from Afghanistan. Stopping that trade is directly in our interests.” This is a distortion. The
Taliban virtually eliminated heroin production as of 1999. In fact, Colin Powell gave the Taliban a gift of $43 million in
early 2001 as a reward for ending the drug trade.®® The resurgence in poppy production has come because of the invasion

and occupation. ¥

The Karzai government is filled with corrupt officials who support the opium trade. Mohammed Daoud is a former
warlord and is now in charge of the war on drugs in Afghanistan. Yet he is involved in the trade himself. One trafficker
told the Los Angeles Times that Daoud personally “helped him retrieve heroin worth $200,000 that had been seized at the

Salang Tunnel.””

Energy Resources

The stated motivations for the invasion of Afghanistan are a smokescreen. US policy towards Afghanistan is about control
of strategic areas of central Asia and securing transit routes for energy resources. However, the new trans-Afghan Pipeline
is not only a goal for American corporations. In September 2004 a joint Omani-Canadian delegation, led by Yusuf bin
Alavi, foreign minister of Oman, and Jean Chretien, former Prime Minister of Canada, met in Turkmenistan to negotiate a
deal between Edmonton based Buried Hill Energy and the government of Turkmenistan to develop the Serdar block in the
Caspian area. This is not the first or only time that the former Prime Minister, a man responsible for sending thousands of
Canadian soldiers to Afghanistan, has intervened on behalf of Canadian corporations for contracts in the area.”’ On the
same trip Chretien met with Saparmurat Niyazov, the self proclaimed president for life of Turkmenistan, and discussed

potential involvement from Canadian corporations in the Trans-Afghan pipeline.”
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On October 20, 2004 Thermo Design received a contract worth $42 million for the production of an LPG and gas
condensate plant in Turkmenistan that would produce 50,000 tons of LPG and 200,000 tons of condensate gas (light
gasoline) annually.”® Signing multi-million dollar deals with one of the worst human rights abusers in the region’ while
simultaneously arguing that Canada’s soldiers are bringing peace to Afghanistan clearly hypocritical. It is also standard
operating procedure for successive governments of Canada to ignore issues of human rights if there is money to be made

in international deals.

Its not just oil and gas transit routes that are important. Other resources in Central Asia are increasingly important to
corporations in the west. Canadian corporations have been riding the coattails of US predominance in the region, and are
poised to make billions of dollars off of the resources of the area. Cameco Corporation of Saskatchewan is set to make $2
billion off a joint uranium mining venture with Kazatomprom, Kazakhstan’s state owned mining company.” Gold
deposits have also been found in the region, and Canadian corporation Centerra Gold has already mined 5.5 million
ounces of gold from their mine in the Kyrgyzstan.”® This ongoing plunder will eventually result in what the CIA describes
as “blow-back”. The people of these nations begin to mobilize opposition to governments that allow this theft, often
resulting in civil unrest or war. One wonders how long it will be before we are told that we have a “responsibility to

protect” the people of the failed states of Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan.”’

The Rise of the Resistance

The Afghan resistance is growing. There are now as many as 600 attacks a month on NATO soldiers.”® According to the
directors of the CIA and the Defense Intelligence Agency, al-Qaeda and the Taliban are back and growing bigger than
they were before the invasion in 2001.” Having said that, we must note that many of the fighters acting against NATO
forces are not Taliban or al-Qaeda, but farmers and villagers who are angry about the lack of security and development in
the country. The irony is that the Taliban was largely a spent force in 2001 with little popular support. The conduct of the
NATO forces and the officials of the Afghan government has caused the Taliban to grow and gain popularity.'® The
Taliban are reportedly offering protection against the warlord gangs in rural areas, cementing their support. According to

Cathy Gannon:

The Taliban defeat in 2001 provoked a backlash against their harsh rule and a surge in support for the
new government. From Zabul province in southeast Afghanistan, 2,000 young men went to Kabul to sign
up for the new national army or police forces.

All returned, police officials say, frustrated by poor salary or perceived ethnic bias in the new
government. All but four joined the Taliban, they said.'”!

According to Stars and Stripes, the magazine of the US military, “the recent surge in fighting could be attributed more to

99102

American aggressiveness than anything al-Qaida [sic] is doing.” ™ The UK defence secretary, Des Browne, has also

admitted that the conduct of NATO forces has “energised” the Taliban.'"
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Supporters of the war continue to suggest that NATO forces kill only Taliban fighters. This provides a useful foil, but
these assertions don’t stand up to scrutiny. Operation Medusa, launched by Canada, US and UK in the south, was
described by NATO officials as a definitive success because they had allegedly killed 1000 Taliban fighters. This turned
out to be untrue. As Graeme Smith reported in the Globe and Mail, “Many of the fighters killed - ‘perhaps half of them,
by one estimate’- were not Taliban stalwarts, but local farmers who reportedly revolted against corrupt policing and tribal

persecution.”**

That the military operation will not bring peace is becoming more evident. In Iraq and Afghanistan, resistance movements
grow more with each new deployment. In Afghanistan the history of fighting foreign invaders is a source of national
pride. The resistance to the USSR is still seen as a heroic struggle, and the new invaders are in for a much more difficult

fight. The expected spring offensive by the Taliban will foreshadow the real scale of this fight.'"”

Grassroots democracy in Afghanistan

There are democratic forces in Afghanistan, but they are consistently undermined and attacked by the state we are

supporting.

Malalai Joya, the most prominent women in the Afghan parliament has been attacked by the warlords in parliament.
“When I speak in parliament they threaten me. In May they beat me by throwing bottles of water at me and they shouted,
‘Take her and rape her.” These men who are in power, never have they apologized for their crimes that they committed in
the wars, and now, with the support of the US, they continue with their crimes in a different way. That is why there is no

fundamental change in the situation of women.” '

President Karzai claims that one of his government’s achievements is establishing freedom of speech and expression in
Afghanistan. But the facts prove contrary to this claim. There have been many cases of attacks on journalistic freedom.
According to the Afghan Independent Journalists Association, there have been cases of murder, abduction, assault and
imprisonment of journalists.'”” Human Rights Watch reports, “In June the National Directorate of Security (NDS, the state
intelligence agency) distributed to Afghan journalists a list of restrictions intended to curtail their reporting on the
deteriorating security situation. The NDS increasingly resorted to intimidation and strong-arm tactics to gather

information and silence government critics.” '*®

As noted above, the warlord groups in concert with Hamid Karzai have murdered and intimidated democratic forces in
Afghanistan. We can support these grassroots groups in Afghanistan, but not while Canadian soldiers kill to support the

warlords who murder democratic movements.
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Debates — “A Better War is Possible?”

There are some excellent critiques about the situation in Afghanistan, but they frequently point to the same dead end
solution — more NATO troops. The Canadian Senate followed this trend by delivering a substantial critique of the
mission, admitting that "Life is clearly more perilous because we are there," but then arguing for more troops. Thomas
Walkom, writing in the Toronto Star, summarized the contradiction of the Senate’s conclusion. “It's as if the 11 senators
on the committee, having successfully outlined the near insurmountable problems associated with the Afghan war,

couldn't bring themselves to accept the logical conclusion of their own analysis.”'*

If the problems facing the people of Afghanistan are being created by the new government and the occupying forces, how
do we end the corruption and violence and bring about peace and stability? Sending more troops will not solve the
problem. When you discover that the fox is doing a horrible job guarding the hen-house the solution is not to send in more

foxes.

The Russians spent years, massing troops in Afghanistan in a vain hope that new soldiers would alter the course of the
war. It never worked. NATO countries seem content to assume that the Russians failed because they were not on the side
of “freedom”, but there is no evidence to suggest that the US and the NATO powers have any interest in freedom
themselves. Indeed, if the US and allies really wanted to create freedom in Afghanistan they would not have deliberately,
and with great effort, inserted and kept Karzai and the warlords in power. They would not have continued with a counter
insurgency action that is, by their own account, invigorating the Taliban. There would not have been a concerted effort to
support a government that would openly enact the same anti-woman policies as the Taliban. They would not have
committed to a development process that is proven to create increased poverty for the developing country. To assume that

these continued disasters are unintentional policy mistakes is to be deliberately blind to the facts.

One debate about Canada’s role in the war is centred on the need for Canada to find a new role of peacekeeping rather
than combat in the south. Peacekeeping in support of the warlords is no better than combat in support of the warlords. The
issue is support for the warlords, not the tactical choices made by Canadian soldiers and generals. These warlord groups
are seen as the enemies of the Afghan people. Any support for them is an attack on the democratic aspirations of the
majority of the population there. We have seen countless demonstrations by the people of Afghanistan demanding a better
life than the one that the warlords offer them.''’ These demonstrations offer a small but important example of the
democratic movement that could be the foundation of a new Afghanistan, but each and every time they are attacked and

frequently murdered by the warlords Canada supports.
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Some argue that Canada needs to be fighting alongside the US to keep them in check and to end their more violent
practices. Only by being on the inside with the US are we able to steer them in the right direction. This argument has been
used by the government of Canada to support working with human rights abusers in countries around the world, and has,
as yet, never changed the erring ways of those abusers. Tony Blair used the same argument to justify support for the US
invasion of Iraq, but to this day we have not seen any evidence that the presence of British troops has altered the

behaviour of the US. In the case of Afghanistan, Canada will likewise have little influence on the US.

Even if Canadian soldiers can change their hats and become peacekeepers in Afghanistan, they will remain under the
policy framework developed by the US that is motivated, not by a desire to “liberate” but by the need to control the

region.

Some argue that Canada should remain in Afghanistan, but change our mission. To make a decision to no longer support
the current mission, our government would have to publicly denounce US and NATO policy in Afghanistan and end
official support for the current Afghan government. There is not a shred of hope that our current government would do
this. It would turn Canada into some sort of rogue 3" army no longer in league with either side of the war and it would run

counter to Canadian interests. It would also end our long standing position of being a willing fig leaf to US political aims.

Despite Canada’s reputation of being a peaceful nation, we have proven to be nothing more than willing supporters of this
US led fiasco. Labeling this war as fulfilling Canada’s “responsibility to protect” the people of Afghanistan is a farce. The
responsibility to protect cannot begin affer we have systematically plundered a nation of its resources, imposed a tin-pot

dictator and forced debt slavery on the population.

Canada has no intention of altering US policy in Afghanistan. It makes little sense to Canadians that we would tie our
wagon to the US Government. It does, however, make sense to the Canadian Council of Chief Executives (CCCE), an
organization representing 150 of the largest Canadian corporations, who have a tremendous influence in Ottawa. In April
2004, the CCCE argued for more integrated economic and military partnerships with the US.""" This is an assertion of
Canadian support for the US National Security Strategies, which call on allies of the US to join in the pre-emptive “war

against terrorism” in support of democracy, free markets and free trade.''?

The Government of Canada is moving quickly
to cement these new partnerships, not out of a need to placate our bully neighbour, but to support the ambitions of

Canadian corporations in places like Central Asia and Afghanistan.'"’

There is no military solution to the problems facing the people of Afghanistan. The actions of NATO are increasing the
strength of forces on both sides of what is essentially a re-armament of the Afghan civil war. Neither of these sides will
bring peace and democracy to Afghanistan, and their growth will only condemn the people there to more violence. The

only option is to begin a process of negotiated settlement with all stakeholders at the table.
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The Government of Canada has falsely framed the debate about the war in Afghanistan. A call to end the occupation is
not a call to “cut and run”, despite what Stephen Harper says. There are many other options but they must be led by the
people of Afghanistan, and not administered by the occupation forces, which have lost all credibility. The principle of
self-determination must, therefore, be the foundation of our discussion and we cannot be allowed to slip into the arrogant
position of arguing for self-determination while simultaneously demanding how that will be implemented. It is up to the
people of Afghanistan to determine their future. However, we can offer supports and it may be good to outline some of the

options.

To start with, there needs to be a plan for reparations to make up for the crushing blows of 30 years of war initiated by
outside powers. Give this money to the chronically under-funded front line aid agencies that are already trying to provide

food, housing and medical care in Afghanistan.

If democracy is to flourish in Afghanistan, there needs to be a systematic program of funding and support for the
democratic forces under fire. In the case of Malalai Joya, when her security funding was slashed, there was in immediate
and successful international campaign to raise the money needed pay for her security and to keep her safe. Further
movement solidarity of this kind will be required, and will be difficult, but there are precedents. NGO’s such as Médecin
Sans Frontiéres, and other aid agencies must be able to engage in their activity without interference from the occupation
forces. Unions can also play a role, as we have seen with successful worker to worker solidarity campaigns between

Canadian and Columbian Unions.

Solutions to the problems of Afghanistan exist. What is lacking is the political will to make the necessary changes.

Implementing these solutions will not be easy, but the current occupation is running counter to the goal of providing
freedom in Afghanistan. It would be naive to believe that this will change. Far from being an issue of ineptitude on the
part of the Bush and Harper, or a conspiracy of the neo-conservative cabal, the failures in Afghanistan and Iraq are based
on military and economic orthodoxy. The assumption that a heavy handed military operation will eventually quell an
“insurgency” is being disproved each day in Iraq and Afghanistan. The belief, against all evidence, that a privatized
economy administered by drug warlords and former US oil company employees, will create a trickle down effect is

likewise false.

The extension of Canadian troop deployments to 2009, rushed through our parliament prove that Stephen Harper is
perfectly at ease with continuing the bloodshed. It is up to us to end the killing that our government is so eager to
continue. This is a very real possibility. We kept Canada out of the Iraq war, with 400,000 marching across the country.

Take this document, print it, distribute it, and we will see you in the streets.
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