Bush demands U.N. rubber-

stamp war on lraqg

Amerikan war will hasten, not delay, deployment of weapons of mass destruction

On September 12 U.$. President George Bush demanded the United
Nationsforcelragto give upitsalleged weapons of massdestruction—
includingitsability tobuild“nucular” weaponsashecallsthem. Healso
calledonlraqto“end all support for terrorism and act to suppressit,
cease persecution of itscivilian population, rel ease or account for all Gulf
War personnel whosefateisstill unknown, andendall illicit tradeoutside

of theoil-for-food program.” (1)
Although Amerika sEuropean
alliesexpressedrelief that Bush
sought their blessing, the
President madeit clear Amerika
wouldgoahead evenif the
United Nationsopposed an attack
onlrag—andthesooner the
better. “We' retalking daysand
weeks, not monthsandyears,”
said Bush.(2)

Bush’ sspeechwasaham-
fisted attempt tojustify thewar
hewantssobadly. Thedemands
he' smadeof Iragare so
unrealisticand vague—not to
mention hypocritical—that Iragis
boundtofail to meet them.

For example, former U.N.
weaponsinspector Scott Ritter
saidtwoyearsagothat, “ Iraghas
indeedbeendisarmed... The
chemical, biological nuclear and
long-rage ballistic missile
programsthat wereareal threat
in1991 had, by 1998, been
destroyed or rendered harmless.”
Even Richard Butler, another
former weaponsinspector whois
now ahawk backinghiscallsfor
war withallegationsabout Iraq’s
weapons program, said in 1998,
“if Iragi disarmament wereafive-
lap race, wewould bethree
quartersof theway aroundthe
fifthandfinal lap.” (3) Hard for
Iragqtogiveupweaponsthat only
existin Bush’' sspeeches.

Theclaimthat the United
$tatesneedstoinvadewithor
withoutaU.N.figleaf inorder to
dismantlelrag’ snuclear weapons
programisal sodisingenuous.
Sensational “news’ reports
quoting astudy which concluded
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Anti-Nazi poster by John Heartfield. Hitler tells fairy tales.
“Help, help, I'msurrounded!” Bush has taken a page from the
Nazi’ sbook of demagogy by exaggerating the threat posed by
Iraq’ s alleged weapons of mass destruction whileignoring
Amerika s own weapons and its complicity in the Iragi (and

Israeli, etc.) weapons programs.

Irag could devel op nuclear weaponswithin monthseither fail tomention

or bury akey point: if Iraqgot ahold of asufficient amount of weapons-
graderadioactive material, thenit could build abombin monthsor afew
years. That’ sabig if, however, and one of thereasonsmore countries
don’t havenuclear weapons. Iragisnot theonly country which could
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makeabombif it weregiven enough plutonium. Astheheadlinefor an
articleinthe Frankfurter Rundschau summing up the German spy
agency’ sassessment of Irag’ snuclear capability putit: “ Anybody can
build atomic bombs.” (4)

WhichisMIM’spoint. If Iragdoesn’ t get thebomb, somebody else
will. Pakistan, Indiaand Isragl did. Infact, by buying off criticsand

bullying Iraq the United $tates
increasesthe appeal of nuclear
weapons. Why engageinnegotia-
tionswiththe United $tateswhen
you know it will takewhat it wants
anyway, backed by the power of its
ownnuclear arsenal ?Evenformer
U.$. Secretary of Defense
McNameragrasped theobvious
conclusion, quotinganindian
politician, “‘ Beforeonechallenges
theUnited States, onemust first
acquirenuclear weapons.” (5)

If all those clamoring for war
against Iraqwereseriousabout
eliminating therisk of nuclear war,
they would beworking to eliminate
thetensionswhichdrivecountries
towar—tensionshuiltinto
capitalism.

Moreobfuscation

Bush also claimed that Irag had
defiedU.N. resolutionsfor yearshy
not | etting weaponsinspectorsinto
thecountry. Setting asidethat the
United $tateshasignored U.N.
resolutionspertainingto 1 $rael for
decades, itwasthe United $tates
which pulleditsweaponsinspectors
out of Iraqin 1998. Irag did not end
weaponsinspection.

AsVoicesintheWilderness, an
organizationdedicatedtolifting
U.N. sanctionsonrag, pointsout,
“Richard Butler, thehead of
UNSCOM, pulled theinspectors
out of Iraqinanticipation of the
1998 U.S. Desert Fox bombing
campaign. Itwasonly asaresult of
thesebombingsthat thelragi
government subsequently refused
toallowinspectorstoreturntothe
country.

“TheUSisnotreally interested

inweaponsinspections. Peopleforget that thelragi accusationsthat
UNSCOM wasspyingonthelragi government turned out tobetrue. The
U.S.infiltrated and subverted themission of theinternational inspectors,
and then used thelragi government’ sprotestsagainst that subversionas
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anexcusetobombthecountry. TheU.S. itself destroyed weapons
inspectionsinlrag, and used the expected dramatic standoff asareasonto
unleashthedeadly Desert Fox bombing.” (3)

Immediately after September 11 officialsinthe U.$. state department
linked Iraq totheattacks, with no evidence. Bush did not make any
specific connectionsbetween Irag and September 11, but then hedidn’t
haveto, asformer Democratic Senator Bob Kerrey wrote, “thereis
credibleevidencethat Iragi intelligence personnel met with oneof the
leadersof theattack.” Itisstill not clear that this Prague meeting actually
took place, butifitdid, itwasjust that, ameetingwhich couldn’t have
|asted morethan an afternoon. Itisstill noreasontothink Irag had
anything to do with September 11.

Unilateral multilateralism

LeadersfromtheU.N. and Amerika sEuropeanallieslike France
wereglad that President Bush sought the endorsement of the United
Nations. Frances sForeign Mnister said, “[if an attack takesplace]
without legitimacy thereisarisk of increasing instability intheworld.
Thislegitimacy for France meansof coursetherol eof the Security
Council.” (6) The Security Council isthe supremeauthority inthe U.N.;
Francehasapermanent seat.

However, considering that the substance of Bush’ sspeechto the U.N.
was“acton Iragor theU.S. will” asaNew Y ork Timesbanner headline
putit,(7) itisthelegitimacy of theU.N. that isontheline. If theseleaders
who up to now criticized Bush’ swar plans support thewar through the
U.N., they will beexposed aslackeyswho simply wanted to save some
face. A U.N. resolution against | rag on the heel sof Bush’ sspeechwill
merely giveBush’ swar aveneer of “legitimacy;” theU.N. will play its
familiar roleasafigleaf for aggressive Amerikanimperialism.

AsMIM Notesreported ontheeveof thefirst Gulf War, “instead of
choosing between war and diplomacy, the United Statesispursuing both
withavengeance. Consolidating power over allies, creating puppetsand
punishing defectors, the USA islaying thegroundwork for abroader
military victory inthewar of expansionintheMiddleEast. Thewide-
ranging effortsundertaken by the USA around theworld underscorethe
imperialist nature of the conflict, eliminating argumentsthat thewar is
caused by asinglepolicy decisionor an aggressivepersonality.” (8)

Thistime, however, other capitalist powers—Russia, Saudi Arabia
and most of thecountriesinthe Middle East except | srael—opposea
renewed attack on Irag. George Bush may berisking Amerikan hegemony
by pushingforwardinso many areassimultaneously: Afghanistan, Irag,
Israel, south Asia, thePhilippines, Korea, etc. If Russiawereto stand up
totheUnited $tatesand pledgetodefend Irag, whichit haslarge business
dealswith, tieswith the United $tates might become politically and
economically risky. Suddenly economictiesto Russiaand the European
Unionwould not look so bad to ahost of Eastern European, Middle East
and Central Asian countries. Thosewho have played Othello or themore
complex Go game can seetherisksthat theabove-average-but-over-
matched Bushisplayingwith.(9)

German Chancellor Gerhard Schrder already declared German
armedforceswill not participateinany attack onlrag. AsSMIM notes
goesto press, theruling SPD-Green coalition isdebating whether or not
toproposeaparliamentary resol ution supporting Schréder’ sdecision.
Thisisaresponseto pressurefrom thesmaller social-democratic PDS,
theformer East German ruling party, whichwasthefirst to suggest a
resol ution opposing “ any form of German participation” inawar on
Irag.(10) The SPD and Greens—both of which rabidly supported German
participationintheNATO bombing of Y ugoslavia, by theway—want to
makesurethat the PDS can’t pose astheparty of peaceintheupcoming
elections. Inany case, thisshowshow social-democratic partiesin second-
tierimperialist powerslikethe PDSmight makepromisingallieswhen
they comeinto conflict withtheworld’ simperialist hegemon, theUnited
$tates.

Thereal deal

Soif Bush’ swar isnot amoral crusade against tyranny or against the
threat of “nucular” weapons, what isit?

Rami G. Khouri, an American-educated Jordanian journalist
interviewed by theNew Y ork Times, summedit upwell. “ Thereisasense
by many ordinary peopleand politiciansthat themovesagainst Irag are
anefforttoredraw themapfor thestrategicinterestsof the United States
andIsra€l... Everyonel know wants Saddam Hussein removed. Nobody |
know wantsthe Americanstodoit—becausewebelievethey arethelast
people intheworldwhowill work onthebehal f of Arabinterests.”

Another maninterviewedinthesamearticlesaid, “ all thistalk of
democracy intheMiddleEastisbaloney. The United Stateswantstodo
thisagainst Iragqto spite Arabsandin spiteof Arabs.” (11) A talking head
interviewed on National Public Radio agreed with thisperspective, noting
that pro-U.$. “stability” intheregion would requirelocal governmentsto
becomemore, not | ess, repressive.(12) AsMIM and many othershave
repeated since September 11, Amerikan client stateslike Saudi Arabiaor
Egypt werenot necessarily better thanthe Talibanregimewhenit cameto
wimmin’ srights, theright to free speech and political association,
economicexploitation, etc. Thedifferencewasthe Taliban did not play
alongwith U.$. designs—at | east not asmuch as Washington wanted.

And of coursefor all histalk about Irag flaunting U.N resolutions,
Bush said nothing about U.N.-resolution-flaunting Israel. VVoicesinthe
Wildernessmaketheinteresting point that, “ UN Security Council
Resolution 687 callsfor regional disarmament throughout theMiddle
East, notjustinlrag... TheUScan begin good-faith negotiationswiththe
Iragi government to return weaponsinspectorsto Iraqinthe context of
thisregional call for disarmament. Ultimatumsthat areissued without any
possibility of discussion, under thethreat of massivewar, and ignoring
Iragq’ sown security concernsin theregion, are not auseful form of
international diplomacy. TheUScould examineitsweaponssalestoall of
Iraq’ ssurrounding neighborsover thisperiod of elevenyearsthat I rag has
been sanctioned frominternational trade.” (3) Most notably onthe
question of “nucular” weapons, itisan open secret that | srael hasthem
now, notjust thecapability to producetheminafew years.

If the United $tatesdoesattack, itisthe common peopleof Iragwho
will suffer even more. Inthefirst Gulf War, the United $tatesbombed
civilianinfrastructure—aninternationally recognized war crime (13)—
and thiscombinedwith U.N. sanctionshascontributed to the deaths of
5,000 Iragisaday. Asaspeaker at ateach-ininlowaputit: Theimagesof
death and human sufferinginrag, should evokethe samefeeling of
horror astheimages of peopleleaping fromthe World Trade Center on
September 11. “Weneed to beevery bit asoutraged.” (14)

AnAmerikan attack on Iraqwill kill thousandsbut peaceinthe
MiddleEast and theworldwill befurther removedthan ever. Far from
achieving Pax Amerikana, war against Iraqwill increaseworldwideanger
against the Unites $tatesand send the messagethat the United $tateswill
only listentothecriticism of weapons. — By MC206, 14 September
2002
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