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U.S. Lurches for the Exit
In Iraq: Fall of Saigon II’?

by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach

Being “a little bit sovereign” is like being “a little bit preg- Timessays, is “that the Bush administration, which has made
nant”: not workable. This sums up the paradoxical dilemmaall the wrong bets so far, does not have any better options.”
the United States has now found in Iraq. Following the accel-
erating escalation of attacks by the Iragi resistance, whictn I nter national Pole of Resistance?
peaked, for the moment, in the killing of 16 Itali&@arabi- Indeed, whether or noteven afull handover of responsibil-
nieri in Nassiriyaon Nov. 12, urgent talks were heldinWash- ity to the UN—the only option coherent with international
ington by American pro-consul Paul Bremer, on how to dealaw—would lead to a peaceful solution, is in grave doubt.
with what has turned into a “Vietham in the desert,” in the The resistance will expand in intensity and scope. According
words of Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche. to reports from the region, “The train has left the station”; that
The upshot of Bremer's consultations was that the United is, the crisis has deteriorated so far that it is impossible to
States would seek to speed up the “transfer of power” fronre-establish control. The resistance is becoming the rallying
Bremer’s Provisional Coalition Authority (CPA), to “the point for a global struggle against “American imperialism.”
Iragis.” Accordingto Nov. 15 reports from the Bush Adminis- The head of the German intelligence agency BND stated on
tration, the plan foresees the creation of a “provisional” gov- Nov. 19, that there are clear indications that even Islamists in
ernment by June 2004, to be selected by a transitional assei@ermany have been leaving the country seeking to join the
bly, formed in turn of delegates elected through town  conflictin Irag.
meetings in Iraq. The provisional governmentis to be recog- The strategy of the resistance is to attack U.S. targets and
nized; sovereignty is to be transferred to it; and by the end of ~  allies, in order to make itimpossible for non-U.S./U.K. forces
2005, a constitution is to be drafted and elections held. At théltalians, Spaniards, Poles, etc.) to operate in Iraq, thus boiling
same time, Bremer and Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld the conflict down to a war against the Americans and British
have made clear that U.S. military forces intend to remainThe attacks against the Jordanian Embassy, the Red Cross,
As one regional expert put it, they are telling the Iraqis, “Yes,  and the UN, have carried this message. Among the allies
you have sovereignty, but we will rule. . .. You are a little targetted are Iragis involved in any way with the Iraqi Govern-
bit sovereign.” ing Council (IGC), or local administrations. Thus, following
The only real significance of this American “policy shift,” the killing of the ItalianCarabinieri, resistance fighters also
is that it denotes the level of panic that has gripped the White placed bombs in Kirkuk, targetting the offices of the Patriotic
House over the escalating resistance in Irag. In no way doddnion of Kurds (PUK) of Jalal Talebani, currently rotating
it represent a viable solution, or a serious attempt to define  chairman of the IGC.
one. It resembles more the U.S. “Vietnamization” policy in ~ Many imponderables still exist. The Shi'ite factor has not
the early 1970sinIndochina. Asthew York Timeseditorial- ~ yet come into play, as this group is waiting to take majority
ized on Nov. 16, the current “new” plan will only lead to civil power through political means. If this is denied, a force of
war. The only solution, as LaRouche has stressed from the perhaps 2 million Shi'ites could be mobilized, according to
outset, is to turn over the entire matter to the United Nationsinformed sources. Even without this factor, the guerrilla
Even the UN may not succeed, but what is certain, the  forcesare growingin numbers. Estimates issued by Gen. Joht
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Abizaid, commander of the U.S. Central Command, that the
resistance numbers around 5-6,000, are absurd. Regional ex-
perts place the total force of former Ba' ath Party, military,
intelligence, and security forces under Saddam Hussein, on
which the resistance can draw, in the range of 2-4 million
people. The active resistance fighters have at their disposal
the entire intelligence and military apparatus; they know the
terrain, havetraining, and literally limitless munitions. Their
intelligence is precise, as demonstrated in their selection of
targets.

In a CIA report recently leaked to the press—a report
Bremer reportedly embraced during his Washington hud-
dle—it was said that about 2 million Iragis passively support
theresistance. Intheoverall civilian population, thereisobvi-
ously extensiveactive support aswell, consistingin provision
of living quarters, food, and munitionsfor foreignersarriving
inlragtojointheresistance. Regional diplomatspoint out the
readinessof thelragi populationto fight; the country hasgone
through threewarsin 20 years, which meansevery family has
lost someone.

The Americanmilitary responseto theescalating guerrilla
war has only fuelled its flames. Asin Vietnam, or as Ariel
Sharon’ slsrael in Palestine, American military aredisplaying
brutal force, dropping 500- and 2,000-pound bombs on “ sus-
pected insurgent hide-outs,” destroying civilian homes, and
killing civilians. Regional expertsfear that, if the Americans
realize that they have lost control, they will raze entire cities
to the ground, beginning with Tikrit, Fallujah, even Baghdad
if necessary. Thiswould recruit thousands more to the resis-
tance.

Thus, there is no end in sight to the military conflict
against the occupying forces.
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What now? Occupation
authority chief Paul Bremer
meets with Defense Secretary
Rumsfeld to discuss Iraq.
Bremer’ s hurried consultations
Nov. 14-16 in Washington led
to a hasty “ new” policy which
isstill unworkable. He
reportedly agreed with recent
grim CIA estimates of the
potential of the Iraqi
resistance.

IsThereaViable Approach?

Were Americaand Britain serious about establishing sta-
bility, and transferring sovereignty, they would proceed in an
utterly different manner. First—as the Russian government,
among others, isinsisting—they would hand over all respon-
sibility to the UN, in accordance with international law. This
means withdrawing militarily as well. Dr. Hans Kochler,
President of the International Progress Organization, issued
amemorandumon Aug. 12, ontherequirementsfor establish-
ing alegitimateconstitutional systeminlrag. Init, theinterna-
tional law expert writes: “The basis for legitimate authority
on theterritory of Iraq can only be created through a general
referendum on the future constitution of Iraq and through
general electionsto be held on the basis of such new constitu-
tion. The process must not be undertaken under the control,
either direct or indirect, of the occupation ‘ Authority’; and
can, therefore, not be coordinated by the‘ Governing Council’
that, in reality, acts as proxy of the 'Coalition Provisional
Authority.” The constitutional process. . . must be organized
under the auspices of the United Nations Organization. This
will require anew Security Council resolution to be adopted
on the basis of Chapter V11, formulating the authority for: a)
the setting up of an advisory committee, representative of all
sectors of Iragi society, for the drafting of a constitution; b)
the organi zation of ageneral referendum on the proposed new
constitution for Irag; and c) the organization of general, free
andfair elections.” This, and not the ass-backwards short-cut
now proposed, isthe only acceptable formula.

Thisis not alegal formalism; it goes to the heart of an
effective exit strategy, which requires the participation of
new, credible figures who are politically representative of
the Iragi nation, to replace the Quisiing IGC. This could
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be accomplished only through truly democratic means, not
cosmetic elections. What the United States is seeking to
impose, de facto, is the creation now of a second Quisling
government; this time with a pretense to legitimacy, due to
the planned constitution—after the formation of the govern-
ment! This cannot be acceptable to the Iragi people. Irag,
unlike Afghanistan, is a country with along tradition as an
independent nation, with a thousand-year cultural identity,
a continuous history, and national institutions which must
be revived.

However, the open question which no one has dared to
addressthusfar is: Will the United Nations assume responsi-

bility; and will it be able to do so? Following the bombings of
the UN headquartersin Baghdad, which killed special envoy
Sergio VieiradeMéllo, Secretary General Kofi Annan pulled
most staff out. He has recently pledged to appoint a new
special envoy. But this does not mean that afull-fledged UN
presence, asthe mediating institution, would survive. For the
resistance, as for alarge part of the Iragi population, the UN
has been identified with the sanctions policy imposed on the
country since 1990.

That said, there are no other institutions which could be
asked to play the samerole.

If the U.S. and U.K. were serious, they would not only

Voices Against
‘Desert Vietnam’

A growing chorus of American national security and de-
fense experts has targeted the Bush Administration’s
“Vietnaminthedesert” fi ascoin|rag, providingawel come
and widening domestic flank against the Dick Cheney-led
neo-conservative “war party” in official Washington.

Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS)
fellow Anthony Cordesman spent nearly twoweeksinIrag
fromNov. 1-12. Cordesman filed an unclassified report on
his interviews—with CIA weapons of mass destruction
analyst David Kay; “viceroy” Paul Bremer; and all the
major U.S. military commanders in the country, on Nov.
14. Thereport concluded, invery carefully worded, under-
stated terms, that there were so many uncertaintiesin the
situation that no forecast was possible about the future
of Iraqg.

The report, however, congtituted a stinging denuncia-
tion of the neo-cons who drove the war policy, and who
failed miserably to anticipate any of the consegquences.

Cordesman wrote, “ Some of the uncertaintiesin Iraq
arethe fault of major strategic and tactical mistakes made
by the United States. U.S. officials relied on ideology in-
stead of planning for effective nation building, interna
security, andtherisk of asymmetricwarfare. They failed to
either makerealistic assessmentsof thecountry’ sdivisions
and problems, or properly preparefor thefall of theregime.
... Part of these failures came from the Administration’s
inability to appreciate thelevel of political chaosthat was
certain to follow Saddam’s fall, in spite of clear and re-
peated warningsfrom State, intelligence officers, and area
experts, and from anideological faith in alargely ineffec-
tiveoutsideopposition. Thisfailureoccurred at thecivilian
policy level, and combined with a failure to understand

the weaknesses in the Iragi economy, and be ready with
suitable short- and long-term aid plans.”

‘Iraq Will Not BeaModel’

Cordesman spelled out a dozen different factors that
could lead to an American defeat in Irag, including any
continuation of the Administration’s efforts to cover up
the dangers of the Irag operation, and likely escalation of
asymmetric warfare and higher American casualties.

“The U.S. can lose the ‘peace’ because of afailureto
deal effectively with any oneof thesefactors,” hereported,
“and any U.S. victory isalmost certain to berelative. Irag
will not suddenly emerge as a model to the Arab world,
and its regional impact on change and modernization will
at best be far more limited than many American neo-con-
servatives hoped.”

Cordesman'’s critique was echoed in a Nov. 17 inter-
view by Gen. Brent Scowcroft, published in the German-
language edition of the Financial Times. Scowcroft is not
only along-time close aide to ex-President George H.W.
Bush and the co-author of theformer President’ smemoirs.
He is the current head of George W. Bush's President’s
Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board (PFIAB). Hewasin
Germany, attending a series of national security confer-
ences, when he gave his high-profileinterview. Scowcroft
debunked theideathat the Iraq war was fought to promote
democracy inthe Middle East. Hebluntly stated that if the
United States were serious about promoting democracy
in the Arab world, it would start in Palestine, where the
conditions are ripe for the emergence of a secular demo-
cratic state. Heironically added that I ran would be abetter
placeto start than Irag, sincelran had gonethrough several
successive free elections, in which reformers won.

Scowcroft, who had opposed the Irag war adventure
from the outset, declared that the United States should
get out of Irag while the getting was good, and turn over
authority to the United Nations, perhaps with a NATO
force presence.—Jeffrey Seinberg
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hand over compl ete responsibility to the UN, but at the same
time, contact all Irag’s neighbors (nations which met in Da-
mascus recently, the most important of which are Syria, Tur-
key, and Iran), seeking their cooperation. Due to political,
ethnic, and religiousfactorsthat they sharewith Iraq, particu-
larly Iran and Syria could be crucial assets in reestablishing
stability. But the United States adamantly refusesto do this;
on the contrary, it is targetting Syria (witness the passage in
the Senate of the Syria Accountability Act), and israising its
polemical tone vis-a-vis Iran. Turkey is being targetted for
massive destabilization, asthe bombingsof Nov. 15and Nov.
20 demonstrate.

Becoming Desper ate on the Ground

There is another vital consideration in mapping a way
out of the Irag mess. Diplomatic sources in the region have
stressed to EIR, that the only workable approach, sketched
above, must emphatically include a solution to the Palestin-
ian-Israeli conflict. Not only has Iraq supported the Palestin-
ians' liberation strugglesincethe 1970s; but now that struggle
isbecoming identified withthelragi resistance. With continu-
ing injustice to the Palestinians, whatever stability might be
introduced into Irag, would befragile, to say the least.

A just peace is the precondition for stability in the entire
region, politically as well as economically. This means that
thelip servicepaid inthe White House to atwo-state sol ution,
must be replaced by an actual peace and economic develop-
ment policy like the “Oasis Plan” proposed by LaRouche.
This, in turn, requires that the Washington war party led by
Vice President Cheney, opposed to such an approach and
intimately tied to the genocidal policiesof Ariel Sharon, must
be removed from power.

Two points must be emphasized. First, that the situation
inIrag (and increasingly in the region, since the bombingsin
Saudi Arabia and Turkey), is worse than desperate. The
United Statesislosing the war against the resistance, and has
lost credibility internationally. Even if a UN-led transition
were to be initiated, there is no reason to believe that those
forcesengaged in armed resistance would be approachablein
any way.

Second, the entire mess could have been prevented had
thewordsof wiser men, likeLaRouche, been heeded, and this
utterly unnecessary, illegal war not been launched.

Diplomats from the affected region have not concealed
their support for LaRouche, in private discussions with EIR.
One told this author: “The U.S. needs a man of wisdom to
guide it out of this disaster. Mr. LaRouche is that man. Not
only doesheunderstand thementality, theculture, thehistory,
and the strategi ¢ process, but he has solutions.” Another “sin-
cerely hoped Mr. LaRouche will win, as heisthe only hope
for saving America, and this region.” A third pointed to the
need for the Arab-Americans and the Muslim-Americans to
join LaRouche's campaign, as “they have nowhere else to

go.”
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[taly Wakes Up to Iraq
‘Post-War’ War Reality

by Claudio Celani

The Nov. 12 suicide attack against the Italian Carabinieri
police force headquarters in Nassiriya, southern Irag, which
killed 33 (19 Italians and 14 Iragis) and destroyed part of the
compound, not only resulted in destruction of innocent lives,
but blew up the fundamental ambiguity behind the Italian
military deployment in Irag. Italy had sent a contingent of
2,700 to Irag, under U.S. request, after President Bush had
announced, “Major combat is over.” Italians knew that this
was afiction, but everyone hoped that, by deploying the Ital-
ian contingent in southern Irag, among traditional ly anti-Sad-
dam Shi’ite populations, it would be immune from guerrilla
or terrorist attacks.

The Italian troops settled in Nassiriya, built a hospital,
started to rebuild roads, electricity, water supplies, etc. The
Carabinieri, a professional police force, had established its
headquarters in the center of the city, started to train alocal
police force, and established relationships with local clan
leaders, hoping to replay a successful model of “peace-keep-
ing” operations aready applied in countless missions. The
illusion was that Italians would be spared the guerrilla and
terrorist attacks which the Americans were suffering in the
North. Thisfiction is now broken, with the consequence that
behind the resolute public declarations, the Berlusconi gov-
ernment has already started to study the possibility of aface-
saving exit from the Iragi quagmire.

After the M oment of National Unity

The popular reaction in Italy to the Nassiriya bombing
hassofar been“ patriotic,” a sothanksto asapient propaganda
machine; opposition forces have avoided open fire on the
government in the name of “national unity” inthe moment of
sorrow. But when the dust has settled, the issue will be: We
were told the war was over, and it goes on; get our soldiers
out of therequickly, or thegovernment will bethenext victim.
[talian Premier Silvio Berlusconi knowsthis, especially ashe
faces a government crisis in January whose outcome, in his
plans, could beearly elections. A scenario of repeated, bloody
attacks against the Italian contingent in Iragq will evaporate
his hopes of winning the domestic showdown.

For the American government this means that Washing-
ton is losing alies in the occupation of Irag. Immediately
after the Nassiriya suicide attack, the Japanese government
postponed its decision to send a military contingent to Iraqg.
On Nov. 13, Italian State President Carlo Azeglio Ciampi
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