GLOBALISATION, THE HIGHEST STAGE OF IMPERIALISM

This working paper was written in 1995. It does not therefore include important developments that took place since then. It is distributed to offer a rough perspective and theoretical framework for more systematic analysis of the subject-matter. 

In 1917, in his seminal work on imperialism, Lenin proclaimed “the final victory of finance capital.”[1] Decades later, in 1994, eminent American Marxist Paul Sweezy, expounding the worldwide ascendancy of finance capital, traced the full realization of its ultimate triumph into the 1980s and 1990s.[2] By the “victory of finance capital” both men meant the international domination of a mode of accumulation which is, to a large degree, divorced from production paving way for a decaying parasitism with inherent destructiveness. Here, within the framework of intra- and inter-capital relationships, strategic choices are determined by the financial oligopoly due to the pivotal place it occupies in the hierarchical structure, and in the decision-making process, of the capitalist economy.
Between the first and the present stages of the dominance of finance capital (between Lenin’s “final victory” and Sweezy’s “ultimate triumph”) there lies the changed patterns of internationalization of capital and international division of labor, changed correlation of forces on the world scale, different modes of concentration, centralization and accumulation processes, technological breakthroughs, all sorts of armed conflicts, divergent world orders, etc., i.e., the entire history of imperialism to date. In the first phase of this process, financial capital began dominating industrial capital, albeit at a level of subordination to industrial production. In the course of the twentieth century it moved to a stage where its dissociation from production for human need reached such a point that, today, it “inevitably becomes speculative capital geared solely to its own self-expansion.”[3]   So, as Sweezy wrote, “What happened a hundred years ago set the stage...but fell short of that outcome.”[4]
In the first phase of the final victory of finance capital, i.e., the first stage of imperialism, the means to alleviate the problems created by excess capacity (in capital and in production) were mainly related to the expansion of markets worldwide and to the productive capabilities of industrial activity. Therefore, within the framework of the fusion of financial and industrial capitals, to assuage the problem of accumulation, industrial capital continued to be the main force.
First, new markets had to be accessed to solve the conflict between over-production, slackened demand and limited markets. This was, In Lenin’s words, “A new stage of world concentration of capital and production, incomparably higher than the preceding stages.”[5] The scramble toward open doors started and the imperialist division-redivision of the world followed.
Second, as the need to export capital arose, profitable investment abroad, either as public and private loans or as direct capital participation in industrial undertakings, resulted in the development of capitalism, expansion of productive forces, increase in commodity production and exchange on the world scale. In other words, the way out from the crisis brought about more production, more investment to augment industrial development and therefore to continue to focus on industrial capital. Capital mobility mainly took the form of working, rather than loan capital. During this phase, and for a long time afterwards, dominant capitalist interests were still essentially tied to productive capital and therefore finance capital geared its international mobility accordingly, that is, to meet the needs of industrial production.
The world capitalist economy then passed, with all its contradictions and inherent conflicts, through a mined field of imperialist rivalry, arms race, world wars, the First Socialist Revolution, the Great Depression, fascism, state monopoly capitalism, Keynesian New Deal, etc. to reach safe waters in mid-1940s.
The quarter century following the Second World War witnessed extremely favorable conditions in the world capitalist market. A number of factors contributed to the new dynamism. Postwar reconstruction, military-generated scientific-technological advances, regional wars, international conflicts have helped the emerging state monopoly capitalism to undertake massive economic intervention and military spending. New developments in durable consumer goods technologies, shifts in manipulated consumer patterns and growth in material forces of production have tremendously expanded the market and created new investment opportunities in the global economy. Transnationalization, together with the progress in communication and transportation, greatly facilitated capital penetration and accumulation.
The flourishing real economy that produces goods and services for human needs, and the earnings of the productive capital further enlarged the huge profits of the oligopolists. The amassed capital was beyond their capacity to invest. The mode of accumulation itself depressed the very demand new investment required. Over-capitalization through monopolistic accumulation and the world market’s incapacity to absorb the products of excess capacity, together, have set the stage for the perennial problem of industrial capitalism to reach crisis proportions once again. Thus, the world entered a new period of stagnation in the early 1970s.
Looking from the perspective of internationalization of capital and its links with industrial production, it can be asserted that the world economic crisis, and the subsequent sharp recession of 1974-1975, together with the enormous amounts of petrodollars deposited in Western banks, stimulated two divergent tendencies that did not seem mutually exclusive at the time. On the one hand, there was a change in the internationalization of capital pattern. First, as oil revenues began piling up in the banks, private lending to the Third World tremendously grew and parts of the loans were naturally put into use to finance industrial projects. Along with direct foreign investment, “there has [also] been a remarkable growth in the internationalization of other forms of capital like portfolio investments, private and public export credits, bank loans, and commodity exports in the form of turn-key projects intended to build up production and reproduction processes in the Periphery.”[6] That these developments did not solve the problem of Third World industrialization is beyond the point; productive capital still had large enough outlets in the world market through new investment opportunities and therefore it was still dominant in the accumulation process even during the stagnant years of the 1970s.
The process of Détente also provided a new impetus for industrial capital during the stagnation and crisis years of the 1970s. Between 1970-74 share of imports from the West in total imports rose by 97% in Poland, 36% in the Soviet Union, 28% in the GDR, and 20% in Hungary.[7]  There have been dramatic increases in joint ventures and in the flow of Western credits together with technology transfers and export of capital goods.[8] Following Nixon’s visit to Beijing, the Chinese market was also opened to Western capital goods and commodities. This, too, helped to enlarge the real economy and became yet another source of revitalization and relative dynamism for productive capital.    
On the other hand, there was a creeping development that was neither readily apparent nor seemed to be significant at the time. Stagnation, limited capacity of the Third World to absorb the gigantic amounts of excess capital, and the problem of overproduction and underconsumption relative to it, have all created a “leak” in the surplus capital. Growing amounts began to leave the unprofitable productive economic activity to enter into the rentier world of mainly speculative financial sector. There began a worldwide increase in portfolio investments and an enlargement of the total volume of purely financial transactions.
In the 1980s, this process accelerated as capitalist crisis deepened. The new offensive of international capital started in the capitalist centers right after the second slump in 1980. Ronald Reagan and Margaret Thatcher led and personified the aggressive policies of monetarist counter-revolution. The result was shattering for labor. In the 1980s, real wages and salaries fell drastically. While corporate profit margins expanded immensely, general poverty, even hunger and homelessness bloated to extreme proportions. Tens of millions of people were rendered superfluous and were treated as such. And when corporate capital, freed from the constraints of big government and big labor within a new wave of de-regulation, began its new global thrust, metropol population became the first victim--before the wretched of the earth in the Third World. As for the United States, Noam Chomsky made this analogy: “A corollary to the globalization of the economy is the entrenchment of Third World features at home...”[9] After a few years of delusive revitalization as a result of massive trade deficits, international borrowing, high interest rates, and cost cutting through delocalization and segmentation, The United States ended up as the most debtor country in the world with further weakened demand, diminished social spending and an impaired home production base. The number of poor people in the U.S. increased from 2,522,000 in 1979 to 3,425,000 in 1986 while low income rentals decreased in the same period by almost half a million and by 1986 the Reagan Administration was spending $17 billion less than in 1981 for low income housing. The decline for needy families with dependent children was as dramatic as the drastic decrease in Federal spending on education. On the other side, military spending skyrocketed while the rate of taxation on corporate profits plunged to 21% in 1986 from 46% in 1960.[10]
The monetarist offensive of international capital naturally subsumed and engulfed the whole world. Ronald Reagan’s arrogant remarks were nevertheless true: “We have meant to change a nation, and instead we changed a world.”[11]
In the South, globalization was preceded by the “Globalization of Adjustment.”[12] As a result of the imposition of structural adjustment programs by the World Bank and the IMF, most Third World countries had to set aside large amounts of their already meager foreign currency earnings for debt servicing. This siphoning was so massive that former director of the World Bank said, “Not since the conquistadors plundered Latin America has the world experienced a flow in the direction we see today.”[13] “As a result of this latest form of extortion, together with big and continuing declines in the prices paid for most Third World commodity exports and contraction in their markets in industrialized countries, nearly all of the Third World countries’ already low income levels have declined severely since 1982.”[14] Third World’s share of world income fell from 5.6% in 1978 to 4.5% in 1984 and the income ratio between the rich and poor countries went up to 60:1 in 1989 from 20:1 in 1960 and 46:1 in 1980.[15]
In the end, structural adjustment crushed the Third World. From the ruins of state intervention, social security, public expenditures, planning, price controls, industrialization drive, there arose privatization, devaluation, decapitalization, mass unemployment, poverty, hunger, legitimatization of extreme social inequalities, political instability, and indeed Somalization.
The marginalization of the poor countries created a state of global apartheid. The new international cast system produced its own untouchables; “If God gave it [Africa] to you and made you its economic dictator, the only smart move would be to give it back to him.”[16]
But when “a system of world economic governance with parameters defined by the unregulated market and the rules administered by supranational banks and corporations”[17]took its sway, the ensuing destitution also contracted world markets, limited investment opportunities[18], curtailed growth, and aggravated global stagnation.
Although the demise of the Soviet Union and the developments in Eastern Europe fully exposed the hitherto guarded doors to Western capital, this new opportunity could not significantly add either to the productive capital’s realm of operation to offset lost ground in the world market.
Under these conditions, the global network of financial markets in the deregulated world capitalist market where national barriers were demolished began to eagerly receive idle surplus capital looking for profit and expansion.  Speculation, international usurer bankers, coupon clippers, globetrotting black money held sway in the system. “The daily foreign transactions have now reached the astronomical level of one thousand billion dollars, the equivalent of all the gold and foreign currency reserves of all countries belonging to the International Monetary Fund.”[19]  Every state and government in the world is now vulnerable to the caprices and blackmails of financial markets. Almost any government irrespective of the support it receives from the society is doomed to the wrath of the financial market if it is not responsive enough to its whims. When, for instance, a private consultative firm decreases a country’s credit rating within the scope of a trifle (+) or (-), this may very well precipitate an economic, social and political crisis that could topple governments, dislocate the economy, block credits, hamper trade, depreciate the currency, crush the home financial market, provoke bankruptcies and layoffs, etc. Even grimmer and more grotesque scenarios are amply available in the world of globalization.
In 1917, Lenin discerned a tendency in capitalism, which acquired increased pertinence today: “Capitalism, which began its development with petty usury capital, is ending its development with gigantic usury capital.”[20] The predatory mode of accumulation Lenin referred to, matured over the years into the kind of neo-mercantilism we observe today. Mercantilism as an economic policy and activity, “overemphasized...the process of exchange versus production, exchange value versus use value, accumulated money versus consumable commodities, and international sources versus national ones for capitalist development...”[21] Looking at today’s world of globalization, it is indeed possible to recognize the workings of a “corporate mercantilism”[22] with a capital accumulation reminiscent of primitive accumulation that was based upon “a process by which producers were deprived of their means of production, and also the process of the accumulation of capital in money form...and...a process of robbing and commercially exploiting other countries...”[23] From the “rosy dawn” of capitalism we enter today’s world of expropriation of social production through privatization, worldwide plunder through institutionalized unequal exchange, and the erosion of the world’s productive base through financial extortion.
Today’s parasitism and decay of imperialism with globalized speculation, usury, stagnant production, private appropriation of immense wealth amidst appalling poverty, and financial strangulation of billions of human beings, domination, contradictions, conflicts and violence point to its peculiar stage of development commonly called Globalization. In the first phase of imperialism, commodity production, though undermined, still formed the basis of economic life. Today financial speculations and manipulations reign supreme. Transition from industrial capitalism to financial capitalism has now been completed with all its inner contradictions.
Transient character of social formations is hidden in the motion of their inner contradictions. Imperialist capitalism now stands alone in the world market solely with its own contradictions with no external factors to mitigate them. Today the antagonism between the availability of immense opportunities to satisfy all basic human needs for all and the denial of even the most basic necessities to hundreds of millions by the destructive self-expansion drive of the rentier minority clearly shows how under capitalist mode of production “abundance becomes the source of distress and want.”[24]
“When economic conditions are prosperous and stable, financial capital flows help support and even foster productive investment. But when the economy has become stagnant and unstable investors tend to move their capital out of productive investments-because of increasingly cloudy longer-term prospects- and into short-term financial investments. The investment climate becomes increasingly speculative. The past fifteen years appear to have illustrated the letter dynamic. As the rate of return on fixed investment in plant and equipment has declined and as global economic conditions have become increasingly volatile, firms and banks moved toward paper investments...Far from stimulating productive investment, these financial flows are best understood as a symptom of the diminishing attractiveness and increasing uncertainty about prospects for fixed investment.”[25] Today, the volume of international financial transactions by far exceeds the world trade in physical goods and in developed economies “intangibles” rather then production of physical goods have become the real sources of wealth.[26] As is pointed out by Barnet and Cavanagh in 1994, “The Global Financial Network is a constantly changing maze of currency transactions, global securities, Mastercards, euroyen, swaps, ruffs, and an ever more innovative array of speculative devices for repackaging and reselling money. This network is much closer to a chain of gambling casinos than to the dull gray banks of yesteryear. Twenty-four hours a day, trillions of dollars flow through the world’s foreign exchange markets...[and] no more than 10 percent of this staggering sum has anything to do with trade in goods and services.”[27]
 
The implications and results of these developments have been tremendous. All over the world, while the share of world GNP represented by manufacturing declined in relative terms, the service sector was greatly expanded everywhere.[28]Unemployment soared world over[29] and the share of laboring classes in the social wealth has declined universally. The inability of the system to raise productivity (the so-called “paradox of productivity”) has created new strains on profit-realization provoking further aggressiveness of the capital.
As the productive potential fails to make full use of all human and material resources of the society and to satisfy the needs of the majority of the population, the growth in productive forces, if any, naturally cannot contribute in full to systemic viability. As the growth in productive forces becomes unable to solve the problem of the conversion of the productive forces into capital, it begins, with diminishing returns for systemic sustainability, to act as its own fetters. Expansion of productive forces and technological innovations are organically linked to, and derive their social meaning from, the production process and investment activities. The Fundamental Law of Financial Accumulation is that, as a result of its dissociation from production and investment, financial markets preclude competition as the basis of systemic potential and the socially beneficial expansion of productive forces. In this sense, the very meaning of “development of productive forces” is eviscerated as it looses its role of providing life dynamism to a social formation. So, the new social order of Globalization is facing a truly misfired “scientific-technological revolution” in its heyday of onslaught for world hegemony.
*****************************
As the new international economic order reigned supreme, the values and ideology sprung from it strengthened their domination. Political developments like the collapse of the Soviet Union, the scientific-technological advances like the computer, information and communications revolutions, shifts in social-cultural attitudes like the growing international awareness of ecological problems and attention devoted to human rights, in a manipulated and twisted form, were all used by corporate money power and propaganda machine to reinforce this hegemonic assault. Minds had to be set first to passive acceptance, and in time to active adulation, of the “rising values of our age.” Whatever stood in the way had to be rolled back and the helplessness of whole societies before the power of money and violence should have been reinforced by social-psychological enslavement of minds and hearts. As the world went tabloid, societies, states and governments not only faced the danger of loosing the levers of economic control but also the ideological penetration and cultural decadence of invading financial dogmas. 
Values that embrace social solidarity and participation were indignantly rebuffed by the new culture. Social human and collective will were defeated by the new individual hell-bent to making money. As they have lost the future, millions everywhere became devoted followers of the financial gurus of the religion of getting rich. 
The corporation controlled by the financial oligarchy eclipses the modern state and replaces the legal framework within which even the most authoritarian state operates with its sole Law-- the urge for profit. Also, the citizens that grant life and meaning even to the most totalitarian state are displaced by the shareholders. The inevitable friction between the legally controlled, and politically accounted for, policies of the states and the unstable, capricious, deregulated requirements of the speculative financial markets was in the end resolved at the expense of the public domain. As a result, millions of disenfranchised working people and indeed whole societies were condemned to total irrelevance.  “The public space has shrunk...The steering capacity of each of the modern states is more and more subject to external conditions beyond its control. The content of politics has been further displaced by symbolism, conducted mainly through the largely corporate controlled, international, visual media. When politics is stripped of its content, when political human gives way so completely to self-interested, competitive, economic human, both democracy and human rights are stripped of their contents as well. They become part of an ideology used to justify their very negation.”[30]
*********************
The political corollary of globalization is the New World Order. Naturally, the new stage of global capitalist accumulation and reproduction process also thoroughly transformed the international system, the units of the system themselves and the relations among them.
The New World Order, as an order-building process, was preceded by an ideological assault. The centers that spearheaded this propaganda war were not only situated in North America and Western Europe; the Soviet Academy of Sciences and the pro-Soviet communist party elite in many parts of the world aggressively joined the international cacophony that boasted the idea of a new world order-- a new age of universal welfare, liberty and peace was about to begin. 
The worldwide ideological aggression started with the manipulation of democratization to hide concentrated exploitation, repression and totalitarianism. Democratization was organically linked to “a kind of generalized offensive for the liberation of ‘market forces’, aimed at the ideological rehabilitation of the absolute superiority of private property, legitimation of social inequalities and anti-statism of all kinds, and so on.”[31] 
Accompanying this offensive was the rehabilitation, re-legitimatization, and moral justification of colonial\imperial ideology coupled with the demonization of the Third World and the criminalization of most of its political movements.[32] 
The new bourgeois internationalism of globalization was more than a political and ideological\cultural current; it became truly functional, having its teeth firmly entrenched in the global network of reproduction-accumulation processes.
The New World Order thus created a common interest binding the ruling classes all over the world. With distressing rapidity, through misperception, deception, corruption, or with coercion, this illusive common interest, this notion of shared stakes encompassed the whole world and large majorities in almost every society. The constituent elements of the system were brought together around this common denominator in world outlook to start to build an international order.[33]
So, the selfish interests of International Capital, vanity, lust and greed of capitalist world outlook, and the ambitious arrogance of imperialist violence created the contemporary framework within which the commercialized contours of the New World Order were defined.
The ideological gist of the New World Order can be detected in its totality in the “end of history” idea enunciated by an American diplomat.[34]  According to Fukuyama, the humankind is witnessing the final triumph of liberal capitalism. Liberal capitalism, defeating all rival social projects, has reached ultimate victory. Since history in the last instance is the struggle between contending ideologies each forwarding its own model of socio-economic organization, then, with the final victory of one of them, history must have also ended. Therefore, humanity has entered an era of eternal (and, by definition, motionless and hopeless) reign of International Capital. The intellectual terror and the wholly totalitarian bent here are obvious: The idea behind the New World Order purports to terminate the eternal search for a better world that perhaps started with the advent of Homo Sapiens. In a sense, the “end of history” idea is reminiscent of past ideologies and movements whose rhetoric of grand designs began with the cliché, “one thousand years of...” This is nothing less than imposing eternal servitude to humanity.
The ideology of the monolithic New World Order, therefore, is not only totalitarian in nature; it is also inevitably militaristic in practice. It is only natural at the “end of history” not to view any religious, national or class alternative or any rejection of the promises of liberal capitalism, simply as a democratic option but to take them as time-bombs laid at the very foundations of the eternal order. So, any opposition or alternative, theoretical or in action, stands as irrational, unnatural and as a vital threat to be destroyed immediately at any cost and by any means. There is, therefore, a built-in tendency of militarism in the value system of the New World Order.
This, however, is not the only source of rampant militarism prevalent in the New World Order. The system reflects the values of international capital; its norms that govern the conduct of the units and the rules that regulate their interaction are also set by the powerful few. The main norm of the New World Order pertains to a new right, namely, the right bestowed upon the imperialist block under the leadership of the United States to intervene, if need be militarily, in any part of the globe, augmenting mobility, penetration and free operation of international capital world over. 
This new “Law of Intervention” that the gods of the New World Order wish to enact, forms the basis of the system. Now we are at the beginning of this process, and the new order will be fully instituted only when this norm becomes an established rule of international law. International law is mainly based upon tradition and custom. Those actions and relationship patterns in international relations that take place habitually and accepted routinely, in time, turn into established rules of international law. In other words, a political category itself, international law develops out of international practice and therefore is a product of the operation of the system itself within which repeated and accepted practices take place.
Today, from the Gulf to Somalia, military interventions have already invigorated this creeping process of creating a new rule of intervention and adding it to the corpus of the law. Of course, other sources of international law like international conventions and treaties are also in the making to strengthen the process. Certainly, “doctrine” from the learned jurists of the Western world is also obediently forthcoming!
In the New World Order, not only mockery is made of sovereign equality and the principal of non-interference in internal affairs, state sovereignty itself is being questioned. Within the framework of globalization, sovereignty of most states becomes a burden for capitalism that hinders free flow of speculative capital for it demands absolute autonomy to circulate internationally. In other words, Capital itself wants to be above the law, that is, to be sovereign. Therefore, sovereignty-denial is an integral part of the New World Order and it is to be put into effect by the sovereign representatives of International Capital, namely, the U.S. and her imperialist allies. That this involves a good measure of militarism and violence is obvious.
So in the New World Order right to military intervention is being legalized, the pseudo-legal basis of “international colonialism” is being laid down.
The process is also being supplemented by creating the institutional basis of the system. For the time being, a de facto perversion of old institutions like the United Nations is underway. Until its main provisions that are based upon sovereign equality and the principle of non-interference in internal affairs are changed, it seems that for the time being the Organization will be used through fait accomplis. It has already been degenerated to act as a forum for legitimation of imperialist policies, and what is more important, to provide the legal alibi, the organizational infrastructure, public relations hoax and logistical support for imperialist military adventures. NATO, naturally, will continue to act as the sword of the American Rambo.
The United States of America occupies a special place in this process of remolding the world infinitely more secure for and responsive to the interests of International Capital.  In a sense, the world is being recreated after the image of finance capital. In her special capacity, the United States, to a large degree, sets the main characteristics, values, priorities and the agenda of the system.[35] In that sense, the American vested interests in the militarization of international relations also affect and accentuate the militarist bent in the New World Order. From the late sixties until recently, the U.S. hegemony in the Western Block mainly stood on two pillars both of which required the existence of a common enemy, namely the Soviet Union. First, under the prevailing conditions, military power (based upon nuclear capabilities) to a large extent determined the leader of the gang. Second, the Soviet factor upheld intra-Block discipline around the hegemonic power.   So, even when she lagged behind in other prerequisites of hegemony, the U.S. was able to hold to leadership. This meant that she was entitled to reap the economic, political and psychological fruits (moreover shoulder the longer-term burdens) that went with hegemony. In that sense, the U.S. in the old order was a rentier of hegemony.
The U.S. faced a serious challenge when the common enemy disappeared thus decreasing the determining role of military power. As an hegemonic power lagging behind in critical sectors that define leadership, the U.S. now not only needed new enemies that would again promote the rank of military power among the determinants of hegemony, but also became more aggressive. Militarization of international relations became imperative for continued U.S. hegemony. The crisis in the Gulf was god-sent for the American Administration to prove to friend and foe that the affluent world still faced threats and that the U.S. is the only country able to amass critical military power on its behalf at the required time and place.[36]
Now, having set the main parameters of the New World Order, the U.S. acts as the supreme norm-creator, sanction-generator, arbiter and enforcer. The norms of international moneylenders become the law of the world and the U.S. becomes the global super sheriff. She is the prosecutor; she accuses. She is the judge; she condemns. She is the police; she enforces. She is the executioner; she administers the verdict. She is the undertaker; her companies take care of what she has destroyed.
Globalization and the New World Order together form the two sides of the same coin.  They represent a new offensive of international capital. This onslaught has two dimensions, class and national. The ruling classes are dead set to halt, and then reverse, two historical trends at both class and national levels.
The last hundred years or so witnessed, albeit mostly within a capitalist framework, Labor gaining, as a result of heroic struggles and much sacrifices, strategic ground, in all critical areas of social life, against Capital. From regulating the working hours and child labor to social security, from universal suffrage to the right to collective bargaining, from legal guarantees to other liberties, all contemporary democratic rights, trivial or substantial, denote this predominant tendency of social history. The working class movement not only achieved and firmly secured democratic rights and freedoms; it also set the criteria for human progress and values.
The neoliberal offensive, starting with Thatcher and Reagan, has now effectively stopped this trend pertaining to labor rights and the time has ripened for the bourgeoisie to reverse the “march of history” it so dreaded to serve its class interests.
The dismantling of classical colonialism by the national liberation movements in the Third World has started a new historical trend. 1950’s and 60’s witnessed, the oppressed peoples’ struggle for their legitimate national rights expropriated by imperialism. Now, once again, the “open door imperialism” is after avenging vengeance for worldwide plunder. The oppressed peoples are made to forgo all national rights that they have accomplished so arduously over years of struggle.
Today, from the most developed to the least, in each and every capitalist country working classes yield ground to Capital and succumb to relinquish vital rights. Likewise, the oppressed peoples, from Somalia to Kurdistan, are rendered helpless and hopeless to suffer terribly in the face of the universal offensive of the masters of the New Times.
The New Order of the unholy alliance of the means of exchange and the means of violence, nevertheless, lacks self-sustaining power; its inner antagonisms, acute conflicts and intense tensions are too many. It manifests all the contradictions of globalization at strategic and political planes. The profound contradictions of the New World Order unfold at three interacting levels:
    
-The imperialists are entering an era of hostile rivalry for the re-division of world’s riches in accordance with real or perceived changes in the correlation of forces among themselves;
-contradictions between the oppressor and the oppressed are exasperated; suffering under the violently miserable conditions imposed by the New World Order, it is only natural to expect from the oppressed to violently react to prompt change;
-now rendered completely helpless to watch their destiny to be policed by imperialism and tangled in the nest, within and among the wretched of the earth violence erupts periodically in direct proportion to increased misery and exploitation.
Enslaved by this violent disorder and trapped in the whirlpool of its inferno, humanity is entering a vicious circle of crisis-conflict-chaos.
But there is an alternative to this blind drift towards barbarism. The untouchables of the world are not as isolated from each other as their masters would like them to be. The reverberations of both the scream of their torment and their raging revolt will transmit tremors that will be felt everywhere. The human species will not surrender to modern depredation and will never give up the pursuit of a better life. So with confidence, we can agree with the observation that, “This new order will not put an end to history. It will not be a utopia, harmonious, and placid. Indeed, conflict is more likely now that the Cold War has ended and the Market has triumphed...For inequality will cleave the new world order as surely as the Berlin Wall once divided East and West.”[37]  
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