Response to  Claxton’s  Critique 
Emma Lewis

In my response to Kali Akuno’s article on Libya (on theBlackList) I made it clear that I was not supporting the Gaddafi regime. I acknowledged that the people had genuine grievances but that these people had been sidelined by the CIA sponsored gangs. Don’t take my word for it. Here is a link :-
http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article27817.htm
 I also outlined reports of the racist anti Black nature of the so called “rebels” as reported on the BBC from Turkish Construction workers, who witnessed the slaughter of their fellow Black skinned workers by these so called “rebels”
These “rebels” slaughtered Black migrant workers claiming that these workers were “mercenaries”  in Gadaffi’s  employ. This was a blatant LIE. No evidence was presented to support this baseless accusation.  Hundreds of innocent migrant workers were slaughtered by these racist “rebels”. They are not revolutionaries but gangs sponsored by imperialism who want to restore the monarchy and tribal privileges as pre 1969.
 Claxton’s academic article is a gross misrepresentation of this conflict in its historical context. Every imperialist intervention in history has been waged under the pretext of ‘saving lives’ have been disguised as “humanitarian”.  King Leopold of Belgium claimed that his intervention in the Congo was such. The historical record shows that that intervention led to Genocide. 
 The invasion of Iraq was supposed to be to “protect” the Iraqi people. We were told that Iraq had weapons of ‘mass destruction.’  This has been shown to be a LIE. The Iraqi people now have leaders who are just as corrupt as Saddam Hussain. The invasion of Afghanistan was supposed to ‘free’ the people from the Taliban, but like Iraq these people have been subjected to carpet bombing and social and economic catastrophe. So imperialism only exchanges dictators who perhaps are unable to contain their own population with ones who can/will.
 Libya was the world’s poorest country under King Idriss who had been placed on his throne by British imperialism and who remained a British puppet until his overthrow in 1969.  In 2010 Libya achieved the highest human development index ranking in Africa, with free health care and education. The imperialists wish to wipe out the economic gains made in Libya and to pillage Africa in general. In 1969 Libya nationalised the oil and expelled British and US military bases from Libya. Many progressive measures were undertaken for the benefit of the majority.
 In 2010 Libya was deemed, by the Heritage Foundation to be among the ten countries, least accommodating to Foreign Businesses profit making. The imperialist countries wish to effect regime change in Libya  in order to grab its resources oil, gas etc.
 From the early 1970s Libya gave huge assistance to National Liberation Movements  fighting imperialism throughout the world. When the Soviet Union imploded, Libya had to adjust it’s policies, having benefited from it’s economic and political support. In order to prevent an invasion  Gaddafi made many concessions to the imperialists.
 Libya abandoned its support to progressive movements. It accepted responsibility for the Lockerbie bombing, although it had nothing to do with it. And paid billions in compensation in order to end the sanctions which had been imposed. It opened its oil to foreign investment and social programmes were cut back leading to increasing unemployment and inequality. These concessions were not enough for the imperialists they wanted total control of Libya’s resources.
 Even a blind man on a galloping horse could see that Resolution 1973 was just a legalistic fig leaf for this gross intervention in Libya’s internal affairs.  Just because we disagree with Gaddafi does not change the fact that Libya is a SOVEREIGN country. The claim that Gaddafi had “bombed civilians” was presented without the slightest bit of evidence. There were no photographs, or video footage of the bombing.  Nothing.  If there was such evidence surely we would have been shown it by now?
“ According to Al Jazeera and BBC, on February 21 Libyan government inflicted airstrikes on Benghazi – the country’s largest city – and on the capital Tripoli. However, the Russian military, monitoring the unrest via satellite from the very beginning, says nothing of the sort was going on on the ground.” RT
RT and  Human Rights Watch, said that  Gaddafi wasn’t   massacring civilians. He was targeting insurgents attacking his forces.
Since there was no evidence of this “bombing of civilians”. The sensible thing to do would have been for the UN to send a fact finding mission to find out what was happening in Libya. The UN acted on a claim by the ‘rebels’ seeking imperialist intervention.
On March 3rd citing UN resolution 1970 (which gave the International Criminal Court (ICC) jurisdiction over Libya)
The ICC prosecutor Moreno-Ocampo  announced an investigation into war crimes. 
On May 5th  he announced he would be seeking arrest warrants for crimes against humanity against three people, who were not named. The purpose of this declaration at that specific time was to abort the efforts of the African Union to set up a negotiation process between the parties.
 The African Union has been undermined and sidelined so that the same people who are destroying Africa can reappear as Africa’s saviour.
This declaration re arrest warrants encouraged more defections from the Libyan regime, so that a proxy government The Transitional National Council –(TNC) could be set up. The announcement was followed by NATO air strikes against Libya. This practise of levelling war crimes charges against noncompliant regimes in order to legitimise imperialist war was  last used in Ygoslavia in 1999.
The hypocrisy and criminality of the imperialist powers knows no end. The US rejects any accountability to international bodies when it comes to the pursuit of its economic and geopolitical interests. Yet, because of its seat on the Security Council it can refer alleged crimes to a court that it does not  recognise.
 The six situations that the ICC has launched investigations in,  all just happen to be in Africa.   These ‘investigations’ signal a new drive to recolonize Africa, to plunder its resources and to enslave its people.
This ‘International’ Court refuses to rule on the war crimes committed in Abu Ghraib and Fallujah.
On the 19th of March the imperialists launched an unprovoked war of aggression against Libya.
 The Nuremburg Tribunal established that the planning and launching of a war of  aggression is the primary war crime from which other crimes against humanity arise. So by this standard, Obama, Sarkozy and Cameron are guilty of crimes much worse than Gaddafi may have committed.
The charge that Gaddafi has “personally ordered attacks on unarmed civilians” could be made just as surely against those three.
The imperialist powers are in fact insisting that Gaddafi leaves as a precondition for negotiation, thus making a ceasefire almost impossible to negotiate.
 Claxton’s assertion about the ‘unbiased’ content of Al-Jazeera’s coverage strains credibility at best. Regardless of whatever Chomsky might have said, Al-Jazeera’s coverage of the Libyan conflict was RACIST. Without a shred of evidence Al-Jazeera made blanket statements that left viewers with the impression that All Black Africans  in Libya were Gaddafi’s mercenaries. A large number of dark skinned Africans are Libyan citizens.
Al-Jazeera failed to report on the plight of Black Africans in the eastern part of Libya who, thanks to Al Jazeera were now  perceived as ‘mercenaries’ and subjected to mob violence.
 Further, Al–Jazeera’s racism against Black Africans can be seen in the sympathetic reporting on Egyptians and Tunisians who fled the fighting in Libya. Yet it gave no coverage to Black Africans who fled to neighbouring African countries.
 Al Jazeera is owned by the Qatari government,”…. (Contrary to what Claxton says, who owns a news station matters a lot)
Al Jazeera has provided limited coverage of the unrest in Bahrain, which began in March, where hundreds have been killed, thousands arrested, and a Shiite population lives in fear. Why?
 Bahrain’s mass protests were the first of their kind in the Gulf Cooperative Council. (GCC) The Sunni minority is afraid that  the Shiite majority may become a pawn of the Iranian government (Saudi’s hated rival). Saudi Arabia is a member of the powerful GCC and a key ally of Qatar. Qatar needs Saudi support to become a regional leader. To succeed, Qatar needed to keep Al Jazeera soft on Bahrain.
 In 2010, a Wikileaks document revealed that the Qatari government utilized Al Jazeera “as a bargaining tool to repair relationships with other countries, particularly those soured by Al Jazeera’s broadcasts, including the United States.” Another Wikileaks document indicated that Al Jazeera “has proved itself a useful tool for the station’s political masters.” Yet another Wikileaks document said, “Relations [between Qatar and Saudi Arabia] are generally improving after Qatar toned down criticism of the Saudi royal family on Al Jazeera.”  Voice of Iraq
 Al-Jazeera is biased as well as racist.  It’s coverage of Egypt, Tunisia, Libya and Yemen is different from its coverage of Oman and Bahrain. While its coverage of the uprisings in Egypt etc. is clearly sympathetic to the protestors, this is not the case re Oman and Bahrain, where coverage is minimal and very cautious.
Re the request for a no fly zone over Libya; Why wasn’t a no fly zone established over Somalia, or Gaza? Why has there been no intervention in Yemen, Bahrain and Saudi Arabia, not to mention Israel? These countries have slaughtered hundreds of innocent men, women and children, and are guilty of far worse atrocities than Gaddafi.  Bahrain and Yemen provide military bases for the US naval fleet and Wikileaks revealed that the President of Yemen supported the US killing Yemeni citizens in Drone attacks.
 
Claxton says “Qualifying the couple of dozen verified, accidental deaths of civilian victims of collateral  damage caused by NATO's military operations as "massacres" and equating them to theverified "massacres" of thousands of insurgent civilians, caused by Gadaffi's tanks, long- range artillery, and roof-top snipers”….
 
Libya’s airforce and air defense has been obliterated by earlier NATO attacks, so the Libyans are virtually defenceless in the face of NATO bombing.
 
Claxton is supporting a far more powerful military force (NATO) against a civilian population. NATO has bunker busting bombs and missiles which kill far more people than 
the weapons which the same imperialist powers supplied to Gaddafi.  To kill in order to prevent killing makes no sense.
 
For Claxton to refer to the premeditated murder of humans as “collateral damage” reveals his inhumanity.  Every death is one too  many. These are human beings killed because of greed.
 
Claxton seems to have lost all powers of independent reasoning and common sense.  He seems unaware that the capitalist system has become so totalitarian, it is pre-empting and neutralising all forms of dissent, in a drive toward intellectual conformity. His numerous references show the deviousness  of the media in their  coordinated  attempt to regulate public opinion in favour of the ruling elite. He fails to see that he’s been lied to and fed misleading information all the time.
 
This great US that Claxton is defending used its veto in the UN to reject a bill  (voted for by 153 countries) which sought to make access to clean running water a basic human right. (Thousands of children are dying everyday from water borne diseases.)
 
 No state can represent the interests of all the people in a class divided society, You cannot stand for freedom and support capitalism/imperialism/militarism which is a totalitarian economic system run from the top down for the benefit of a tiny elite. If you want peace you must struggle for social justice.
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