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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. Dossier del 18 novembre
2003

The half-staff flag
ontheltalian
government’s
website announced
Prime Minister
Berlusconi’'s
messageto the
nation on the loss of
19 Italian
Carabinieri, with 14

Presentazione
= Iragis, inthe Nov.
Il testo del messaggio d;i] 12 Nassiriyah
Presidente del Consiglio| bombing. The
(12 novemnbre 20031 solemn moment of

national unity hides
unrest.

arrived in the United States for a scheduled visit, including
meetings with George W. Bush, Vice President Dick Che-
ney, Secretary of State Powell, and UN Secretary General
Kofi Annan. Ciampi met Bush immediately after the meeting
of the National Security Council with U.S. occupation chief
Paul Bremer, which had just decided the* change of strategy”
on Irag. Ciampi delivered a clear message: “Unilateral ways
are an unsatisfactory answer to the big questions of the
21st Century,” he said, adding that “a multilateral system
is indispensable to successfully deal with challenges and
crises.”

Meanwhile in Italy, the government, through Defense
Minister Martino, was facing Parliament with areport on the
Nassiriya attack. Most members applauded his report, but
several interventionsfrom the opposition Deputies and Sena-
torsindicated that soon, apolitical storm would break out on
the reasons for the Italian presence in Irag. Former Premier
Massimo D’ Alema, speaking for thelargest opposition party,
the Social Democrats, recalled that the government had made
amistakeinsupportingthewar onIrag. Another former prime
minister, Giulio Andreotti, amoderate and along-timefriend
of the United States, declared polemically: “I do not know
whether itisright to defineit as* post-war’ and | do not know
whether the war has ever ended. Let aside, then, whether it
should have been started or not.” Andreotti proposed to form
a parliamentary delegation for a mission to Iraqg, to “try to
understand” thesituation there. “1 also believethat it isunjust
to speak, from a general standpoint, of liberation of Irag.
Sure, nobody wants Saddam Hussein back; but the country is
deeply divided.”

Later, the government chose to ride the tide of “patrio-
tism” with aparody of the Bush phrase, “Whoever isnot with
us, isagainst us,” after 9/11. “Thisisour Sept. 11,” Martino
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said in Nassiriya, announcing that “We will not leave Irag,”
and swearing that “Italy will not cease playing its part in
the war on terrorism.” Martino and others in the government
praised the Italian population’s impressive mass demonstra-
tions of support to the Carabinieri, while popular TV talk-
shows announced that “Italy has gotten back its national
identity.”

In reality, the apparent unity around the government
“looksvery much similar to thoselullspreceding seastorms,”
in the words of acommentator from the daily Corriere della
Sera. Circles in the Italian establishment which have been
traditionally pro-American have started to raise questions.
Sergio Romano, aformer ambassador and acolumnistin Cor-
riere, wrote that America's aliesin Iraq “cannot leave be-
cause it would be an undecorous gesture and it would be
interpreted as a betrayal. But they start to ask the question
whether their ally does have, what in American political jar-
goniscaled an ‘exit strategy’ .”

‘We Should Have Expected All This

Inevitably, Italian military leadersare angry at the conse-
guences of bad political choices, for which they are paying
with their lives. Despite the climate of national sorrow, they
have complained that, outside of their zone in Irag, they
receive scarce or non-existent intelligence. Thereisno direct
intelligence flow between the American and the Italian head-
quartersin Irag, as reports go first from Baghdad to Wash-
ington, then to Rome, then eventually back to southern Irag.
Since the four suicide bombers in Nassiriya came from out-
side, such intelligence is vital to prevent similar
attacks.

Franco Angioni is a veteran Army officer who com-
manded several peace-keeping missions, including the UN
mission in Beirut 1982-84. He is today a member of Parlia-
ment and till a prestigious military figure. He speaks also
for active duty officers who, for obvious reasons, cannot
speak out. A suicide attack, Angioni said, “ cannot be stopped
other than with aprevention policy. And here, in my opinion,
intelligence is failing completely. In Beirut, we had two
levels of intelligence: a strategic and a tactical one. Sure,
we had more time to organize our information network, but
when we learned that somebody had stolen some M 13sfrom
the Lebanese army and had painted them white, with our
flags, then we understood we were target of a suicide attack.
Then, when we learned that a load of exogen explosive
had left Czechoslovakia, we put the puzzle together. We
calculated the range of the explosive and we built our de-
fenses. Inlrag, instead . . . those who collaborate are consid-
ered to be traitors.”

Angioni concluded: “ Today we pay the price of awrong
policy, because we lined up passively with the occupation
troops. We should have expected al this.”

In Nassiriya, while the Italian militaries were moving
their headquartersout of the city to the desert infear of future
suicide bombers, an Italian official in the U.S.-led Coalition
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Provisional authority, special counselor Marco Calamai in
the southern province of Dhi Qar, resigned, accusing Paul
Bremer’ s administration of inefficiency and failing to under-
stand Irag.

Speakingto Italianreporters, Calamai complainedthat the
British and Americans had marginalized the Italians: “They
don’t consult us, they don’t involve us.” Calamai said only
an interim authority headed by the United Nations could turn
thingsaround. Calamai told Italian reportersin Nassiriyathat
the failure of the coalition to understand Iragi society had
created “delusion, social discontent and anger” among Iragis
and allowed terrorism to “easily take root.” He said about
$400,000 a month was supposed to be made available for
projectsin Dhi Qar province alone, but “because of the mud-
dled organization of [the coalition], only afraction has been
spent. The provisional authority simply doesn’t work,” Cala-
mai said, adding that only a UN administration could turn
thetide.

Somepolitical forces, especialy thosetotheleft, arestart-
ingto call onthegovernment toimmediately withdraw Italian
troopsfromNassiriya. A morearticul ated proposal camefrom
moderate opposition leaders, who call on the government to
convene ameeting of the European Union Council of Minis-
ters to discuss a genera European initiative for Irag. The
Italian government, as interim chairman of the EU Council,
could launch such an initiative, whose elements should be:
immediate formation of a real Iragi government including
representatives of all political and social forces; replacement
of Anglo-American occupation troops with an international
coalition under UN flag; involvement of neighboring coun-
triesin the peace process; and reconstruction aid.

Such a policy offers no guarantee for success, but the
current one does not have a chance. The Vatican Nuncio in
Baghdad, Msgr. Fernando Filoni, expressed the dilemmain
an interview Nov. 20: “There are now two dangers,” Filoni
said. “Onedanger istosay: Let usall get out of hereand leave
them alone. Thiswould produce aterrible crisis, impossible
to face, because al state powers have been cancelled and
nothing more would be left, only chaos. The second danger
would be to impose perspectives and solutions which Iragis
donotfeel astheirown.. . . Thelragisneedtofeel anauthority
of theirswhichispresent, somebody who speaksandindicates
aroad, some perspectives. Weneed al eadership, aleader who
speak asan Iragi tothelragis.”
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China’s Nation-Building,
America’s ‘Must-ilying’
by Mike Billington

An extraordinary meeting sponsored by the U.S.-Indonesia
Society (USINDO) in Washington in November put in sharp
relief the failure of American economic foreign policy in
Asia, and the role of Chinain replacing the United States as
the primary source of support for “nation-building” in Asia.
American and Asian diplomats and business |eaders who at-
tended “ China-Indonesian Relations and |mplicationsfor the
United States,” at George Washington University Nov. 17,
were confronting the impact of U.S. unilateralist blustering
around the world, which isturning Americainto an object of
hatred in Asia. A phrase which caught on among Americans
attending, was “ Chinais eating our lunch.”

Thiswas not a criticism of China—in fact, even the geo-
political thinkers amongst the Asia hands in attendance had
to admit, like the National Defense University’s Marvin Ott,
that Chinese diplomacy in Southeast Asia over the recent
years has been “awork of art,” especialy compared to the
American. A recent report released by USINDO, written pri-
marily by former Ambassador Edward Masters, said that the
United States, toreviveitscrumbling imagein Indonesia, has
to “de-mustify” its relations with Indonesia (and by implica-
tion, other nations): no more “Y ou must do this, you must
do that.”

Ask any U.S. Agency for International Development or
Department of State official why Americano longer sponsors
public infrastructure develpoment in the developing sector,
and you will simply betold that “We don’t do infrastructure
any more.” Similarly, when it comes to investment in power
plants and other utilities, the U.S. private sector, lacking sig-
nificant government support or guarantees, refuses to invest
in major projects without the host nation accepting the entire
risk. In Indonesia, in particular, this brings up a distinct and
painful memory. Before the 1997-98 speculative assault on
the Southeast Asian currencies by George Soros and his fel-
low hedge-fund vultures, Western corporationssuch asEnron
had signed sweetheart contracts for power plants and other
infrastructure devel opment with the Suharto regime in Indo-
nesia (and similarly around the world), which contracted re-
payment of debt, and the sale of the electricity output to the
government, in dollar-denominated terms. When the Indone-
sian currency, the rupiah, was devalued more than three-fold
by the 1997-98 assaullt, the nation’ s debts and dollar-denomi-
nated costs were tripled, overnight. Indonesia, over the fol-
lowingthreeyears, paidoff itsentireforeign debt, when cal cu-
lated at the pre-1997 currency exchange rate, but due to the
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