








Excess of Evil:
Israel-U.S. Connections Against Iraq

James Petras and Robin Eastman-Abaya

Why did the U.S. go to war against lraq
in March 2003 with further pians to
attack Syria? None of the reasons thus far
given provides a shred of evidence. No
weapons of mass destruction have been
discovered. No ties between Iraq and al
Qaeda have been established. No threats
to U.S. security existed. Many past and
present U.S. allies have equal or worse
human rights records than Iraq. The war,
the conquest, occupation,
killing and vile systematic tor-
ture and imprisonment of
thousands of lIraqis have
aroused the hostility and
indignation of hundreds of
millions of people of con-
science  throughout the
world, justly discrediting the
whole political establishment
in Washington. U.S. oil com-
panies have been unable to
benefit in the face of a grow-
ing anti-colonial resistance,
their investments throughout
the Middle East and South
Central Asia are under siege.

Who is benefitting from
the U.S. war? By examining
the beneficiaries we can get
an idea who had a motive for promoting
this crime against humanity. The only
major beneficiary of the war is the State
of Israel, which succeeded in having the
U.S. destroy its most consistent adver-
sary in the Middle East, the regime that
extended the greatest political support to
the Palestinian resistance.’

What were the obstacles to Greater
Israel? First, the Intifada, the uprising of
Palestinians who refused to be driven out
of their country and was able to inflict
losses on the self-styled "Chosen People
of God" (Israel is by law an exclusively
Jewish state, inhabited by immigrants
mostly from Europe and their children
and governed by exclusionary religious
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dogma). Second, Lebanese militants who
had inflicted a strategic military-political
defeat on Israel, forcing them and their
client Lebanese Maronite Christian mer-
cenary allies to evacuate Southern
Lebanon. Third, Iraq and Syria, the two
countries which were most consequential
in their opposition to Israeli annexation
and regional domination. Fourth, the Iraqi
regime was slowly recovering, despite

THE ONLY MAJOR BENEFICIARY OF THE
WAR IS THE STATE OF ISRAEL, WHICH
IN HAVING THE U.S.
ITS MOST CONSISTENT
ADVERSARY IN THE MIDDLE EAST, THE
REGIME THAT EXTENDED THE GREAT-
EST POLITICAL SUPPORT TO THE
PALESTINIAN RESISTANCE.

the decade-long U.S.-European boycott
and constant military aggression. With
time running out, the sraelis and their
agents in the Bush administration realized
that an agreement to end the boycott and
normalize relations with Iraq was on the
horizon. Finally, there was a deepening
internal crisis in Israel over the economic
costs and personal insecurity accompa-
nying the policy of the criminal settle-
ments and savage repression in the
Occupied Territories. Israel’'s out-migra-
tion exceeded its in-migration, its Jewish-
based welfare policies were in tatters,
and hundreds of active reservists refused
military duty in the dirty colonial war.

A series of U.S. wars against inde-

pendent Arab regimes, beginning with
Irag, was clearly in the interests of the
Israeli state and so it was perceived by
the Sharon regime, its secret police
(Mossad), the Israeli military and right-
wing pro-Zionists in positions of influ-
ence in Washington.

How was the lIsraeli state able to
influence the U.S. imperial state into pur-
suing a series of wars, which would
imperil its own imperial eco-
nomic and security interests
and further those of Israel?

The  most  direct
answer is to be found in the
role played by key pro-
Zionist officials in and
around the most important
policymaking positions in
the Bush administration.
These U.S. officials had
long-standing ideological
and political ties to the
Israeli state, including advi-
sory  policy  positions.
Throughout most of their
political lives they had dedi-
cated themselves to further-
ing Israel's state interests in
the U.S. While the design
and execution of the U.S. war strategy
was in the hands of pro-Zionist civilian
militarists in the Pentagon, they were
only able to succeed because of the
powerful support exercised by Sharon's
acolytes in the major Jewish organiza-
tions in the U.S. The presidents of the
major Jewish organizations, the Anti-
Defamation League (ADL), American
Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC),
and thousands of their activists acted in
concert with key pro-israel politicians
and ideologues to press the,'case for a
war, because they would argue, it was in
the interest of the State of lIsrael to
destroy Saddam Hussein and the secular
Baath Party state apparatus.
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Washington acted as any Third World
leader would when faced with an embar-
rassing attack by its hegemon: It silenced
its naval officers who witnessed the
attack and quietly received compensation
and a pro-forma apology. Apart from the
fact this was an unprecedented action in
U.S. military and diplomatic relations with
an ally, there is no case on record of an
imperial country covering up for an
assault by a regional ally.* On the con-
trary, similar circumstances have been
followed by diplomatic and bellicose
responses. This apparent anomaly cannot
in any way be explained by military weak-
ness or diplomatic failures: Washington
has far superior armaments and its diplo-
mats are capable of forceful representa-
tion to allies or adversaries, when the
political will is present. The Jewish-
American lobby, Congress, media and
Wall Street moguls strategically located in
the U.S. political economic system
ensured that President Johnson would
act as a docile subject. No direct pres-
sures were necessary, for a hegemonized
political leadership acts, seemingly on its
own beliefs, having learned the rules of
the political game. Israel-U.S. is a unique
relationship that not even an unprovoked
military attack should call into question.
Like  all hegemonized powers,
Washington threatened the U.S. naval
witnesses with courts martial if they
spoke out, while they coddled their
attackers in Tel Aviv.®

Another illustration of the asymmet-
rical relation is found in one of the most
important espionage cases during the
Cold War involving an Israeli agent,
Jonathan Pollard, and the Pentagon. Over
several years Pollard stole and duplicated
bagfuls of top-secret documents about
U.S. Intelligence, counter-intelligence,
strategic plans, military weaponry and
turned them over to his Israeli handlers.
This was the biggest case of espionage
carried out against the U.S. by any ally in
recent history. Pollard and his wife were
convicted in 1986. The U.S. government
privately protested to the Israeli govern-
ment. The Israeli government on the other
hand, through its Jewish-American allies,
organized a lobby to propagandize in his
favor. Eventually all top Israeli leaders and
Jewish-American lobbyists campaigned
for his pardon, and almost succeeded
with President Clinton.

The unequal relation is clearly evi-
dent in the case of a major fugitive from

justice, Marc Rich {CAQ, No0.70). A finan-
cier and trader, he was indicted in a U.S.
federal court on several counts of swin-
dling and defrauding clients. He fled to
Switzerland and subsequently obtained
an lIsraeli passport and citizenship,
investing hefty sums of his ill-begotten
wealth into Israeli industries and chari-
ties. Despite the seriousness of his
offense, Rich hobnobbed with top politi-
cal leaders in lIsrael and its economic
elite. In the year 2000, the Prime Minister
of Israel and numerous pro-Israeli Jewish
personalities, including Rich’s ex-wife,
convinced Clinton to pardon him. While
an outcry was raised about a link
between the Rich pardon and his wife's
$100,000 plus contribution to the
Democratic Party, the underlying relation-
ship of subordination to Israeli influence
and the power of the Israeli lobby in the
U.S. were clearly more important. It is
worth noting that it is extraordinarily
unusual for a U.S. president to consult
with a foreign ruler {as Clinton consulted
with Ehud Barak) in dealing with an
accused swindler. It is unprecedented to
pardon an indicted fugitive who fled his
trial and never served any sentence.

The power of Israel is manifested in
the numerous annual pilgrimages that
influential U.S. politicians make to Israel
to declare their loyalty to the Israeli state,
even during periods of intensive repres-
sion of rebellious subject people.® On the
contrary, U.S. satraps of the Israeli mini-
empire applauded the invasion of
Lebanon, its bloody repression of Intifada
I and Il and opposed any international
mediation to prevent further Israeli mas-
sacres, sacrificing any credibility in the
United Nations.

In votes in the United Nations, even
in the Security Council, despite over-
whelming evidence of human rights viola-
tions presented by EU allies, Washington
has toiled in the service of its hegemon.
Sacrificing international credibility and
deliberately alienating 150 other nations,
Washington labeled criticisms of Israeli
racism as “anti-Semitism.”

Israeli Espionage in the U.S.

The most recent and perhaps the most
important instance of U.S. servility
occurred in the months preceding and
following the September 11 attacks on
the World Trade Center and the
Pentagon. On December 12, 2001, Fox
News learned from U.S. Intelligence

sources and federal investigators that 60
Israelis engaged in a long-running effort
to spy on U.S. government officials were
detained after 9/11. Many of those
arrested are active Israeli military or intel-
ligence operatives. They were arrested
under the USA PATRIOT anti-terrorism
faw. Many failed polygraph questions
dealing with surveillance activities against
and in the United States. More seriously
federal investigators have reason to
believe that the Israeli operatives gath-
ered intelligence about the September 11
attacks in advance and did not share it
with its Washington ally. The degree of
Israeli involvement in September 11 is a
tightly guarded secret. A highly placed
federal investigator told Fox News there
are “tie-ins” When asked to provide
details, the federal investigator refused:
“Evidence linking these lsraelis to 9/11 is
classified. | cannot tell you about evidence
that has been gathered. It is classified
information.”’

Even in the case of the worst bomb-
ing in U.S. history, Washington suppress-
es federally collected evidence linking
known lIsraeli spies to possible prior
knowledge. Clearly this evidence might
raise questions about the links and ties
between political and economic elites as
well as undermining strategic relations in
the Middle East. More important it would
pit the Bush administration against the
Jewish-American lobby and its powerful
informal and formal networks in the
media, finance, and government. Fox
News obtained numerous classified doc-
uments from federal investigators proba-
bly frustrated by the cover-ups of Israeli
espionage by political leaders in
Washington. These documents unearthed
by Carl Cameron reveal that, even before
September 11, as many as 140 other
Israelis had been detained or arrested in
a secret investigation of large-scale,
fong-term lIsraeli espionage in the United
States. Not one of the major print or elec-
tronic media reported on these arrests.
Neither the President nor any congres-
sional leaders spoke out on lsrael's per-
vasive and sustained effort to obtain key
U.S. military and intelligence information.

The classified documents detail
“hundreds of incidents in_cities and
towns across the country,” that investiga
tors claim could be an lIsraeli-organized
intelligence gathering activity. Israeli
agents targeted and penetrated military
bases, the Drug Enforcement
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ernment cutting off international commu-
nications. On 9/11, anyone in New York
and Washington discovered that landline
and cell phone circuits were overloaded.
North Korea, which, unfike the United
States, has only a rudimentary telephone
system, would have been easily swamped
by official phone calls on the catastrophe,
causing circuits to become overloaded.
However, a number of cell phone calls
were made by Koreans and Chinese in
Ryongchon to relatives across the border

prior to the North Korean explosion,
Rwandan President Paul Kagame, the
only U.S. military-trained world leader
who was also trained in North Korea by
that nation's army, was in Washington
accompanied by a number of Pentagon,
Central Intelligence Agency, Defense
Intelligence Agency, and neo-con politi-
cal activists. Kagame, who was accused
by French counterterrorism Judge Jean-
Louis Bruguiere of being behind the
April 6,. 1994, shooting down of the

SIMPLY STATED, IF THE BUSH ADMINISTRATION AND
ITS FRIENDS IN ISRAEL WANTED TO OVERTHROW THE
THIRD “AXIS OF EVIL” LEADER, NO ONE WAS MORE
FAMILIAR WITH NORTH KOREA'S INNER CIRCLE THAN
KAGAME, A VETERAN OF THE COUNTRY’S POLITICAL
INDOCTRINATION AND MILITARY TRAINING AND
ALSO, CONVENIENTLY, A 1990 GRADUATE OF THE
U.S. ARMY'S STAFF AND COMMAND COLLEGE AT
FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS.

in China. There was no attempt by North
Korea to jam the signals. North Korea's
U.N.  mission almost immediately
appealed for international assistance
hours after the scope of the tragedy
became known. These actions were
repeated by North Korean diplomats in
Moscow. London, and Geneva. As soon
as the head of North Korea's Red Cross
found out about the seriousness of the
situation in Ryongchon, he appealed for
assistance from his South Korean coun-
terpart, who just happened to be visiting
Pyongyang at the time. Although North
Korea is a hermit nation, its willingness to
allow foreign aid workers in  was
unprecedented.

Nevertheless, even as news of the
explosion was transmitted to China and
South Korea, U.S. State Department
spokesman Richard Boucher on the day
of the disaster said that the Bush admin-
istration had no information on the colli-
sion. The Bush administration had parked
spy satellites over Ryongchon, yet pro-
nounced ignorance on the details of the
catastrophe.

It was also curious that just days
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Rwandan presidential jet carrying the
presidents of Rwanda and Burundi and
their staffs, had ample experience with
North Korea's military and government. In
fact, although Kagame is allied with U.S.
neo-con and lIsraeli circles, his country
hosts a large North Korean embassy, one
of the largest in Kigali. the Rwandan cap-
ital. Kagame's top military officers sub-
scribe to North Korean newspapers.
Kagame is familiar with the North Korean
weapons industry and intetligence net-
work because — using the offices of
North Korean embassies in East Africa —
he once received North Korean arms
shipments for his Ugandan-led guerrilla
army. Simply stated, if the Bush adminis-
tration and its friends in Israel wanted to
overthrow the third “Axis of Evil” leader.
no one was more familiar with North
Korea's inner circle than Kagame, a vet-
eran of the country’s political indoctrina-
tion and military training and also. conve-
niently, a 1990 graduate of the U.S.
Army’s Staff and Command College at
Fort Leavenworth. Kansas. And a few
days prior to “4/22," Kagame was on the
West Coast of the United States where a

U.S.-South Korean-Japanese mini-sum-
mit of government officials had been held
in San Francisco on April 8 in preparation
for Kim Jong II's talks in Beijing.

In what can only be described as
incredible irony, Kagame, who has been
accused of waging a counter-genocide in
Rwanda and the neighboring Democratic
Republic of the Congo, possibly resulting
in the deaths of four million people, was
praised for his "accomplishments” during
his Washington visit by officials of the
Holocaust Museum.

The Neo-Cons Do Their Thing

In 1982, top Reagan administration
hawks (including the “cabal” that would
become known as the neo-conservatives
— Richard Perle, Ken Adelman, Paul
Wolfowitz, and Douglas Feith) approved a
plan to sabotage the Soviet Union’s
economy through covert transfers of spe-
cial technology that contained hidden
Trojan Horse computer programs. One
such computer program triggered a huge
explosion in a gas pipeline in Siberia*
The explosion was so powerful it was
detected by orbiting spy satellites. While
no one was reported to have died from
the pipeline explosion, it resuited in sig-
nificant disruption to the Soviet economy.
Even though Kim Jong Il was not harmed
in the North Korean explosion, there was
significant disruption to cross-border
North Korean-Chinese commerce.

The most telling evidence that the
Ryongchon explosion may have been
planned as an attempt to Kill North
Korea’s leaders comes from the
www.freenorthkorea.net web site. On
April 7, 2004, just two weeks before the
explosion, the following message about
Kim Jong IW's planned trip to Beijing was
posted by someone named James:

This might be a good time to
assassinate Kim Jong-ll, perhaps
when he rides in his armoured
[sic] raifroad car to Beijing. He
avoids travelling by airplane
because its relatively easy to
shoot down an airplane. | recall
that during his last trip outside of
NK — to Russia — his train was
hit by gunfire. {Posted by: James
at April 7. 2004 12:52 PM]

James followed up his message with this:

Actually. | wasn't thinking about
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China killing Kim Jong-Il. They
are buddies, after all.

| was thinking more along
lines of the assassination of SS
General Reinhard Heydrich in
1942 by the Czech patriots Jan
Kubis and Josef Gabcik. For ref-
erence, see this URL:
www.us-israel.org/jsource/Hol
ocaust/Heydrich.htmi

An individual named Joshua responded
to James:

James,

You definitely know your histo-
ry, but an armored train is prob-
ably harder to knock off than a
Mercedes convertible. You'd
almost need a MOAB to snuff
the runt out. Hmmm. Could we
buy one on E-Bay?

Perhaps killing The Porcine One
would be a (ahem) tall order,
but a few Korean Gabciks could
do much damage . . . or even
form the core of a rural rebel
movement.

Of course, Richard Perle has all
but invited the ChiComs to
replace the Great Pumpkin with
their own puppet. | don’t hap-
pen to agree with that, but a
state visit is an opportune
moment for that. The easiest
thing on earth would be for
China to place Kim Jong-Il
‘under arrest’ in Beijing, pur-
portedly at the request of the
‘legitimate’ Nork authorities.
There he would remain in spar-
tan but comfortable isolation
until he drinks himself to death.
[Posted by: Joshua at April 8,
2004 01:43 PM]

Someone named James C. responds to
Joshua:

Joshua,

| am still convinced that the
best way to save North Korea is
through the assassination of
Kim Jong-Il, either through the
NK military, Western-trained
agents or even our military. This
Is not unprecedented, as those
who know their history are
familiar with plots against
Admiral Yamamoto and Hitler

What would U.S. intelligence do if they
overheard Arabs talking about using a
Massive Ordnance Air Burst (MOAB)
bomb to wipe out the leadership of a for-
eign government? What would happen to
the “chatterers” if the bombing was actu-

(Stauffenberg).

It is time for the Western govern-
ments to act by formenting [sic]
a revolt within the North Korean
military, and to attempt an
assassination using NK exiles.

ally carried off?

Then there is this interesting note on
www.freenorthkorea.net concerning a
new lsraeli organization dedicated to

opposing North Korea's government:

This

New lIsraeli ~ Organization
Founded to fight for human
rights in North Korea, plans
event for April 28.

is from nkfreedom.org:
There is a demonstration in

front of the South Korean
Embassy in Tel Aviv on April 28,

2004 its sponsored by the
Israeli-Jewish Committee
against Gas Chambers in

North Korea.

I don't speak Hebrew, so |
can't read the home page, but
for those who can, please visit
www.korea-lolishtok.com/ind
ex.aspx

We call upon the State of
Israel to speak out, to use
diplomatic influence, and to
enlist the Jewish Diaspora in
the struggle. We call upon the
State of Israel to mobilize the
international community to
compel North Korea to open its
prison camps to international
supervision.

A search of the Whois database pro-
vides the following information on the
web sites involved

Korea campaign:

The lsraeli web site, Korea-Lo-
Lishtok.com was registered on April 7,
2004, the same date that

Freenorthkorea.net chatter spoke about
blowing up Kim Jong II's train with a
MOAB-type bomb. The Israeli registrant

in the anti-North

is listed as ltai Raz, who operates from
P.O. Box 10128 in Tel Aviv.

Freenorthkorea.net was registered
on April 14, 2003, by Chris Beaumont,
operating from P.O. Box 170156 in San
Francisco.

The site containing the notice on the
new lsraeli site, Nkfreedom.org, was reg-
istered on February 21, 2004, by Sue
Yoon-Logan, 9689-C Main Street, Fairfax,
Virginia. Her e-mail address lists her as
being with jubileecampaign.org.
Jubifeecampaign.org was registered on
June 28, 2000, by Jubilee Campaign
USA, 9689-C Main Street, Fairfax,
Virginia. The administrator for Jubilee
Campaign is listed as Ann Buwalda. The
Internet Service Provider for Jubilee is
listed as Christian Web Host, P.O. Box 97,
Remlap, Alabama.

In  fact, jubileecampaign and
Nkfreedom.org are evangelical Christian
organizations that receive support from
groups like the Christian Coalition.
Fundamentalists of any religion claim that
they receive their orders from a higher
“father.” Considering the penchant Bush
and his evangelical Christian and expan-
sionistic Israeli colleagues have for assas-
sinating foreign leaders, Ryongchon and
“4/22" cannot be written off so easily as
an “accident.”
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Wayne Madsen is a Washington, D.C.-based
investigative journalist and columnist. He
worked at the National Security Agency (NSA)
during the Reagan administration and wrote the
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Million Worker March...

One trillion dollars represents $1,000 a minute since the
birth of Jesus.

Will the defeat of George Bush recover these looted funds or
stop the perpetual siphoning of trillions of dollars into the arms
industry, leading inevitably to even more drastic cuts in all social
services?

Today, 71% of U.S. corporations pay no taxes but John
Kerry's principal economic adviser is Wall Street?s Warren
Buffett, who, along with George Schultz, performs the identical
role for Arnold Schwarzenegger.

Do John McCain, who John Kerry sought as his running
mate or Lee lacocca of General Motors and Chrysler, who
endorsed Kerry, represent the interests of labor and working
people?

The official leadership of the AFL-CIO, faced with rapidly
growing rank and file support for a great mobilization of working
people in America, has ordered organized labor to cease and
desist in its support for the Million Worker March.

The entire labor movement and organized labor has been
put on notice to boycott the call for a Million Worker March on
Washington on October 17, 2004.

Working people in America are under siege. The corporate
and banking oligarchy that has power in this society is waging
class war against us all.

In the face of attack after attack, the response of the leaders
of the AFL-CIO has been silence and default.

Their voices are stilled. They dare not cry out “enough is
enough.” They fail to take note that the two parties are financed
by the same people and their address is Wall Street.

We must not fall silent when it comes to leading working
people to fight back and vocal in denouncing those who do.

36 years ago Martin Luther King summoned our people to a
great Poor Peoples March on Washington to address a system in
crisis and to confront the hijacking of our government and our
country by a banking and corporate oligarchy that has captured
the two political parties in America.

Would the AFL-CIO dare send out a directive to all of labor
to boycott and sabotage the marches and mobilizations of the
great civil rights movement, led by Martin Luther King, Jr.
Maicolm X and Cesar Chavez?

In a very real sense, the labor movement in America is fac-
ing a crisis of its own. The unrelenting class war that has been
waged against us has reduced the number of unionized workers
to twelve percent. This is the result of a conscious campaign by
that one percent of the population that owns and controls nine-
ty percent of the national wealth.

We are at the point of production and when we mobilize our
ranks, we represent a force that no illicit power, however con-
centrated, can hold back.

We have taken the pulse of the rank and file and of unorgan-
ized labor. The overwhelming majority of working people want
an end to permanent war and the hemorrhage of national
resources into military production and war.

Just this weekend, AFSCME and SEIU, two of the largest
trade unions in America, passed unanimous resolutions calling
for an immediate end to the war in Irag, an end to the occupa-
tion and a return of all U.S. troops.

That is why the Million Worker March reaches out to labor.

We are proud that labor councils across America have
endorsed the March. We are inspired by the knowledge that

every ILWU local from San Diego to Anchorage has endorsed. We
are energized by the endorsement of the Coalition of Black Trade
Unionists, by the Farm Labor Organizing Committee and by
national organizations for immigrant rights.

We are organizing in every trade union in America and draw-
ing upon the energy and passion of the labor movement wherev-
er people desire change.

We are summoning working people from every walk of life to
mobilize around a working peoples’ agenda, and a vision of an
America transformed.

Ours is a March and a Mobilization for all who say “enough is
enough.” Infant mortality in Harlem is greater than in Bangladesh and
in Bangladesh the same Stevedore Association that sought to break
the ILWU is privatizing their ports and imposing starvation wages.

Unemployment in our inner cities has reached catastrophic
proportions with over 60% of black male youth without work while
militarized police units are deployed as an occupation army.

One out of four children in America goes to bed hungry but
hundreds of millions of dollars of our union dues fund politicians
who do nothing about it.

Our labor movement has the opportunity and the obligation to
reach out to hundreds of millions of working people, organized
and unorganized.

We need not hand politicians a blank check so they can soft
soap us at election time and destroy our jobs, benefits and social
services all the time in between.

We say to every union member, to every union local and to
every labor council, to every State Federation and to Central Labor
Council, let labor’s voice be heard.

Join us in standing up for our rights. Join us in advancing our
own agenda. Join us in fighting for our cOmmunities and our jobs.

Support the ILWU workers who shut down the port to protest
apartheid and launched a mobilization against Taft-Hartley and all
repressive anti-labor legislation.

Support the one and quarter of a million women who marched
and mobilized in Washington D.C. for reproductive rights and
equal pay for equal work.

Send a message to all the politicians - whoever they are and
under whatever banner they parade: We are not for sale; we can-
not be soft-soaped, lied to or taken for granted.

Let them know that we have our own agenda based upon our
own experience, our own needs and our own vision and that we
shall hold everyone’s feet to the fire.

We say to the leadership of the AFL-CIO and to all and every-
one who has hopes or expectations of John Kerry or any politician
seeking our support: do not take us for granted; do not confound
silence at the top for acquiescence at the base.

Labor has issued too many blank checks only to have our
pockets picked and our aspirations ignored.

Let us join together everyone in the house of labor.

Every gain we have ever made has been won under the signal
banner of labor: we are working people proud and strong, union
strong, and we fight for our rights with our own voice and in our
own name.

Come together, sisters and brothers. Let us tap into our great
strength — the desire for change and for social justice.

We call on everyone to endorse, build, finance and mobilize
the Million Worker March on Washington, D.C. on October 17 a
day when we demonstrate across the United States that labor and
working people are on the march and will no longer be denied.






that “Libya’s announcement enables the
Bush administration to claim a major for-
eign policy victory and deflect criticism
that the war in Irag had done little to
decrease the broader threat of terrorism
and proliferation of deadly weapons”

Yet it was unmistakable that Qaddafi
had been “reaching out” to
repair relations with the U.S. and
the UK. long before their inva-
sion of Irag, even before 9/11.
Why else did he agree to turn
over two Libyans for trial in 1999
for the bombing of Pan Am flight
103 over Lockerbie, Scotland,
on December 21, 19887

So how close were we to
yet another Arab-terrorist-mad-
man unleashing his vast arsenal
of doomsday weapons upon an
innocent and unsuspecting
world? Here's what the three
leading American newspapers
reported (emphasis added):

“The Libyan foreign min-
istry issued a statement admit-
ting that the country had
SOUGHT to develop unconven-
tional weapons.”

UusS., UK, and UN.
“Experts met with [Libyan] sci-
entists at research centers that
COULD SUPPORT biological
weapons research and also
examined missile RESEARCH
facilities”

“They  also revealed
‘DUAL-USE’ chemicals that can
ne used for peaceful purposes
OR FOR WEAPONS”

“British officials said that
experts were given access to
RESEARCH projects, including

uranium enrichment  that
COULD BE USED for nuclear
weapons.

Finally, a U.S. official said
that “They found that the pro-
gram was more advanced than
had been previously confirmed
... and that Libya possessed all
the equipment and expertise
NEEDED TO  PRODUCE
weapons-grade uranium.” A
petrified world hung on the offi-
cial's every word with bated
breath ... at last able to exhale
when the official added: "We
did not see an enrichment facil-
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ity. We saw the components
that would make for an enrich-
ment facility” He then added
that “the Libyans did not say
they had produced any highly
enriched uranium.”

Is Libya’s abandonment of any kind
of WMD program a good thing no
matter at how primitive a stage it
might have been? Yes, and it would
be even bhetter if all nations aban-
doned such programs, whether prim-
itive or advanced.

Washington spinmeisters, a la Iraq,
were trying to make a mountain of urani-
um out of a molehill of sand, although
other voices were soon heard. Ray
Takeyh, a Libya expert at the Pentagon’s
National Defense University, declared
that “Libya’'s program did not have a
sophisticated enough infrastructure for a
very viable program, and they haven't had
it for years.” And Joseph Cirincione at the
Carnegie Endowment for International
Peace said that "it made little sense for
Libya to embark on a slow and costly
nuclear weapons program and wondered
how much of the nuclear research was
new or simply left over from earlier, now
discarded programs.”’

Summing it all up,”One senior Bush
administration official, in an interview,
said Libya's bumbling attempts at mas-
tering the science of advanced weapons
earned it a reputation as the ‘clown
prince of weapons of mass destruction’””

Is Libya's abandonment of any kind
of WMD program a good thing no matter
at how primitive a stage it might have
been? Yes, and it would be even better if
all nations abandoned such programs,
whether primitive or advanced. George
W. declared: “Those weapons do not
bring influence or prestige. They bring
isolation and otherwise unwelcome con-
sequences ... | hope that other leaders
will find an example in Libya's announce-
ment today." This tired, sad old world can
only wish that one of those leaders would

be the president of the United States.

In any event, we must remember
that, even if Iraq had had a full comple-
ment of WMD, they would not have been
a threat to the United States in the
absence of an irresistible desire for mass
national suicide. The same of course
applies to Libya.

And lest we forget,
something called “oil” may
also have been a factor. U.S.
oil companies had long been
eager to return to Libya, but
had been stopped by the
sanctions. This whole sce-
nario is the kind of thing polit-
ical leaders employ to sell a
change of policy to the public,
so that in this case, if the U.S.
ends the sanctions, it won't be
seen as ‘rewarding an evildo-
er,” but because the evildoer
has mended his ways.

Indeed, very shortly
afterward, enough of the sanctions were
lifted to allow the oil companies to travel
to Libya and start exploring commercial
possibilities.

Responsibility for Flight 103

The media accounts of Libya and its
WMD predictably contained references
to that country's alleged role in the
bombing of Flight 103. This is a belief that
is etched in marble and will probably
remain that way forever. But the fact
remains that, despite Libya's supposed
admission of guilt and a Libyan man sit-
ting in prison for the crime after being
convicted by a court in The Hague in
2001, there's no proof or any good evi-
dence of Libya's role in that tragedy.

In August 2003, it was announced
that Libya had “formally accepted
responsibility” for the PanAm bombing;
nevertheless, it was clear that the Libyans
were NOT admitting to actually planting
the deadly bomb. Libyan Foreign Minister
Mohammed Abderrahmane Chalgam told
CNN that Libya wanted to know who was
behind the bombing. “We want to go
together ahead in the future to discover
the reality of that story,” he said’®
American and British officials pretended
that the Libyans had indeed confessed
their guilt; ergo, case closed, the U.S. and
the U.K. had once again seen to it that
justice triumphed, Libya would pay com-
pensation to the victims’ families, the U.S.
would consider lifting sanctions against
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Libya, everyone happy.

Then, on February 24, 2004, Libya's
prime minister, Shokri Ghanem, implied in
a BBC interview that his government's
statements were not an admission of
actual guilt. "We thought it was easier for
us to buy peace and this is why we
agreed to compensation,” he said.
“Therefore we said: ‘Let us buy peace, let
us put the whole case behind us and let
us look forward. ™

At the same time, Libya's foreign
minister said: “Libya accepts responsibil-
ity for the actions and activities of its offi-
cials [a reference to the two Libyans tried
in The Hague]. We did not say we
accepted responsibility for the bomb-
ing of Pan Am"®

Not fair! cried the White House and
Downing Street. Libya was not playing
the game right. The Bush administration
abruptly canceled plans to
lift the travel ban and other
restrictions on Libya that
had been planned (in return
for Libya scrapping its
nuclear weapons program
as well as the lLockerbie
issue). “It's important for
Libya to retract these state-
ments,” said the State
Department, “and to make
clear what their policy is as
soon as possible.”

The Libyan prime min-
ister had of course made
clear what he thought the
truth was, but that was not what the State
Department was asking for. They were
asking to make the “policy” clear; j.e., Are
you still playing the game or not?

The head of the U.K. victims' families
organization declared: “We don't under-
stand the comments by prime minister
Ghanem. Nobody knows why he has said
this”” The possibility that Ghanem simply
wanted to inject some truth into the mat-
ter and clear Libya's name apparently
was not an option to be considered.

Then, Libya quickly returned to the
game, saying it wanted “to set the record
straight and be perfectly clear” about its
position on the Lockerbie bombing. Its
August 2003 statement of accepting
responsibility for the plane bombing was
still valid. "Recent statements contradict-
ing or casting doubt on these positions
are inaccurate and regrettable,” said the
Libyan government. Just as quickly, the
State Department, referring to the Libyan
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statement, announced: “They have done
what they needed to do”"®

“Human kind cannot bear very much
reality,” wrote T.S. Eliot.

The Trial of the “Perpetrators”

The newspapers were filled with pictures
of happy relatives of the victims of the
PanAm bombing. A Libyan, Abdelbaset
Ali Mohmed al Megrahi, had been found
guilty of the crime the day before,
January 31, 2001, by a Scottish court in
The Hague, though his co-defendant, Al
Amin Khalifa Fhimah, was acquitted. At
long last there was going to be some kind
of closure for the families.

But what was wrong with this pic-
ture? What was wrong was that the evi-
dence against Megrahi was thin to the
point of transparency. Coming the month
after the (s)election of George W. Bush,

COMING THE MONTH AFTER THE
(S)ELECTION OF GEORGE W. BUSH, THE
HAGUE VERDICT COULD HAVE BEEN
DUBBED SUPREME COURT II, ANOTHER
INSTANCE OF NON-JUDICIAL FACTORS
FATALLY CLOUDING JUDICIAL REASONING.

The Hague verdict could have been
dubbed Supreme Court Il, another
instance of non-judicial factors fatally
clouding judicial reasoning. The three
Scottish judges could not have relished
returning to the United Kingdom after
finding both defendants innocent of the
murder of 270 people, largely from the
U.K. and the United States. Not to men-
tion having to face dozens of hysterical
victims' family members in the courtroom.
The three judges also well knew the fer-
vent desires of the White House and
Downing Street as to the outcome. If
both men had been acquitted, the United
States and Great Britain would have had
to answer for a decade of sanctions and
ill will directed toward Libya.

One has to read the entire 26,000-
word “Opinion of the Court,” as well as
be very familiar with the history of the
case going back to 1988, to appreciate
how questionable was the judges’ verdict.

The key charge against Megrahi —
the sine qua non was that in Malta he
had placed explosives in a suitcase and
tagged it so it would lead the following
charmed life: 1) loaded aboard an Air
Malta flight to Frankfurt without an
accompanying passenger; 2) transferred
in Frankfurt to the PanAm 103A flight to
London without an accompanying pas-
senger; and 3) transferred in London to
the Pan Am 103 flight to New York with-
out an accompanying passenger.

To the magic bullet of the JFK assassi-
nation, can we now add the magic suitcase?

This scenario by itself would have
been a major feat and so unlikely to suc-
ceed that any terrorist with any common
sense would have found a better way.
But aside from anything else, we have
this — as to the first step, loading the
suitcase at Malta: There was no witness,
no video, no document, no
fingerprints, nothing to tie
Megrahi to the particular
brown Samsonite suitcase,
no past history of terrorism,
no forensic evidence of any
kind linking him or Fhimah to
such an act. And the court
admitted it: “The absence of
any explanation of the
method by which the pri-
mary suitcase might have

been placed on board
KM180 [Air Malta] is a
major difficulty for the

Crown case””’

Moreover, under security require-
ments in 1988, unaccompanied baggage
was subjected to special X-ray examina-
tions, plus — because of recent arrests of
suspected terrorists in Germany — the
security personnel in Frankfurt were on
the lookout specifically for a bomb
secreted in a radio, which turned out to
indeed be the method used with the Pan
Am 103 bomb.

Requiring some sort of direct and
credible testimony linking Megrahi to the
bombing. The Hague court placed great
— nay, paramount — weight upon the
supposed identification of the Libyan by a
shopkeeper in Malta, as the purchaser of
the clothing found in the bomb suitcase.
But this shopkeeper had earlier identified
several other people as the culprit,
including one who was a CIA agent®
When he finally identified Megrahi from a
photo, it was after Megrahi’s photo had
been in the world news for years. The
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honor, case closed — until the buiid-up to
the Gulf War came along in 1990 and the
support of Iran and Syria was needed.

Washington was anxious as well to
achieve the release of American hostages
held in Lebanon by groups close to Iran.
Thus it was that the scurrying sound of
backtracking became audible in the cor-
ridors of the White House.

Suddenly — or so it seemed - in
October 1990, there was a New Official
Version: it was Libya — the Arab state
least supportive of the U.S. build-up to
the Gulf War and the sanctions imposed
against Irag — that was behind the bomb-
ing after all, declared Washington.

The two Libyans were formally
indicted in the U.S. and Scotland on
November 14, 1991. “This was a Libyan
government operation from start to fin-
ish,” declared the State Department
spokesman.'” “The Syrans took a bum
rap on this,” said President George H.W.
Bush.™

Within the next 20 days, the remain-
ing four American hostages in Lebanon
were released along with the most
prominent British hostage, Terry Waite.

The Original Official Version
accused the PFLP-GC, a 1968
breakaway from a component
of the Palestine Liberation
Organi-zation, of making the
bomb and somehow placing it
aboard the flight in Frankfurt.

The PFLP-GC was led by
Ahmed Jabril, one of the
world's leading terrorists, and
was headquartered in,
financed by, and closely sup-
ported by, Syria. The bombing
was allegedly done at the
behest of Iran as revenge for
the U.S. shoot down of an
Iranian passenger plane over
the Persian Gulf on July 3,
1988, which claimed 290 lives.

The support for this scenario was,
and remains, impressive, as the following
sample indicates:

in April 1989. the FBI — in response
to criticism that it was bungling the inves-
tigation — leaked to CBS the news that it
had tentatively identified the person who
unwittingly carried the bomb aboard. His
name was Khalid Jaafar, a 21-year-old
Lebanese-American. The report said that
the bomb had been planted in Jaafar's
suitcase by a member of the PFLP-GC,
whose name was not revealed."®
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In May, the State Department stated
that the CIA was “confident” of the Iran-
Syria-PFLP-GC account of events.*"

On September 20, The Times of
London reported that “security officials
from Britain, the United States and West
Germany are totally satisfied that it was
the PFLP-GC" behind the crime.

In December 1989, Scottish investi-
gators announced that they had “hard
evidence” of the invalvement of the PFLP-
GC in the bombing.”

A National Security Agency elec-
tronic intercept disclosed that Ali Akbar
Mohtashemi, {ranian interior minister, had
paid Palestinian terrorists $10 million to
gain revenge for the downed Iranian air-
plane.”? The intercept appears to have
occurred in July 1988, shortly after the
plane was shot down.

Israeli intelligence also intercepted a
communication between Mohtashemi
and the lranian embassy in Beirut “indi-
cating that Iran paid for the Lockerbie
bombing.”**

Even after the Libyans had been
indicted, lIsraeli officials declared that
their intelligence analysts remained con-

SUDDENLY ... IN OCTOBER 1990, THERE
WAS A NEW OFFICIAL VERSION: IT WAS
LIBYA — THE ARAB STATE LEAST SUP-
PORTIVE OF THE U.S. BUILD-UP TO THE
GULF WAR AND THE SANCTIONS
IMPOSED AGAINST IRAQ — THAT WAS
BEHIND THE BOMBING AFTER ALL,
DECLARED WASHINGTON.

vinced that the PFLP-GC bore primary
responsibility for the bombing.**

In 1992, Abu Sharif, a political advis-
er to PLO Chairman VYasser Arafat, stated
that the PLO had compiled a secret
report which concluded that the bombing
of Pan Am 103 was the work of a "Middle
Eastern country” other than Libya.”’

In February 1995, former Scottish
Office minister Alan Stewart wrote to the
British Foreign Secretary and the Lord
Advocate, questioning the reliability of evi-
dence which had led to the accusations

against the two Libyans. This move,
wrote the Guardran, refiected the con-
cern of the Scottish legal profession,
reaching into the Crown Office
(Scotland’s equivalent of the U.S.
Attorney General's Office), that the
bombing may not have been the work
of Libya, but of Syrians, Iranians and
PFLP-GC.**

We must also ask why Prime
Minister Margaret Thatcher, writing in
her 1993 memoirs about the U.S. bomb-
ing of Libya in 1986, with which Britain
had cooperated, stated: “But the much
vaunted Libyan counter-attack did not
and could not take place. Qaddafi had
not been destroyed but he had been
humbled. There was a marked decline in
Libyan-sponsored terrorism in succeed-
ing years.?’

Key Question

A key question in the PFLP-GC version
has always been: How did the bomb get
aboard the plane in Frankfurt, or at some
other point? One widely disseminated
explanation was in a report, completed
during the summer of 1989 and leaked in
the fall, which had been
prepared by a New York
investigating firm called
Interfor. Headed by a for-
mer Israeli intelligence
agent, Juval Aviv, Interfor
— whose other clients
included Fortune 500
companies, the FBI, IRS
and Secret Service’® —
was hired by the law firm
representing  PanAm’s
insurance carrier.

The Interfor Report
said that Iin the mid-
1980s, a drug and arms
smuggling operation was
set  up in  various
Furopean cities, with
Frankfurt airport as the site of one of the
drug routes. The Frankfurt operation was
run by Manzer al-Kassar, a Syrian, the
same man from whom Oliver North's
shadowy network purchased large
quantities of arms for the Contras. At the
airport, according to the report, a courier
would board a flight with checked lug-
gage containing innocent items; after
the luggage had passed all security
checks, one or another accomplice
Turkish baggage handler for PanAm
would substitute an identical suitcase
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containing contraband; the passenger
then picked up this suitcase upon arrival
at the destination.

The only courier named by Interfor
was Khalid Jaafar, who, as noted above,
had been named by the FBI a few months
earlier as the person who unwittingly car-
ried the bomb aboard.

The Interfor Report spins a web
much too lengthy and complex to go into
here. The short version is that the CIA in
Germany discovered the airport drug
operation and learned also that Al-Kassar
had the contacts to gain the release of
American hostages in Lebanon. He had
already done the same for French
hostages. Thus it was that the CIA and
the German Bundeskriminalamt (BKA,
Federal Criminal Office) allowed the drug
operation to continue in hopes of effect-
ing the release of American hostages.

According to the Report, this same
smuggling ring and its method of switch-
ing suitcases at the Frankfurt airport
were used to smuggle the fatal bomb
aboard Flight 103, under the eyes of the
CIA and BKA.

In January 1990, Interfor gave three
of the baggage handlers polygraphs and
two of them were judged to be deceitful
when denying any involvement in bag-
gage switching. However, neither the
U.S., UK or German investigators
showed any interest in the results, or in
questioning the baggage handlers.
Instead, the polygrapher, James Keefe,
was hauled before a Washington grand
jury, and, as he puts it, “They were bent
on destroying my credibility — not theirs”
[the baggage handlers]. To Interfor, the
lack of interest in the polygraph results
and the attempt to intimidate Keefe was
the strongest evidence of a cover-up by
the various government authorities who
did not want their permissive role in the
baggage switching to be revealed.”’

Critics claimed that the Interfor
Report had been inspired by PanAm’s
interest in proving that it was impossible
for normal airline security to have pre-
vented the loading of the bomb, thus
removing the basis for accusing the air-
line of negligence.

The Report was the principal reason
PanAm's attorneys served subpoenas on
the FBI, CIA, DEA, State Department,
National Security Council, and NSA, as
well as, reportedly, the Defense
intelligence Agency and FAA, to tumn
over all documents relating to the crash

of 103 or to a drug operation preceding
the crash. The government moved to
quash the subpoenas on grounds of
“national security,” and refused to turn
over a single document in open court,
although it gave some to a judge to
view privately.

The judge later commented that
he was “troubled about certain parts”
of what he'd read, that he didn’t know
quite what to do because | think some
of the material may be significant”*

Drugs Revelation

On October 30, 1990, NBC-TV News
reported that “PanAm flights from
Frankfurt, including 103, had been used a
number of times by the DEA as part of its
undercover operation to fly informants
and suitcases of heroin into Detroit as
part of a sting operation to catch dealers
in Detroit.”

The TV network reported that the
DEA was looking into the possibility that
a young man who lived in Michigan and
regularly visited the Middle East may
have unwittingly carried the bomb
aboard Flight 103. His name was Khalid
Jaafar. “Unidentified law enforcement
sources” were cited as saying that
Jaafar had been a DEA informant and
was involved in a drug-sting operation
based out of Cyprus. The DEA was
investigating whether the PFLP-GC had
tricked Jaafar into carrying a suitcase
containing the bomb instead of the
drugs he usually carried.

The NBC report quoted an airline
source as saying: “Informants would put
[suit]cases of heroin on the PanAm flights
apparently without the usual security
checks, through an arrangement between
the DEA and German authorities.”™'

These revelations were enough to
inspire a congressional hearing, held in
December 1990, entitled, “Drug Enforcement
Administration's Alleged Connection to the
Pan Am Hight 103 Disaster”

The chairman of the committee,
Cong. Robert Wise (D-W.va), began
the hearing by lamenting the fact that
the DEA and the Department of Justice
had not made any of their field agents
who were most knowledgeable about
Flight 103 available to testify; that they
had not provided requested written
information, including the results of the
DEA’s investigation into the air disaster;
and that “the FBI to this date has been
totally uncooperative.”
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The two DEA officials who did testify
admitted that the agency had, in fact, run
“controlled drug deliveries” through
Frankfurt airport with the cooperation of
German authorities, using U.S. airlines,
but insisted that no such operation had
been conducted in December 1988.
(The drug agency had said nothing of its
sting operation to the President's
Commission on Aviation Security and
Terrorism which had held hearings in the
first months of 1990 in response to the
Flight 103 bombing.)

The officials denied that the DEA
had had any “association with Mr. Jaafar
in any way, shape, or form.” However, to
questions concerning Jaafar's back-
ground, family, and his frequent trips to
Lebanon, they asked to respond only in
closed session. They made the same
request in response to several other
questions.*

NBC News had reported on October
30 that the DEA had told law enforce-
ment officers in Detroit not to talk to the
media about Jaafar. The hearing ended
after but one day, even though Wise had
promised a “full-scale” investigation and
indicated during the hearing that there
would be more to come. What was said
in the closed sessions remains closed.”

One of the DEA officials who testi-
fied, Stephen Greene, himself had a
reservation on Hight 103, but he can-
celed because of one or more of the sev-
eral international warnings that had pre-
ceded the fateful day. He has described
standing on the Heathrow tarmac, watch-
ing the doomed plane take off.*

There have been many reports of
heroin being found in the field around
the crash, from “traces” to “a substantial
quantity” found in a suitcase.” Two days
after the NBC report, however, the New
York Times quoted a “federal official”
saying that “no hard drugs were aboard
the aircraft™®

The Film

In 1994, American filmmaker Allan
Francovich completed a documentary,
“The Maltese Double Cross,” which pres-
ents Jaafar as an unwitting bomb carrier
with ties to the DEA and the CIA.
Showings of the film in Britain were can-
celed under threat of lawsuits, burglar-
ized venues or arson attacks. When
Channel 4 agreed to show the film, the
Scottish Crown Office and the U.S.
Embassy in London sent press packs to
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the media. labeling the film “blatant prop-
aganda” and attacking some of the fim’s
interviewees, including Juval Aviv, the
head of Interfor.”

Aviv paid a price for his report and
his outspokenness. Over a peniod ot time,
his New York office suffered a series of
break-ins, the FBI visited his clients. his
polygrapher was harassed. as mentioned
above, and a contrived commercial fraud
charge was brought against him. Even
though Aviv eventually was
cleared in court, it was a
long, expensive, and painful
ordeal.”  Francovich also
stated that he had learned
that five CIA operatives had
been sent to London and
Cyprus to discredit the film
while 1t was being made.
that his office phones were
tapped. that staff cars were
sabotaged, and that one of his
researchers narrowly escaped an attempt
to force his vehicle into the path of an
oncoming truck.™

Government officials examining the
Lockerbie bombing went so far as to ask
the FBI to investigate the film. The Bureau
later issued a highly derogatory opinion of
it The film’s detractors made much of
the fact that the film was initially funded
jointly by a UK. company {two-thirds)
and a Libyan government investment arm
{one third). Francovich said that he was
fully aware of this and had taken pains to
negotiate a guarantee of independence
from any interference. On April 17 1997,
Allan Francovich suddenly died of a heart
attack at age 56. upon arrival at Houston
Airport.”" His film has had wvirtually no
showings in the United States.

Abu Talb
The DEA sting operation and Interfor’s
baggage-handter hypothesis both predi-
cate the bomb suitcase being placed
aboard the plane in Frankfurt without
going through the normal security
checks. In either case, it eliminates the
need for the questionable triple-unac-
companied baggage scenario. With either
scenario the clothing coutd still have
been purchased in Malta, but in any
event we don't need the Libyans for that.
Mohammed Abu Talb fits that and
perhaps other pieces of the puzzle. The
Palestinian had close ties to PFLP-GC
cells in Germany which were making
Toshiba radio-cassette bombs similar, if
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not identical. to what was used to bring
down 103. In October 1988. two months
before Lockerbie. the German police raid
ed these celis. finding several such
bombs. In May 1989, Talb was arrested
in Sweden, where he lived, and was later
convicted of taking part in several bomb-
ngs of the offices of American airline
companies in Scandinavia. In his Swedish
flat, police found large quantities of cloth-
ing made in Malta.

“YOUR GOVERNMENT AND OUR GOV-
ERNMENT KNOW EXACTLY WHAT HAP-
PENED AT LOCKERBIE. BUT THEY ARE
NOT GOING TO TELL YOU.”

Police investigation of Talb disclosed
that during October 1988 he had been to
Cyprus and Malta. at least once n the
company of Hafez Dalkamoni, the leader
of the German PFLP-GC, who was arrest-
ed in the raid. The men met with PFLP-
GC members who lived in Malta. Talb
was also in Malta on November 23, which
was originally reported as the date of the
clothing purchase before the indictment
of the Libyans, as mentioned eailier After
hus arrest, Talb told investigators that
between October and December 1988
he had retrieved and passed to another
person a bomb that had been hidden in a
building used by the PFLP-GC in
Germany. Officials declined to identify the
person to whom Talb said he had passed
the bomb. A month later, however, he
recanted his confession. Talb was report-
ed to possess a brown Samsonite suit-
case and have circled December 21 in a
diary seized in his Swedish flat. After the
raid upon his flat, his wife was heard to
telephone Palestinian friends and say:
“Get rid of the clothes”

In December 1989, Scottish police,
in papers filed with Swedish legal offi-
cials, made Talb the only publicly identi-
fied suspect "in the murder or participa-
tion n the murder of 270 people”; the
Palestinian subsequently became another
of the several individuals to be identified
by the Maltese shopkeeper from a photo
as the clothing purchaser.*” Since that
time, the world has scarcely heard of Abu
Talb, who was sentenced to life in prison
in Sweden, but never charged with any

thing to do with Lackerbie.

In Allan Francovich’s film. members
of Khalid Jaatar s family — whiclhv long had
ties to the drug trade in Lebanon’s noto-
rious Bekaa Valley — are inteiviewed. In
either halting English or translated
Arabic, or paraphrased by the Him's nar-
rator, they drop many bits of information.,
but which are ditficult to put together into
a coherent whole. Amongst the bits ...
Khalid had told his parents that he'd met
Talb in Sweden and had
been given Maltese cloth-
ing ... someone had given
Khalid a tape recorder. or
put one nto his bag ... he
was told to go to Germany
friends of PFLP-GC

leader Ahmed Jabril who

would help him earn some

money he artived in

Germany with two kilos of
heroin ... "He didn't know it was a bomb.
They gave him the drugs to take to
Germany. He didn’t know. Who wants
to die?” ...

It cannot be stated with certainty
what happened at Frankfurt airport on
that fateful day, if, as seems most likely,
that is the place where the bomb was
placed into the system. Jaafar, as a DEA
courier, could have arrived with his surt-
case of heroin and bomb and was escort-
ed through security by the proper author-
ities, or this was a day he was a courier
for Manzer al-Kassar, and the baggage
handlers did their usual switch.

Or perhaps we'll never know for sure
what happened. On February 16, 1990, a
group of British relatives of Lockerbie vic-
tims went to the American Embassy in
London for a meeting with members of
the President’'s Commission on Aviation
Security and Terrorism. After the meeting,
Britisher Martin Cadman was chatting
with two of the commission members.
He later reported what one of them had
said to him: “Your government and our
government know exactly what hap-
pened at Lockerbie. But they are not
going to teli you™

Comments about
Court Verdict

Vhe Hague

“The judges nearly agreed with
the defense. In their verdict,
they tossed out much of the
prosecution witnesses' evi-
dence as false or questionable
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and said the prosecution had
failed to prove crucial elements,
including the route that the
bomb suitcase took” — New
York Times analysis.™

“It sure does look like they
bent over backwards to find a
way to convict, and you have to
assume the political context of
the case influenced them” —
Michael Scharf, professor, New
England School of Law."® “I
thought this was a very, very
weak circumstantial case. | am
absolutely astounded. aston-
ished. | was extremely reluctant
to believe that any Scottish
judge would convict anyone,
even a Libyan, on the basis of
such evidence” — Robert
Black, Scottish law professor
who was the architect of the
Hague trial.*®

“A general pattern of the
trial consisted in the fact that
virtually all people presented by
the prosecution as key witness-
es were proven to lack credibil-
ity to a very high extent, in cer-
tain cases even having openly
lied to the court” “While the
first accused was found ‘guilty,’
the second accused was found
‘not guilty! This is totally
incomprehensible  for any
rational observer when one
considers that the indictment in
its very essence was based on
the joint action of the two
accused in Malta”

“As to the undersigned’s
knowledge, there is not a single
piece of material evidence link-
ing the two accused to the
crime. In such a context, the
guilty verdict in regard to the first
accused appears to be arbitrary,
even irrational. ... This leads the
undersigned to the suspicion
that political considerations may
have been overriding a strictly
judicial evaluation of the case ...
Regrettably, through the conduct
of the Court, disservice has been
done to the important cause of
international criminal justice” —
Hans Koechler, appointed as an
international observer of the
Lockerbie  Trial by UN.
Secretary-General Kofi Annan.*’

So, let's hope that Abdelbaset Ali
Mohmed al Megrahi is really guilty. |t
would be a terrible shame if he spends
the rest of his life in prison because
back in 1990 Washington's hegemonic
plans for the Middle East needed a con-
venient enemy, which just happened to
be his country.
4

William Blum js the author of Killing Hope: U.S.
Military and CIA Interventions Since World War
I, Rogue State: A Guide to the World's Only
Superpower, and West-Bloc Dissident: A
Cold War Memoir. www.killinghope.org

FURTHER READING

For further discussion of the 103 case,
see the author's article, “PanAm 103 &
The Charge Against Libya: Case Closed or
More Disinformation?” in the Winter 1999
issue, #66, of CovertAction Quarterly.
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continue to resist.

Montes Azules is an area of
immense potential wealth and strategic
importance. It is one of the richest
regions in.the world in biodiversity, con-
taining important mineral resources, oil
deposits and Mexico's most important
source of fresh water, and thus immense
untapped potential for hydroelectric
energy. The jungle habitat of the
Lacandon Rainforest, where Montes
Azules is located, has provided life and
protection for Indigenous peoples for
hundreds of years. Since the 1940s, the
great majority of these have been Choles,
Tzotziles, Tzeltales and Tojolabales, whose
ancestral knowledge on the
careful use of this biodiversity
has protected this natural
treasure. But since the 1970s,
stepped-up logging by state-
owned  companies  and
exploitation of sub-surface
riches by multinational corpo-
rations have led to the forced
expulsion of the Indigenous
and the plundering of these
resources.”

The Mexican government
argues that the great majority
of the autonomous communi-
ties living in the Montes
Azules Biosphere Reserve
today — roughly half of which
are Zapatista-affiliated® — are
not native to the Selva
Lacandona but are “invaders”
who have displaced the true
natives, called Lacandones or
Canbes. The historical facts are that the
original Lacandones were eradicated 300
years ago by the Spanish while the cur-
rent Caribes originated from eastern
Campeche and migrated to the Lacandon
jungle over the last two centuries.®
However, by 1978, out of a population of
12,000 Indigenous inhabitants, there was
a huge disparity between the anti-gov-
ernment Indigenous and the Caribes: on
the one hand. 62% Tzeltales and 32%
Choles against only 6% of a nucleus of 66
“Lacandon” (Caribes) families.’

In order to get at the enormous
wealth of the sub-soil resources, the
huge forests first had to be cleared, roads
built and police and military barracks
erected. That is why, in 1974, the federal
government created COFOLASA, a state-
owned logging company that signed
‘contracts” — fe. worked out deals —
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with the Caribes for “the exploitation of
35,000 cubic meters of hardwoods annu-
ally, in exchange for payments of 5,000
pesos (about $500) annually to each of
the 66 families”® As is always the case in
every country where governments are
trying to take over Indian lands, they go
after a small group or tribe and make
their deals with them, excluding the great
majority. Thus while “400 Caribes were
awarded 614,321 hectares, 47 other
Indigenous  communities, including
Tseltales, Tzotziles, Choles and Tojolabales,
with over 400 families (over 30,000 peo-
ple) were left without any legal claim to
their lands Such an enormous grant of

land to such a few Indians has never hap-
pened before in the history of Latin
America. What this means is that the
Mexican government selected a very
small group who would serve as “govern-
ment Indians” because of their willing-
ness to collaborate with the logging com-
pany and foreign corporations. Falsely
accusing the majority of the Indigenous
communities as being the ones ruining
the Selva Lacandona,”covers up the ones
truly guilty of destroying 70% of the [jun-
gle] over the last 40 years: private and
para-state forest companies...”'?

The amount of investment in the
Lacandon exploitation during the 1980s
reveals the escalating interest in the
region. “Funds for the Selva Lacandona
went from 21 million pesos in 1985, to
more than 2 billion in 1988, to 35 billion
in 1990,""" as the powers came closer to

IS AN AREA OF
IMMENSE POTENTIAL WEALTH AND
STRATEGIC IMPORTANCE. IT IS ONE OF
THE RICHEST REGIONS IN THE WORLD
IN BIODIVERSITY, CONTAINING IMPOR-
TANT MINERAL RESOURCES,
DEPOSITS AND MEXICO'S MOST IMPOR-
TANT SOURCE OF FRESH WATER, AND
THUS IMMENSE UNTAPPED POTENTIAL
FOR HYDROELECTRIC ENERGY.

extracting the jungle’s subsoil riches. in
August 2001, when the EZLN announced
they would not permit the dislocations of
any more Indigenous communities from
the Lacandon, the government quickly
changed its tactics and put the Secretary
of Agrarian Reform in charge of resolving
the crisis. The Agrarian Reform Secretary
gave the communities two choices —
either initiate lawsuits in federal court
against him (which would have been
financially impossible for the poor
Indigenous) or allow him to mediate the
land disputes'? between the (majority)
Zapatista Indigenous communities and the
(minority) Caribes, thus pitting one set of
victims against another.
But the Zapatistas stood
firm, claiming they have
the right to live in the jun-
gle in order to protect the
Lacandon rainforest and to
defend all Indigenous
communities from being
expelled. After 30 years of
logging, cattle ranching
and oil drilling, “the Selva
Lacandona has suffered
massive  environmental
destruction with more than
400,000 hectares leveled.

The current expulsions
are facilitated by an effort
to “generate confronta-
tions between Zapatista
communities or even the
EZLN with the Caribes or
Lacandones ... a new tac-
tic in the old Trojan Horse
strategy ..."'* This strategy has three
basic goals: the displacement of
autonomous Indigenous communities of
Montes Azules; the acquisition of natural
resources and implementation of eco-
tourism projects; and the “political and
military debilitation of the EZLN and the
dismantling of the Zapatista autonomous
municipalities”'® A recent example of
such a confrontation is the April 24,
2004, conflict between the municipality
of Zinacantan controlled by the nominally
leftist Party of the Democratic Revolution
(PRD) and the Zapatista community of
Los Altos. Corrupt officials of Zinacantan
cut off water supplies to Los Altos, and
when  negotiations  between  the
Zapatistas and the PRD failed, approxi-
mately 4,000 Zapatistas and supporters
transported 45,000 liters of water to the
besieged community. The Zinacantan
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authorities blocked the road with “cars
and with rocks and logs” and attacked
the Zapatistas with guns, rocks and
machetes, injuring 35. One hundred nine
families comprising approximately 500
persons were expelled from Los Altos
and only recently returned under EZLN
escort.

Plan Puebla Panama (PPP)

The current expulsions should also be
understood in the context of Plan Puebla
Panama (PPP), which Corporation Watch
describes as “a development scheme that
would turn all of southern Mexico and all
of Central America into a corporate
extraction paradise.”” Under the guise of
creating new jobs and economic devel-
opment, the central component of the
PPP is development of an $8 billion trans-
portation infrastructure, including ship-
ping ports, airports, pipelines, railroad
tracks and highways, to facilitate the
transportation of goods and extraction of
raw materials between the Gulf of Mexico
to the Pacific Ocean and from southern
Mexico to the entire continent. The plan
envisions moving magquiladoras from the
U.S. border to south Mexico, which has
few environmental or
occupational safety regu-
lations and, largely due to
NAFTA, a huge unem-
ployed labor pool. The sys-
tem of communatl lands or
gjidos is peing privatized
systematically for corpo-
rate exploitation, displac-
ing tens of thousands of
largely indigenous
campesinos. Plans are
already under way to con-
struct a regional system of
hydroelectric dams to pro-
vide energy for PPP, which
will result in even more
displacement.'® Sophie Style, writing in
Ecologist Magazine notes, “As more and
more [campesinos] abandon their land,
and with it many of their traditions, the
options are clear. Rather than migrating
to the U.S. they can now become
exploited salaried workers in
Maquiladoras, or in the oil or agriculture
industries, at the same time opening the
way to corporations appropriating their
land and the valuable resources in it” She
continues: “If the indigenous populations
refuse to leave their lands or give up con-
trol of these resources, military repression

IT IS

may follow.""

Southern Mexico, especially
Chiapas, contains great wealth of natural
resources, especially water, oil, lumber,
land and biodiversity riches. It is no acci-
dent that Montes Azules, in the name of
environmental conservation, is the most
heavily militarized state in Mexico with
army, state and local police, and paramil-
itary death squads operating with impuni-
ty. In defense of the land, Zapatista and
other Indigenous communities in the
region stand defiantly in the path of the
PPP juggernaut. The Fox administration,
in collaboration with the U.S. government
and corporate controlled “environmental”
groups such as Conservation
International (CI), is cynically attempting
to portray the Indigenous resistance to
PPP  as environmental terrorism.
According to Corporation Watch, "It is
clear that although Fox cannot annihilate
the Zapatistas militarily, his administration
can successfully portray them as the envi-
ronmental criminals deserving retribu-
tion”?® The logic of the PPP process is sim-
ple and inexorable: drive the Indigenous
communities off the land, privatize it, pil-
lage it for corporate profit and exploit the

NO ACCIDENT THAT MONTES
AZULES, IN THE NAME OF ENVIRON-
MENTAL CONSERVATION, IS THE MOST
HEAVILY MILITARIZED STATE IN MEXICO
WITH ARMY, STATE AND LOCAL POLICE,
AND PARAMILITARY DEATH SQUADS
OPERATING WITH IMPUNITY.

plight of starving, hopeless refugees. The
continuous “low-level” warfare in Southern
Mexico, including the recent expulsions, is
crucial to implementation of PPP.

Conservation International

Special scrutiny must be given to
Conservation International’s role in the
expulsions. Founded in 1987 by transna-
tional corporate executives representing
intel, McDonalds, BP, The Gap, Starbucks
and others, Cl's stated mission is to pro-
tect “biodiversity hotspots” (like the Selva
lLacandona where many of the expulsions

are occurring), but in reality the group
serves as little more than a “front group”
for transnational corporate exploitation ”’
Around the world, Chiapas, Palawan
(Philippines), Colombia, West Papua,
Aceh (Indonesia), Madagascar and
Papua New Guinea to name a few, have
been targeted as biodiversity hotspots.

Conservation International focuses
particularly on tropical and sub-tropical
rainforests for “protection” against the
traditional agricultural practices of the
Indigenous inhabitants while ignoring the
rapacious behavior of its multinational
corporate patrons. For example, in
August 2003, the Energy and Biodiversity
Initiative, a Cl creation, released a report
entitled "Energy & Diversity: Integrating
Biodiversity Conservation into Oil & Gas
Development” With over 1,000 groups
active in over 30 countries and hundreds
of millions in assets and spending, Cl is
perhaps the world’s largest and wealthi-
est “environmental” group. With an
emphasis on "market solutions” and “pri-
vatization,” and an incestuous relation-
ship with some of the worst corporate
environmental outlaws, C! (and its corpo-
rate controlled cousins like The Nature
Conservancy, the World
Wildlife Fund, and The World
Conservation Union) is a
Trojan Horse for the multina-
tionals within the environ-
mental movement.?

In coordination with
USAID, using satellite
imagery and overflights, Cl
has been helping to identify
and target certain Indigenous
communities to the Mexican
government for expulsion.”®
Using advanced satellite
imagery and fixed-wing high-
resolution digital photographs
provided by the Agency for
International Development, Cl turned
over to the “lLacandones” and the
Mexican government photos of the Selva
Lacandona showing the precise locations
of the autonomous communities. The
“Lacandon” with Cl then demanded that
the army expel all the “settlements and
clearings in Montes Azules’** Ignacio
Marsh, the CI Director for Chiapas admit-
ted to “pressuring the [Mexican] govern-
ment to stop the invasions or evict them,”
and that the autonomous Indigenous
communities are “ignorant peoples whom
[sic] are tricked and whom {sic] are sent.”
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coalition of 12 traditional medicine organ-
izations, has denounced such practices
as biopiracy and is calling for an active
moratorium.*®

Conservation International and the
World Bank are promoting the
Mesoamerican  Biological  Corridor
[MBC], which would link pro-
tected biodiversity hotspots
from Panama to Chiapas.
“Investors [in the project]
plan to create gene banks
and create an inventory of
active chemical compositions
of each naturally occurring
substance™* Critics see this
project as a biological coun-
terpart to PPP. Biil Weinberg
sees a disturbing symmetry
between PPP and MBC: “This
symmetry raises the vision of
these tropical forests surviv-
ing only as corporate admin-
istered genetic colonies in
the midst of devastated
zones of industrial sprawl*®

The Role of the U.S.

Like an orchestra conductor,
behind all the repression and
disinformation directed at the
fndigenous  rebellion  in
southern Mexico, working to
protect corporate “invest-
ments” in southern Mexico is
the not so invisible hand of
the U.S. Since 1836 there have been 11
U.S. military interventions into Mexico.
When neo-liberal “structural adjustment”
policies were implemented in the early
1980s, intervention took the form of
“security assistance,” between 1982 and
1990 more than $500 million worth.*¢ La
Jornada reports that from 1988 to 1994
the Mexican government received over
7,000 armored Humvees, 78 helicopters,
78 planes, 1,615 machine guns, 360,000
grenades, 1,500 other military vehicles
and vast quantities of other military field
equipment.”’” Military assistance expand-
ed under George Bush (#1) and intensi-
fied during the Clinton administration,
especially after the Zapatista rebellion in
1994 and the collapse of the peso in
1995. According to the San Francisco
Chronicle on February 14, 1994, following
the Zapatista uprising, “there were con-
versations between officials of the
Mexican and U.S. governments at the
U.S. Embassy in Mexico City about the

CONSERVATION
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need for development of counterinsur-
gency strategies.”® In 1994, “Clinton hur-
riedly issued export licenses for $64 mil-
lion of additional military equipment,”
including four satellite-guided UH-60
Blackhawk helicopters, 23 tanks and 300
tons of additional equipment.*® In 1996,

PANAMA TO

Mexico received an additional $50 million
in military equipment including over 100
additional UH-60 helicopters, 500 more
armored personnel carriers (added to the
Mexican fleet of over 7000 APCs), and
other sophisticated electronic equipment.

U.S. destabilization efforts were not
limited to “security assistance” In early
1995, acting in response to the collapse
of the Mexican peso and calls by Chase
Manhattan Bank for the “elimination” of
the Zapatistas. Clinton orchestrated a
$50 billion bailout of the Mexican econo-
my. All this was followed immediately by a
major U.S.-directed military offensive
against all Zapatista communities
designed to “contain [encircle] the
Zapatistas militarily,” while a “weakened
and divided” Zapatista leadership would
be forced to negotiate on the govern-
ment's terms.*® The US. has shared
satellite and aerial photos of the region,
and electronic intercept data. There have
been reports of U.S. military advisers in
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INTERNATIONAL AND
THE WORLD BANK ARE PROMOTING
THE MESOAMERICAN BIOLOGICAL
CORRIDOR [MBC], WHICH WOULD LINK
PROTECTED BIODIVERSITY HOTSPOTS
CHIAPAS.
“INVESTORS [IN THE PROJECT] PLAN
TO CREATE GENE BANKS AND CREATE
AN INVENTORY OF ACTIVE CHEMICAL
COMPOSITIONS OF EACH NATURALLY
OCCURRING SUBSTANCE."” CRITICS SEE
THIS PROJECT AS A BIOLOGICAL COUN-
TERPART TO PPP.

Chiapas, and secret files released under
the Freedom of Information Act “dis-
closed that Mexico has been receiving
support from military advisers from the
U.S., Guatemala, Argentina and Israel ™'
From 1984 to 1992, the U.S. trained at
least 512 Mexican military students at the
School of the Americas
[SOA] and elsewhere, and
approximately 500 at SOA
in 1995 and 1996. "Many of
these graduates are leading

the counterinsurgency
operations against the
Indigenous in  Oaxaca,

Chiapas and other southern
Mexican states”“* All of this
IS happening in addition to
the support given
Conservation International
and Mexican “environmen-
tal” and “civic organiza-
tions” waorking to infiltrate

and subvert the
autonomous  Indigenous
communities.

Conclusions

The Mexican government's
brutal assault on the
Indigenous  autonomous
communities of Montes

Azules is an attempt to

drive a wedge between the

Zapatistas and the other

Indigenous in the area, part
of a broader campaign to pave the way
for PPP, Central America Free Trade
Agreement [CAFTA], Free Trade of the
Americas Agreement [FTAA] and other
similar neo-liberal exploitation schemes.
Much to the chagrin of the Chiapas state
government, for the time being the focus
of the expulsions seems to be on the
non-Zapatista communities. The architect
of the current expulsions, Ruben
Velazquez Lopez, laments, “The invasions
located in the Zapatista zone, where not
even the federal government has man-
aged to return the lands invaded in 1994
to their legitimate owners, are receiving a
different treatment [not being
expelled]"™* The Zapatista autonomous
communities and the EZLN have publicly
opposed all expulsions, including the
non-Zapatistas. According” to the
Committee of Indigenous Solidarity [CIS-
DC Area Zapatistas], “Fox may be trying
to provoke armed resistance by the
Zapatistas in order to justify a crack-
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down.” On the other hand the Zapatistas
face a desperate quandary: If the expul-
sions and attempts to provoke confronta-
tions among the indigenous communities
continue . relatively unopposed, the
Zapatista- autonomous communities of
Chiapas could soon face virtual isolation,
leading to their elimination.

Autonomous peoples in Mexico and
around the world continue to be threat-
ened by the forces of international
neoliberalism. For example, despite an
appalling lack of international solidarity,
the Punjab Tenants Organization, repre-
senting nearly a million Christian and
Muslim Indigenous tenant workers
threatened with expulsion by the
Pakistani Army, are waging a heroic
struggle against overwhelming odds
While the media headlines focus on the
anti-globalization protests in the streets
of North America and Europe, the front-
lines of the war are being fought in the
jungles of Chiapas and elsewhere by the
Indigenous peasants with nothing more
to lose.

in Mexico, Zapatistas have contin-
ued their struggle against these forces
with solid determination. So too must we
continue our own struggle with that same
commitment, not only to support the
struggle of our Mexican compaferos and
compafieras, but also to establish the
Zapatista principles of dignity, justice,
respect, inclusiveness, equality and col-
lective decision making in our neighbor-
hoods, organizations, workplaces, union
halls, families, schools and churches.

At the Third National Indian
Congress, representatives of more than
40 Indigenous groups released the fol-
lowing statement:

“For us, Indian Peoples, our
Mother Earth is sacred, and so
are all the beings, which inhab-
it her. They are not a commodi-
ty, which can be bought or sold.
For this reason, we cannot
accept the destruction of our
territories through the imposi-
tion of mega-projects by the
federal and state governments
in our various regions through-
out the country. We demand a
moratorium on all projects that
involve bioprospecting, mining,
water mega-projects, and all
biopiracy activities taking place
in our lands and in our country,

until the Indian peoples have
discussed in their own time the
issues related to the control of
their resources™®
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Commission (EEQC) creating a special
category and prioritization for cases relat-
ed to post-9/11 discrimination against
Arab,  Muslim and South Asian
Americans.”

A new form of illegal discrimination
emerged in the months following 9/11, as
airline security randomly removed pas-
sengers from flights after boarding but
before takeoff, at the insistence of nerv-
ous flight attendants, pilots or passen-
gers. This discomfort was attributed only
to the passenger's name or perceived
ethnicity, since all passengers had, before
boarding, successfully passed through at
least three levels of security. In many
cases, concern was based merely upon
appearance and involved
persons with origins in coun-
tries not only in the Middle
Fast but also India, the
Philippines and Guyana. The
victims included an Arab-
American member of
Congress and a Secret
Service agent. Following the
filing of lawsuits against four
major  airlines by the
American  Civil  Liberties
Union on behalf of ADC and
other groups, reports of
such discrimination sharply
declined, and the
Department of Transport-
ation's (DOT) own legal
actions against airlines appears to have
virtually eliminated the problem.®

The Assault on Civil Liberties

While government agencies such as the
EEQC, DQT and the Civil Rights Division
of the Justice Department were both vig-
ilant and effective in monitoring and com-
bating hate crimes and illegal discrimina-
tion and prosecuting offenders, govern-
ment leaders from President George W.
Bush and many others were at pains to
insist that collective blame against Arabs
and/or Muslims was unacceptable, as the
government reserved for itself the right to
engage in wholesale discrimination. This
most notably took the form of serious
derogations of civil liberties, the most
onerous of which have been aimed at the
immigrant community among Arab and
Muslim Americans.

A new set of government policies
regarding immigration and immigration
law enforcement amount to the reintro-
duction of systematic ethnic discrimina-

tion in American immigration policies for
the first time in many decades. These
policies include measures which discrim-
inate against Arabs and Muslims with
regard to alien registration, visa screen-
ing procedures, tracking foreign nationals
already in the country, selectively deport-
ing Middle Eastern so-called “abscon-
ders,” and secretly detaining and deport-
ing persons for minor visa violations often
without due process.

In the weeks following the 9/11
attacks, the government arrested at least
5,000 Arab and Muslim men on technical
immigration charges. As Professor David
Cole of Georgetown University noted,
“Many were arrested in secret, held with-

A NEW FORM OF ILLEGAL DISCRIMINA-
TION EMERGED IN THE MONTHS FOL-
LOWING 9/11, AS AIRLINE SECURITY
RANDOMLY REMOVED PASSENGERS
FROM FLIGHTS AFTER BOARDING BUT
BEFORE TAKEOFF, AT THE INSISTENCE
OF NERVOUS FLIGHT ATTENDANTS,
PILOTS OR PASSENGERS.

out charges, denied access to lawyers,
presumed guilty until proven innocent,
tried in secret, and kept locked up long
after their cases were fully resolved.”
Cole points out, “Of the more than 5.000
foreign nationals subject to preventive
detention, for example, none has been
charged with being associated with al
Qaeda or with complicity in the attacks of
9/11. Only three have been charged with
any terrorist crime at all, and two of those
three were acquitted of the terrorism
charges at trial. The lone conviction is
now under a cloud because the prosecu-
tion failed to disciose to the defense evi-
dence that its principal witness lied on
the stand”®

Among the most serious additional
government legal actions directed
against Arab and Muslim Americans
post-9/11 have been abusive implemen-
tations of civil forfeiture and material wit-
ness powers employed to bypass normal
protections of due process. The govern-
ment has been using civil forfeiture pro-

Number 77 Fall 2004

cedures and other legal powers to freeze
or seize the assets of Islamic charities, in
most cases, without any criminal charges
being filed and with no due process.’
This permits, in effect, the government to
punish individuals and groups by freezing
or seizing their assets without having to
make a case against them in open court
or present evidence of any kind, and
amounts to an end run around due
process provisions of the Constitution.

Similarly, the use of material witness
detentions, which are meant to apply only
in cases where an individual who has tes-
timony vital to a prosecution is deemed in
good faith to pose a serious flight risk,
has been repeatedly used to jail members
of the Arab and Muslim
American communities
without normal due
process. The practice came
under serious scrutiny fol-
lowing the notorious incar-
ceration of a Muslim lawyer
in Portland, QOregon,
Brandon Mayfield, as a
“material witness” for sev-
eral weeks based on a false
identification of a finger-
print on a plastic bag that
seems to have been used
by terrorists who conduct-
ed the 2004 Madrid train
bombing. When it was
revealed that Spanish
authorities had never agreed with the
FBI's conclusion that the fingerprint
belonged to Mayfield, and that his deten-
tion was impossible to justify and hard to
explain without reference to his status as
an American Muslim, the abusive nature
of such arbitrary detentions became more
widely recognized.’

Through such policies, the govern-
ment has undermined its efforts to com-
bat discrimination by individuals, groups
and companies in the United States, and
has given the public a dangerous mixed-
message on discrimination. In effect, it
has told Americans, “Do as | say, not as |
do,” by reserving to itself the right to dis-
criminate against Arabs and Muslims.
While government officials preach non-
discrimination and agencies punish indi-
viduals and corporations known to have
engaged in illegal discrimination. the
logic of the attack on Arab-American and
Muslim civil liberties is not lost on the
American public. This logic can be sum-
marized as, in effect: "Arabs and Muslims,
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especially young Arab men, are by defini-
tion suspicious, potentially dangerous
and of interest to the authorities” What
message could be better calculated to
promote fear and suspicion, and invite
discrimination and violence based on
these anxieties?

A Growing Culture of Hate
This prevailing climate of fear and suspi-
cion has fueled a growing culture of hate
against Arab-Americans, Muslims and
Islam in the United States, which has
been steadily creeping from the margins
toward the mainstream of American pop-
ular culture. No aspect of anti-Arab
defamation is new to the post-9/11 peri-
od, but its prevalence, intensity and prox-
imity to centers of cultural and political
power are unprecedented.
The brutal reality is that
such hatred is increasingly

against them in the name of Jesus™

According to a 2002 column by Cal
Thomas, Attorney General John Ashcroft
told him that “Christianity is a faith in
which God sends his son to die for you,”
while Islam is “a religion in which God
requires you to send your son to die for
him." Ashcroft later said that the reported
remarks, “do not accurately reflect what |
believe | said” But Thomas told the New
York Daily News, "I wrote it down accu-
rately and repeated it to make sure | had
it right”  Ashcroft never issued any fur-
ther clarification.'®

Several members of Congress have
made anti-Arab or anti-Muslim remarks,
but none has been censured by either the
House or Senate. In one recent example,
Rep. Peter King (R.-N.Y.) called American

NO ASPECT OF ANTI-ARAB DEFAMATION

Commission on Civil Rights, has even
gone so far as to raise the possibility of
mass internment of Arab-Americans as a
possibie response to any further terrorist
attacks on U.S. soil by persons of Arab
ethnicity. Kirsanow raised the possibility
of internment for camps for the mass
detention of Arab-Americans at a
Commission hearing in Detroit on July 18,
2002. He did not condemn this idea, but
raised it as a serious and reasonable pos-
sibility in the event of future terrorist
attacks against the United States. He also
stated that if the perpetrators of any such
attack “come from the same ethnic group
that attacked the World Trade Center, you
can forget about civil rights,” and that
“not too many people will be crying in
their beer if there are more detentions,
more stops, more profiling,
there will be a groundswell
of public opinion to banish

fostered by some elements civil rights"™

of our government, our |S NEW TO THE POST‘9/11 PER'OD’ BUT One of the most
media, and other major notable features of the
national institutions. The  |TS PREVALENCE’ INTENSITY AND increased climate of negativ-

inevitable consequences of
such discourses of hatred
can be felt not only in hate
crimes and discrimination at
home, but in crises abroad
as well, for surely the sol-
diers and civilians accused
of torturing and sexually
humiliating lragi prisoners
were reflecting, among
other things, an irrational
hatred against Arabs and
Muslims.

Numerous government
officials have made overtly
hateful comments against
Arabs and Muslims, including Gen.
William G. Boykin, deputy undersecretary
of defense for intelligence, who is in
charge of the military intelligence officials
accused of encouraging the abuse of
Iragi prisoners by guards to “soften them
up” for interrogations. Boykin said of a
Muslim Somali militia leader, "I knew my
God was bigger than his. | knew that my
God was a real God and his was an idol”
Speaking in uniform before a Christian
group in June 2003, Boykin claimed “rad-
ical Islamists” hate America “because
we're a Christian nation, because our
foundation and our roots are Judeo-
Christian...and the enemy is a guy named
Satan.” Qur “spiritual enemy,” Boykin
said, “will only be defeated if we come

PROXIMITY TO CENTERS OF CULTURAL
AND POLITICAL POWER ARE UNPRECE-
DENTED. THE BRUTAL REALITY IS THAT
SUCH HATRED IS INCREASINGLY FOS-
TERED BY SOME ELEMENTS OF OUR
GOVERNMENT, OUR MEDIA, AND OTHER
MAJOR NATIONAL INSTITUTIONS.

Muslims “an enemy living amongst us”
and said that “no {American] Muslims are
cooperating” with law enforcement offi-
cials to combat terrorism. He added: “I
would say, you could say that 80-85 per-
cent of mosques in this country are con-
trolled by Islamic fundamentalists. Those
who are in control. The average Muslim,
no, they are loyal, but they don't work,
they don't come forward, they don't tell
the police [inaudible] "'* Arab-baiting has
also been used in attempts to tar Arab-
American candidates as sympathizers
with terrorism solely on the basis of their
ethnicity, without producing much of an
outcry.

Peter Kirsanow, one of President
Bush’'s appointees to the United States

ity facing Arab-Americans in
the post 9/11 environment
has been an increasingly
vicious, sustained and coor-
dinated attack by leaders of
the evangelical Christian
community. The Rev. Jerry
Falwell told CBS's 60 Minutes
program that the Prophet
Mohammed was a “terrorist.”
Rev. Pat Robertson of the
700 Club said Mohammed
was a “killer” and a “brigand”
Leaders of the Southern
Baptist Convention called
Mohammed a “demon pos-
sessed pedophile.”"

While this campaign of defamation
has been criticized in many quarters, the
evangelical preachers involved have by
no means suffered significant social or
political stigmas. The Rev. Robertson's
organization was in receipt of many thou-
sands of dollars in federal aid under the
President’'s faith-based initiative pro-
grams. Rev. Graham was invited to give
an Easter sermon at the Pentagon in
2003. None of these religious figures has
been treated as a pariah as a result of
their open bigotry, and all cohtinue to be
seen as legitimate pubiic figUres with an
important contribution to the national
conversation.

Elements of the mainstream media
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have also Increasingly included senti-
ments of overt bigotry. Right-wing talk
radio. a major aspect of social and politi-
cal discourse in the United States, has
become a bastion of hatred, rage and
incitement to violence against Arabs and
Muslims. The most shocking recent
example of this very widespread trend
was Jay Severin, a highly rated host on
Boston's WTKK-FM, demanding the
killing of Muslims, telling a caller that, "I
believe that Muslims in this country are a
fifth  column...The vast majority of
Muslims in this country are very obvious-
ly loyal, not to the United States. but to
their religion.” He then told the caller, “You
think we should befriend them; | think we
should kill them."” Sadly, the examples of
similar excesses on American talk-radio
are far too numerous to mention, and
WTKK took no action whatsoever to disci-
pline Severin or ensure he would not con-
tinue his call for mass murders. This case
represents the tip of the iceberg of anti-
Arab, anti-Muslim hate on American talk-
radio today.

Too many newspapers routinely
include hateful and defamatory commen-
tary, including by syndicated columnists
such as Ann Coulter, Cal Thomas,
Michelle Malkin, and others who make a
living by promoting hatred and discrimi-
nation. The Wall Street Journal's com-
mentary section has a particularly shame-
ful record of printing defamation and
incitement, as do a number of tabloid
papers, including the New York Post,
Boston Herald, and Chicago Sun-Times.

The National Review, Weekly
Stardard and Commentary, among other
magazines, have all made Arab and
Muslim-bashing, and the promotion of
avoidable wars and violence, a mainstay
of their content.'

The web is filled with sites, both
marginal and more mainstream, that
make Arab and Muslim-bashing a cen-
tral element in their content. The
National Review Online (NRO.com),
Worldnetdaily.com. Frontpagemag.com,
and other sites that cannot be easily dis-
missed as representing and speaking
only tc a iunatic fringe, all feature outra-
gecus and unrestrained attacks on Arabs
and Muslims on a daily basis.

Decades of representations of Arabs
and Arab-Americans as terrorists in liter-
ally hundreds of movies featuning thou-
sands of such characters in recent
decades. as exhaustively cataloged in
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Jack Shaheen’s book., Reel/ Bad Arabs
(Interlink, 2001), cemented a firm con-
nection in the minds of many Americans
between Arabs and terrorism. Key recent
examples include True Lies, The Siege
and, perhaps the most vicious anti-Arab
film ever made, Rules of Engagement.
Such images are not countered by posi-
tive or even neutral images of Arabs and
Arab-Americans. They are virtually non-
existent in our entertainment media, for
which the Arab is invariably a villain or a
buffoon, and usually a terrorist.

What Can Be Done

Urgent measures are required from our
nationat institutions if we are to turn back
from the path of fear, hate and discrimi-
nation that some in our society have been
increasingly promoting. The government
needs to recommit itself to treating ail
persons equally, and eliminating national
security and immigration policies that
amount to racial profiling or ethnic dis-
crimination. Most senior law enforcement
and counter-terrorism experts seem to
understand that ethnicity is a false lead,
and that such broad standards of identity
reveal nothing relevant about whether or
not someone could constitute a threat or
a suspect. The virtual elimination of spe-
cial registration by the Department of
Homeland Security is clearly a step in the
nght direction, but numerous other gov-
ernment policies and practices need to
be reformed or replaced before we can
again claim that our country tries to treat
everyone fairly. Senior government offi-
cials who openly express anti-Arab or
anti-Muslim bigotry and hostility are unfit
for office and should be dismissed, and
the government should not host, promote
or fund any organization which promotes
anti-Arab or anti-Muslim sentiments,
including through federally funded “faith-
based” initiatives.

The mainstream media must take
responsibility for their content, especially
since representations of and what is
being said about Arabs, Arab- Americans
and Muslims in the mainstream American
media is being watched carefully around
the world and has a direct impact on our
national security. The mainstream media
should stop treating defamatory and hos-
tile commentary by Arab and Muslim-
bashers as a legitimate contribution to
the national conversation.

Many publications clearly need to
review their standards for columns and

contributions and adhere to a single
standard when it comes to comments
regarding all racial, ethnic, national origin
and religious groups. Arab Americans,
Muslims and others should not be sub-
ject to more lax standards of fairness and
decency from editors. publishers and
syndicates than Americans of European,
African, Hispanic, Asian. Jewish or other
backgrounds. A single standard of fair-
ness needs to also be applied by filmmak-
ers and television production companies.
Finally, it is time to hold accountable
those who are instigating hatred against
Arabs and Muslims as they are undermin-
ing fundamental American values and
increasing the threat to our national secu-
rity. We can no longer allow voices of hate
and fear in our society to go unchalienged.

*

Hussein Ibish is Washington Correspondent for
the Beirut-based Daily Star newspaper. and
former communications director for the
American-Arab Anti-Discrimination Comimittee
(ADC).
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closure of the SOA. In November 2003,
14,000 people proceeded to the gates of
Fort Benning, solemnly carrying crosses
in remembrance of the hundreds of thou-
sands of people who were brutally and
lethally punished. Yet even now, gradu-
ates of the military combat training school
continually are implicated in human rights
abuses after returning to their countries
as alumni of this school. | remember join-
ing (Rev.) Roy Bourgeois, MM, and a
dozen others for a lengthy water only
fast, at the gates of Fort Benning, in 1990.
It's been a relief, then and now, to feel
that we're trying our best to prevent any
furtherance of a school that teaches peo-
ple to terrify and subjugate brothers and
sisters who live in the impoverished
countries south of the United States.

* ok ok

Most of the time, when I've
involved myself in situations
likely to be difficult, the out-
come directly depends on
my attitude. If my approach
signifies that | anticipate
wasting my time or being
miserable, if | think “ wish |
could be elsewhere,” I'll have
a miserable time and be even
more likely to wish | wasn't
there. But if | approach a
new experience seeking an
opportunity to learn, to grow,
to better understand people
and to make a little bit of a
positive difference in the
lives of others, then it's more likely that's
the direction in which next steps will
evolve.

This weekend, I'm preparing for an
April 6, 2004, entry into the Pekin FCI
(Federal Correctional Institute) in Peoria.
I'm one of several dozen people who, on
November 22, 2003, crossed the line at
the U.S. Army’s military combat training
school in Fort Benning, Georgia. With
caring friends, I've shared gentle and
sometimes nervous laughter as we try to
make the best of a difficult reality.
Yesterday, a friend joked about a cartoon
he'd seen that showed “the boss” in jail
and the unnerved assistants asking,
“How long can we say, ‘Sorry, he's away
from his desk.”

| could be harmed in prison, but that
certainly could have happened to me
sometime in Baghdad last year when
there were bombs falling in the city. |

don't feel anxiety beyond the normal fear
of the unknown.

Whenever | began a new year as a
teacher, no matter how many years I'd
been teaching before, my stomach was in
knots before the first day. "l can’t do
this,” I'd think. “I'm an imposter!” But
once the first hour had ended, | relaxed
and enjoyed the work. This isn't to say
that schools are like prisons. Rather, it's
to acknowledge the normal anxieties that
crop up when you face a new setting. I'l
suddenly be interacting with people that
I've never met before. I'll be in a place
that's unfamiliar. | won't be in my own
bed, | won't be going to get the paper
every morning. But it's not something
that seems terribly onerous. The cruelty
of prison rests in locking up people who
are often already feeling remorse and low
self-esteem because of past actions and

| COULD BE HARMED IN PRISON, BUT
THAT CERTAINLY COULD HAVE HAP-
PENED TO ME SOMETIME IN BAGHDAD
LAST YEAR WHEN THERE WERE BOMBS
FALLING IN THE CITY. | DON'T FEEL ANX-
IETY BEYOND THE NORMAL FEAR OF
THE UNKNOWN.

then heaping upon them more reasons
to feel badly about themselves and
almost no means to improve their situa-
tion. Parents separated from their chil-
dren, feeling that they've screwed up
their lives, are often snarled at by coun-
selors and guards who say they should
have thought about their loved ones
before they started causing trouble.
People who've committed crimes, often
nonviolent crimes which they honestly
regret (mainly related to drug use and
drug trade), should be helped to pre-
vent them from harming themselves or
others through drug traffic. But why
take away every freedom and why
employ other human beings to act as
“human zookeepers”?

Past experience of imprisonment left
me feeling somewhat insulated from feel-
ings of low self-esteem. Tonight, I'm
proud that | crossed the line at the U.S.
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Navy's Project ELF facility to say that we
shouldn't be pouring money into a
nuclear weapon facility that fast-tracks
Tomahawk Cruise missiles to kill and
maim people in fraq. I'm proud that |
crossed the line at the gates of Fort
Benning, Georgia, a U.S. Army base
which houses a military combat training
school calied WHINSEC. This schooal,
formerly called the School of the
Americas, teaches students from Latin
America how to engage in horrible activ-
ities upon return to their home countries.
Past graduates have been respansible for
massacres, assassinations and tortures.
People should be crossing these lines
every day of the week. No shame, no
stigma here.

But | do feel troubled because |'ve
been so distanced, in recent years, from
some of the poorest people in our coun-
try. | need to better under-
stand what's happening to
them. Am | right when |
guess that the media suc-
cessfully pressure them to
consume, to buy, to have
brand name this and that?
Does this corporate push to
buy certain lines of clothing,
cosmetics, and cars push
people further into an
underground economy
because they can't get a
stake in the above-ground
economies? Are they further
disadvantaged because our
education  system  has
abysmally failed them? Thinking of how
George Fox, who helped found the
Quaker faith, would stand on church
pews during sermons and urge people to
trod gently over the Earth, seeing that of
god in everyone, {'ve nurtured a fantasy
related to courtrooms. Suppose one were
to stand up on a courtroom bench, risk
contempt of court, and ask, “Could we
just take a minute to analyze our setting
here with a live graph? How many in this
courtroom are making money off of the
criminal justice system and how many are
feeding this system? I'll bet that the peo-
ple making money would be, primarily,
white and well educated. They're the
lawyers, the judges, the courtroom per-
sonnel. And I'll bet that the people feed-
ing the system, as though tﬁey were the
raw material to keep the well paid crimi-
nal justice system employees in business,
would be African-American, Hispanic and
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continued from p. 5

methods of interrogation, including its
techniques of torture and demand the
U.S. follow lsrael's war agenda in the
Middie East. Israel has acknowledged
state-sanctioned physical and mental
abuse of prisoners in interrogation, which
has broad public support.”” The U.S. fol-
lows suit by imprisoning the wives and
daughters of wanted Iraqgi Baathists.
Richard Perle, highly influential in
Donald Rumsfeld's Defense Department,
advocates the Israeli tactics of offensive
bombing of adversaries. “In 1981 the
Israelis faced an urgent choice: Should
they allow Saddam Hussein to fuel a
French-buiit nuclear reactor near
Baghdad or destroy it? The lsraelis decid-
ed to strike preemptively. Everything we
know [sic] about Saddam Hussein forces
[sic] President Bush to make a similar
choice: to take a pre-emptive action or
wait, possibly until it is too late”"
Another prominent colon, Senator
Joseph Lieberman (D.-Conn.). called on
the U.S. to bomb Syria, Iraq and Iran
immediately after 9/11, echoing Prime

Minister Sharon's policy advice to
President Bush. Alan Dershowitz,
Harvard law professor,

publicly endorsed both tor-
ture and repressive legisla-
tion in the U.S. — modeled
on the lsraeli system of
unlimited  detention  of
Palestinians."

The colon’'s subordi-
nate U.S. policy to Israel’s
foreign policy needs, inde-
pendent of circumstances
and the extremities to
which Israel's colonial poli-
cies push it. Moreover, as
representatives  of  the
hegemonic power in the
U.S., they even try to micro-
manage security measures
— torture in interrogation —
as well as becoming vociferous advocates
of a generalized Middle East war. The
colons have successfully influenced the
U.S. government to block any EU initia-
tives toward international mediation, as
well as the U.S.-sponsored Mitchell Plan,
advocating peace observers in the
Occupied Territories. In a word, the U.S,,
despite its occasional and inconsequen-
tial criticism of Israel’'s excesses, has not
only been an unconditional supporter of
Israel, but it has done so in the context of
a prolonged bloody repression and occu-

pation of Palestinian territories, to which
Washington is a party to securing. Israeli
hegemony over the U.S. via its colons is a
formidable weapon for neutralizing the
US’s NATO allies, Arab petroleum
clients, the vast majority of the General
Assembly of the United Nations and
even its own public on certain Middle
Eastern issues.

Even more dangerous is the irra-
tional paranoia which the colons import
from lsrael to the U.S., such as all Arabs
are suspect; Middle Eastern adversaries
should be threatened if not bombed;
secret military tribunals and summary jus-
tice should be meted out to suspected
terrorists. The mass media are especially
tuned to pick up the lsraeli paranoid syn-
drome: magnifying every threat, featuring
Israeli resolution and efficiency against
Arab “terronists” The paranoid style of
politics has led to Israel’s attacks on Arab
countries in the Middle East, espionage
on the U.S., illegal purchase of nuclear
devices in the U.S. and unremitting vio-
lence against Palestinians and Lebanese.
The danger is that the assimilation of the
paranoid style by the U.S. has vast con-

ISRAEL HAS ACKNOWLEDGED STATE-
SANCTIONED PHYSICAL AND MENTAL
ABUSE OF PRISONERS IN INTERROGA-
TION, WHICH HAS BROAD PUBLIC
SUPPORT. THE U.S. FOLLOWS SUIT BY
IMPRISONING THE WIVES AND DAUGH-
TERS OF WANTED IRAQI BAATHISTS.

sequences not only for the Mideast but
for the rest of the world and ultimately to
demaocratic freedom in the U.S.

What the intellectual colons and
other Israeli publicists forget to mention
is that lIsraeli security policy in the
Occupied Territories is a total disaster:
Israeli bus stations, public malls, five-
star hotels, pizzerias and all of its fron-
tiers have been attacked and hundreds
of Israeli citizens have been killed and
injured. Tens of thousands of educated
Israelis flee the country precisely
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because of insecurity and the proximity
of violence, which neither the Shin Bet,
the Army or the settlers are capable of
preventing. Enlightened lsraelis are espe-
cially embittered by the enormous costs
of the settlement movement.'®

Israel’s Colonial Style: The U.S.
Pays Tribute to the State of Israel
In the face of Israel's defiance of world
public opinion, and its refusal to permit
any international humanitarian organiza-
tion to examine the results of its murder-
ous destruction of the towns and refugee
camps in the Occupied Territories, who is
financing the Israell state and why does
that financing continue in the face of
world opprobrium?

The attempt by the United Nations
to investigate Israel's near total
destruction of Jenin in the spring of
2003 has evoked the hostility of the
entire Israeli political class. Shimon
Peres (the self-styled Labor moderate
in Sharon’s government) accused the
170-plus  member United Nations
Organization of “blood libel”

The question of who is financing the
Israeli state is basic
because Israel as we know
it today is not a viable state
without massive external
support. Billions of dollars
are raised from a variety of
Jewish and non-Jewish
institutions to sustain the
Israeli war machine, its
policy of generous subsi-
dies for Jews enticed to
settle in colonies in the
Occupied Territories and in
Israel, with the world's
20th highest living stan-
dards for lsrael's Jewish
citizens.® Without external
aid lsrael's economy would
require severe cutbacks in
living standard and working conditions,
leading to the likely flight of most Israeli
professionals, businessmen and recent
overseas immigrants. The lsraeli military
budget would be reduced and lsrael
would be obligated to reduce its military
interventions in the Arab East and the
Occupied Territories. Israel would cease
being a rentier state living on overseas
subsidies and would be obligated to
engage in productive activity — a return to
farming, manufacture and services minus
the exploitation of low-paid Asian maids,
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imported Eastern European farm workers
and Palestinian construction laborers.

Europe continues to privilege the
importation of Israeli exports and finan-
cial services, despite overt
and malicious attacks by
leaders of both lsraeli par-
ties. Prominent Jewish
organizations in France and
England, linked to major
parties, have muted any
efforts to use the “trade
card” to pressure Israel to
accept European Union or
United Nations mediation.
European trade and finan-
cial ties to Israel, however,
are not the basic prop for
the Israeli war machine. The
principal basis for long-
term, large-scale financial
support is found in the U.S.,
among public and private
institutions.

In the United States
there are essentially four
basic sources of financial, ideological and
political support for the lsraeli rentier
economy:

1. Wealthy Jewish contributors and
powerful disciplined fundraising organi-
zations.

2. The U.S. government — both
Congress and the Presidency.

3. The mass media — particularly the
New York Times, Hollywood and the
major television networks.

4. Some trade union bosses and
heads of union pension funds.

THE

There is substantial overlap in these
four institutional configurations. For
example, Jewish supporters in the Israeli
fobby work closely with congressional
leaders to secure long-term, large-scale
U.S. military and economic aid for Israel.
Most of the mass media and a few trade
unions are influenced by unconditional
supporters of the Israeli war machine and
its rentier economy.

In the political sphere, pro-Israeli
politicians and powerful Jewish organi-
zations have joined forces with pro-Israel
ultra right-wing mass-based Christian
fundamentalists and powerful political
leaders tied to the military — industrial
complex like Secretary of Defense
Donald Rumsfeld and Vice President
Dick Cheney.

Israel’s unconditional support of
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Washington's anti-communism and sub-
sequent anti-terrorist military offensive
has strengthened ideological and military
ties between U.S. right-wing political

U.S. TAXPAYERS HAVE BEEN FUNDING
WAR MACHINE WITH
ABOUT $6 BILLION A YEAR OF DIRECT
ASSISTANCE FOR OVER 35 YEARS.
RANK AND FILE TRADE UNION MEM-
BERS MIGHT BE SURPRISED TO LEARN
THAT THEIR PENSION FUNDS HAVE
BEEN INVESTED IN ISRAEL BONDS WITH
BELOW NORMAL RATES OF RETURN AND
HIGHER RISK.

leaders, pro-Israeli politicians and the
leaders of the leading Jewish organiza-
tions. The politics of Washington's new
imperialism coincides splendidly with
the Sharon-Peres conquest and destruc-
tion of the Occupied Territories. It is not
surprising that four of the leading advo-
cates of Washington's permanent war
doctrine and Israeli aggression are Paul
Wolfowitz, Douglas Feith, Elliott Abrams
and Richard Perle.

The mass media in the U.S., particu-
larly the “respectable” New York Times,
have been in the forefront of propagan-
dizing Israeli conquest and destruction as
a “defensive,” “anti-terrorist war” Not a
single voice or editorial in the New York
Times has spoken of the mass killing of
Palestinian civilians and Israel’s destruc-
tion of priceless historical and religious
sites that go back over 2,000 years.”
While lsrael’'s war machine destroys
ancient monasteries and the heritage of
world culture, the pro-Israeli mass media
in the U.S. ignore the Church’s protests
at the Israeli shelling of the Church of the
Nativity and the murder of those seeking
sanctuary.

U.S. taxpayers have been funding
the Israeli war machine with about $6 bil-
lion a year of direct assistance for over 35
years. Rank and file trade union members
might be surprised to learn that their
pension funds have been invested in

Israel bonds with below normal rates of
return and higher risk. Despite the poor
investment quality of Israeli bonds, some
of the largest U.S. trade unions, employee
pension funds and major
multinational corporations
have collectively loaned bil-
lions of dollars to the Israeli
regime. In all cases, the deci-
sions to purchase a foreign
government's bonds are
made by the trade union
bosses and corporate fund
managers without consult-
ing union membership or
stockholders.

Nathan  Zirkin, a
financial director of the
Retail, Wholesale and

Department Store Union,
when asked if his union
would continue to purchase
Israel bonds despite Israel's
repression and arrest of
Palestinian trade unionists
and activists, replied
“Absolutely. The Palestinians didn't have a
damn thing until Israel came in""®

Some of the trade unions which are
purchasers of Israeli bonds are controlled
or influenced by the Mafia. The Teamsters
union is the biggest purchaser of Israeli
bonds; it is also the union which has seen
more senior officials indicted for Mafia
ties, illicit use of union funds and massive
robbery of membership pension funds. in
this case the trade union Mafioso were
buying favorable propaganda from the
mass media and support from the
‘respectable” Jewish organizations via
the purchase of Israeli bonds.

The most notarious case is the for-
mer International Ladies Garment
Workers Union (ILGWU), now called
UNITE, a union whose members are 95%
Black, Hispanic, and Chinese, most earn-
ing at or below the minimum wage.
UNITE's leadership and high-level staff
are overwhelmingly pro-Israel and eamn
between $100,000 and $350,000 a year
plus expenses.” Clearly the Jewish trade
union bosses have a greater affinity for
the State of Israel and its oppression of
Palestinian workers than they have with
their own poorly organized workers,
employed under some of the worst
working conditions in the U.S.

Israeli bond promoters, with sup-
port from Mafia-influenced corrupt trade
union bosses, have sold hundreds of
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millions of dollars of Israel bonds to 1,500
labor organizations at interest rates
below those of other available securities
and well below what most investors would
expect from loans to an economically trou-
bled foreign government like Israel.

Three factors account for the U.S.
trade union bosses channeling their
members’ pension funds and union dues
into Israeli bonds: (1) political protection
and respectability in being associated
with Israel and its lobbyists — this is
especially important to Mafia-linked and
corrupt officials; (2) ideological and eth-
nic ties between Jewish trade union lead-
ers and Israel; (3) the use of Israeli bonds
to launder funds obtained illicitly by union
bosses. The main organization selling
israeli bonds managed to settle money-
laundering cases brought by the U.S.
Securities and Exchange Commission
“out of court.”

Accomplices to Genocide

In Israel two out of three Israelis (65%)
polled in late April 2002 supported
Sharon and almost 90% believed the
regime’s propaganda that the UN. com-
mission to investigate lIsraeli devastation
of the Occupied Territories “will not be
fair to Israel” The lIsraeli public, the US.
trade union bosses, and political and
financial elites who finance Sharon are
accomplices to the crimes against the
Palestinian people. Obviously the shrink-
ing minority of Jews in Israel who oppose
the military machine have little or no influ-
ence in policy, in the media and in secur-
ing overseas financial support.

Because of powerful unconditional
external financial and military support pri-
marily from influentiat Jews in the U.S,,
Christian fundamentalists, the military
industrial complex, the Pentagon extrem-
ists, and corrupt U.S. trade unionists,
Israel is able to defy world public opinion,
slander humanitarian organizations and
human rights leaders, and brazenly con-
tinue its genocidal policies. Israeli leaders
know “their people”: They know they
have unconditional supporters who have
already been tested. They know that their
bankers, professionals and fundamental-
ists will back them up to the last mur-
dered Palestinian: The march of the
100,000 in Washington in the midst of the
Jenin massacre proved it. The huge
turnout of politicians at the annual AIPAC
conference during the massacres in the
Rafah refugee camp in the Gaza Strip

confirms that they support the butchers
of Rafah.

Fabrication of the Iraq War Threat:
U.S. Zionists in Action

There is growing debate and criticism in
the U.S. Congress and media of the Bush
administration’s fabricated evidence of
Iraq's possession of weapons of mass
destruction. Even more serious, the
investigation and testimony of top U.S.
military and civilian officials in the
Pentagon and State Department reveal
profound differences and divisions
between themselves and the “political
appointees.” The testimony and evidence
of these professionals’ revelations are
crucial to understanding the structure of
real power in the White House. It is in
times of crisis and division in the govern-
ing class that we the public are given
insights into who governs for whom.

After years of U.N. inspections, and
more than a year of thousands of search-
es and interviews by over a thousand
U.S. military, intelligence and scientific
inspectors it has been definitively demon-
strated that lIrag did not possess
weapons of mass destruction (or even a
useful national defense), a point now
practically conceded by some members
of the Bush administration. This raises the
next key question: Who in the Bush
regime provided the fabricated evidence
and for what purpose?

The initial response of the Bush
apologists was to attribute the fabrica-
tions to “bureaucratic errors” and “com-
munication failures” or, as Wolfowitz cyn-
ically claimed, to “"secure a consensus for
the war policy”?" CIA Director George
Tenet became the self-confessed scape-
goat for the “mistakes” and eventually
had to “resign.”” As the investigations pro-
gressed, however, testimony from a mul-
tiplicity of high level sources in the Bush
regime revealed that there were two
channels of policy-making and advisers,
the formal structure made up of career
professional military and civilians in the
Pentagon and State Department and a
parallel structure made up of political
appointees. From all available evidence it
was the “unofficial” political advisers,
organized by Wolfowitz, Feith and
Rumsfeld in the Office of Special Planning
(OSP), who were the source of the fabri-
cated evidence, which was used to “jus-
tify” the invasion and occupation of Iraq.
The OSP was headed by Abram Shulsky

Petras

and included other neo-conservatives,
who have virtually no professional knowi-
edge or qualification in intelligence and
military  affairs. Douglas Feith,
Undersecretary of Defense, and Paul
Wolfowitz set up the OSP. Shulsky is an
avid follower and protégé of Richard
Perle, the well-known militarist and long
time supporter of military attacks on Arab
regimes in the Middle East.

According to the testimony of a
Pentagon insider, Lt. Col. Karen
Kwiatkowski, who worked in the office of
the Undersecretary of Defense for Policy,
Near East and South Asia Division and
Special Plans in the Pentagon, “...in
terms of Israel and fraq all primary staff
work was conducted by political
appointees, in the case of Israel a desk
officer appointee from the Washington
Institute for Near East Policy and in the
case of Iraq, Abe Shulsky.” Equally impor-
tant, the ex-Pentagon official describes
the existence of “cross-agency cliques.”
She describes how the members of a
variety of neo-conservative and pro-Israel
organizations (Project for a New
American Century, the Center for Security
Policy and the American Enterprise
Institute), who are now in the Bush
regime, only interact among themselves
across the various agencies. She points
out that major decisions result from
“groupthink” the uncritical acceptance
of prevailing points of view and the
uncritical acceptance of extremely nar-
row and isolated views.” She was forced
to resign by her chief after she told him
that “some folks [the cliques and net-
works] in the Pentagon may be sitting
beside Hussein in the war crimes tribu-
nal” for their destructive war and occupa-
tion policies.”

What is very clear is that the OSP
and its directors Feith and Wolfowitz were
specifically responsible for the fabricated
evidence of the “Weapons of Mass
Destruction” that justified the war.

The OSP and the other members of
the networks that operated throughout
key U.S. agencies shared a right-wing
pro-militarist ideology and were fanatical-
ly pro-Israel. Feith and Perle authored an
infamous policy paper in 1996 for Likud
Party extremist Benjamin Netanyahu,
entitled “A Clean Break: A New Strategy
for Securing the Realm.” which called for
the destruction of Saddam Hussein. The
OSP was an arm of the Wolfowitz-Feith
policy of furthering the policies of the
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most extremist groups of the Sharon
regime, forging close ties with a parallel
ad hoc intelligence operation in the Israeli
regime according to a report from the
British newspaper, The Guardian.”

The finger clearly points to Zionist
zealots who directed the OSP, like Abram
Shulsky and Feith, as the source for the
“phony intelligence” which led to the war
that Wolfowitz and Rumsfeld were seeking.

To understand the central role of the
Zionist ideologues in shaping U.S. foreign
policy in the Middle East it is important to
frame it in the context of U.S.-Israel rela-
tions and the powerful influence of the
pro-israel lobby inside of the U.S. As
Patrick Seale describes in the liberal U.S.
bi-weekly The Nation, “The Friends of
Ariel Sharon (among the Jewish pro-
Israel zealots) loathe Arabs and
Muslims... What they wished for was an
improvement in Israel’s military and
strategic environment”” The U.S. inva-
sion of Irag and its aggressive military
posture toward most Arab regimes in the
Middle East has made the names of these
Zionist policymakers known to the world.
Wolfowitz and Feith are second and third
in command of the Pentagon. Their pro-
tégés in the OSP include Abram Shulsky,
Richard Perle of the Defense Policy
Board, and Elliott Abrams (a defender of
the Guatemalan genocide of the 1980s),
senior director for Middle East affairs for
the National Security Council.
Washington's most influential pro-lsrael
zealots include William Kristol and Robert
Kagan of the The National Standard, the
Pipes family and a large number of pro-
Israel institutes which work closely with
and share the outlook of the right-wing
Zionists in the Pentagon.

The Zionist Power Configuration in
the United States

C. Wright Mills once wrote that the U.S.
“power elite” ruled by denying it heid
power. The Zionist elite follows this for-
mula, but defends it by accusing its
adversaries of being “anti-Semites” and
pursuing retributive measures that would
please former Senator Joseph McCarthy.
The Zionist power configuration (ZPC)
cannot be understood merely as the
“Jewish lobby” or even the AIPAC, as for-
midable as it is with its 150 full-time func-
tionaries. The ZPC can best be under-
stood as a complex network of inter-
related formal and informal groupings,
operating at the national, regional and

local levels and directly and systematical-
ly subordinated to the State of Israel, its
power holders and key decision makers.
Influence is wielded via virulently attack-
ing critics and pushing pro-lsrael "news”
and commentaries. The fourth circle of
influence is through local and sectoral
organizations (professional bodies, trade
unions, pension funds, etc.), both those
affiliated with national apparatus and
those embedded in local “civil society.
This is probably the most serious threat
as it inhibits average U.S. citizens from
voicing their doubts and criticisms of
Israeli policy. All over the U.S., local edi-
tors, critical intellectuals and activists and
even doctors have been branded as
“neo-Nazis” and have suffered threaten-
ing phone calls and visits by local pro-
Israel zealots. The consequences usually
stop discussion and/or intimidate local
citizens advocating an independent and
democratic foreign policy.

The ZPC in Action: The Iraq War

The major theoretical strategist of U.S.
World Empire is Paul Wolfowitz, who first
presented a detailed outline of action in
1992. The argument for permanent wars,
unilateral action and colonial conquest
was spelled out for the first Bush admin-
istration, and later supported implicitly
during the Clinton administration's con-
tinued military attacks against Iraq, its
unconditional backing of Israel's war
against the Palestinians, the Balkan wars,
the de facto takeover of the ex-
Communist states of Eastern Europe, the
Baltic states and the South-Central
Republics of the ex-USSR. The Clinton
administration’s vigorous intervention in
favor of Yeltsin's seizure of power and
backing of the Russian oligarchs played a
major role in dismembering and weaken-
ing its former adversary to world domina-
tion. Clinton’s unconditional support for
israel and more important the formulation
of a Mideast strategy convergent with
Israeli foreign policy was tied to two sets
of policies: destroying the military and
economic power of one of Israel's main
critics in the Mideast (lraq) via economic
boycotts, arms inspections and unilateral
disarmament of Iraq, while Israel stock-
piled nuclear and other weapons of mass
destruction; financing and arming lIsraeli
expansion and colonization of Arab
Palestine. Direct Zionist influence over
U.S. Mideast policy was shaped by
Secretary of State Madeleine Albright

who justified the U.S. induced deaths of
500,000 Iragi children during her tenure
in office, declaring “It was worth it”
Secretary of Defense William Cohen was
instrumental in promoting Israeli military
dominance in the Middle East and
Richard Holbrooke, a closet Zionist was
one of the most influential Clinton advis-
ers on the Middle East “peace negotia-
tions.” President Clinton and the
Democrats laid the basis for the eventual
capture of U.S. foreign policy-making by
the Zionists in the subsequent Bush
administration by accepting Zionists in
strategic foreign policy positions influ-
encing Mideast policy and shaping U.S.
policy to fit Israeli expansionist aims.

The Bush regime represented a
qualitative advance in Zionist power in
U.S. policies, both foreign and domestic.
The key economic policymaker was Alan
Greenspan, head of the U.S. Central Bank
(Federal Reserve Board), a long-time
crony of Wall Street financial interests
and promoter of the major pro-Israeli
investment houses — responsible for
the speculative boom and bust econ-
omy of the 1990s. Paul Wolfowitz,
Undersecretary of Defense was the
architect of the U.S. war policy for the
Middle East. Richard Perle, the vitupera-
tive influential civilian militarist whose
hatred of Arabs was matched by his blind
tirades against the professional military
commanders and intelligence agencies
who refused to subordinate U.S. military
policy to lIsrael's regional interests, was
head of the Defense Policy Board.
Douglas Feith, Assistant Secretary of
Defense, a fanatical Zionist and lifetime
defender of Israel’s interests and consult-
ant with right-wing lIsraeli regimes, was
the principal planner and successful pro-
pagandist for the U.S. attack on lraq.
David Frum, the major policy speech
writer for Bush and author of Bush's infa-
mous “Axis of Evil" speech, which made
explicit and operational “Bush’s policy” of
permanent wars against Arab nations
and other critics of Israeli power, is a
Canadian Zionist. Elliott Abrams, a racist
Zionist (he condemns American Jews
who marry Gentiles)”® and a long-term
proponent of the lIsrael First doctrine
within the Zionist elite was put in charge
of Middle East policy despite being a
convicted felon for his role in the Central
American Iran-Contra (Drugs for Guns)
Scandal, and an intellectual architect of
the Guatemalan genocide of 1981-1983.
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sonnel — over the shocked objections of
experienced senior U.S. military officers
who had expected to work with the sur-
rendered military and administrative
structure of frag to control the colony.
This opened the way for the pillage of
Iraq’s complex infrastructure and historic
treasures and libraries, as well as the
growth of criminal gangs involved in theft,
kidnap for ransom, murder and rape —
activities virtually unknown under the
tight Baathist regime. Rumsfeld dis-
missed the massive destruction of lraqi
society as the “messiness of freedom.”

Many top U.S. military officials
objected, as did the first U.S.
pro-consul, former General
Jay Garner. But the Zionists
in the Pentagon and their
partners in crime, Rumsfeld
and Cheney, were deter-
mined to dismantle the secu-
lar Iraqi state. This was the
result of a policy to turn lraq
into a desert kingdom — a
loose collection of at least
three “tribal” client mini-
states based on ethnicities,
religious-tribal loyalties for-
ever incapable of opposing
Israeli expansionism.*®
Instead of easy conquest, the
“Israel First” Pentagonistas
provoked a massive popular
opposition, unified the reli-
gious and secular groups in
opposition to the U.S. occu-
pation, and swelled the ranks
of the armed resistance with
thousands of discharged
armed professionals. In the
course of pursuing a policy of strength-
ening lIsrael's regional position, the
Zionists weakened the U.S. colonial
occupation and medium term plans to
convert Iraq into a U.S. oil colony. The
result has been thousands of U.S. military
and client collaborators dead, maimed
and wounded, and a burgeoning world-
wide opposition, particularly in the Arab
East, and among several hundred miltion
Muslims.

The lsrael First Pentagonistas suc-
cessfully promoted the idea that the
Israeli military and intelligence experts
had a lot to teach their ignorant American
counterparts on “urban warfare” and
“information gathering” drawing on
Israel's wealth of experience: Over 50
years, lIsrael expelled and destroyed

Palestinian communities and developed
interrogation and torture techniques on
Palestinian and Lebanese captives.”” The
purpose of the Pentagon Zionists was to
deepen the ties with Israel's security
apparatus as part of a middle term goal of
making “the cause of Israel as the cause
of America” (as prostrate presidential
candidate Kerry has pledged).”” The
long-term goal was to leverage military
security and to co-manufacture military
weaponry between the U.S. and lsrael
into the Grand Scheme of a Greater
Middle East U.S.-Israel Co-Prosperity
Sphere. Imperial Israel would then have

THE ZIONISTS IN THE PENTAGON AND
THEIR PARTNERS IN CRIME, RUMSFELD
AND CHENEY, WERE DETERMINED TO
DISMANTLE THE SECULAR IRAQI STATE.
THIS WAS THE RESULT OF A POLICY TO
TURN IRAQ INTO A DESERT KINGDOM —
A LOOSE COLLECTION OF AT LEAST
THREE “TRIBAL” CLIENT MINI-STATES
BASED ON ETHNICITIES, RELIGIOUS-
TRIBAL LOYALTIES FOREVER INCAPABLE
OF OPPOSING ISRAELI EXPANSIONISM.

access to water. oil, capital and markets,
which the heavily subsidized rentier mili-
tarist state lacks at the present.

The Torture Apparatus

The torture-interrogation techniques
taught by the Israeli instructors con-
verged nicely with, updated and refined
the older CIA torture manuals, more
specifically introducing specificities per-
taining to torturing Muslims and espe-
cially Arabs.®® Once again the Zionist-
tsraeli priorities undermined U.S. imperi-
alist policies: The photo revelations of
U.S. soldiers torturing, raping and humili-
ating Iraqi prisoners discredited the U.S.
occupation worldwide, heightened Arab
and Muslim resistance throughout the
Middle East and discredited the Bush

regime.  Congressional hearings and
mass media reports even provoked a
burst of public disapprovat of the invasion
of traq and Bush’s handling of the occu-
pation.  Throughout the country there
were calls, including from members of
Congress, for Rumsfeld’'s resignation.
Curiously enough. there were virtually no
calls for the resignation of the israel First
Pentagonistas — who were equally impli-
cated and responsible for the mass tor-
ture of Muslim detainees. According to
Newsweek, Douglas Feith was in charge
of setting policy on lIragi detainees.™
Even in the face of this horrible crime
against humanity, even in
the general national outcry
to investigate, impeach and
hold responsible those
involved, the top Zionist
co-architects of the war,
the responsible heads
(numbers 2 and 3) of
Pentagon intelligence In
the lrag war involved in
ordering the torture have
escaped critical scrutiny,
protected as they are up to
now by the pro-lsrael pun-
dits. political fundraisers,
presidential campaign
fundraisers and influentials.

Nevertheless, the
widespread condemnation
of these war crimes. the
media exposure of the sys-
tematic  lies of the
Pentagonistas and the fear
that the highly influential
and visible role of the Israel
Firsters has raised alarm
bells among some of the most astute
congressional Zionists, fearful of an anti-
Israel  backlash.®’  Senator  Frank
Lautenberg (D.-N.J.). a committed
Zionist, called for the “replacement” of
Wolfowitz and Feith. “The men in charge
have let down the soldiers in uniform.
Simply replacing Secretary Rumsfeld witl
change little at the Pentagon if his dis-
credited team of advisers remains in
high-level positions. It is time for us to
bring in new civilian leadership at the
Defense Department” (Newsday, May 13,
2004). Lautenberg makes it abundantly
clear that the Pentagan Zionists are cen-
tral to the whole U.S. war effort, from
beating the war drums, to cooking the
data, designing the war strategy. to
micromanaging the business of interro-
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of Irag, some Congress members have
been critical of the war. Hundreds of
thousands of people have demonstrated
their  disapproval. Many ‘Jewish-
Americans have participated in the
protests and in some cases have led the
protests. Yet many of these progressive
Jews refuse to allow criticism of Israeli
complicity in the war to be included in the
demonstrations. While the U.S. pursues
the war in Iraq, the lsraeli government
has been equally brutal: engaging in pre-
meditated assassination of Palestinian
leaders, systematically destroying thou-
sands of homes, farms, orchards, stores,
schools, mosques and factories, and
killing and maiming thousands of
Palestinians activists, civilian women and
children. They resort to the routine hood-
ing, manacling and torture of detainees.
All the major pro-Israel Jewish groups in
the U.S., have defended all these crimes
against humanity, successfully pressured
both major parties, the Congress and
President to say nothing:
no protest, no investiga-
tion, no punishment. By its
blind support for israeli
colonial brutality the U.S.
has alienated several hun-
dred million Muslims, mil-
lions of Arabs of all faiths,
the great majority of
Furopeans, Africans and
Asians, heightening U.S.
global isolation. At a time
when Muslims and Arabs
are conquered and perse-
cuted, thousands jailed
and many “disappeared”
by the U.S. lIsraeli and
Furopean governments,
Secretary of State Colin
Powell convenes a meet-
ing in Europe on the rising
danger of “anti-
Semitism”! And the U.N,
under Kofi Annan, follows
suit with its own meeting
on “anti-Semitism” during
the ongoing devastation in the Rafah
refugee camps in the Gaza Strip. The
major Jewish organizations repeat the
Sharon line “anti-Zionists” are “anti-
Semites” — and it becomes the estab-
lished policy in the US. and in some
countries of Europe ... to the point that
individuals critical of Zionism are fired,
cultural institutions pressured into cen-
soring anti-Zionist events and creating a

CONGRESS

general culture of fear of offending the
hegemonic Jewish organizations. Even
Webster's recent dictionary equates anti-
Zionism with anti-Semitism.**

Conclusion

The problems of peace and war, humane
treatment of all racial and ethnic groups,
of allocating foreign aid to those in the
Third World who need it most and not to
an aggressive colonial state with the 20"
highest per capita income should be fore-
most on our agenda. Confronting
Zionists, Israel and its overseas loyalists
requires us to face up to the inter-related
challenges of opposing U.S. military and
economic imperialism and its class and
ethno-religious backers, regardless of
their Biblical claims of being a special
people with a unique history, cause or
claims on humankind. Many profound
questions are pending and will certainly
be raised after the Iraqi military debacle,
which cost so many U.S. lives and bled

ONCE AGAIN THE ZIONIST LOBBY HAS
DEMONSTRATED ITS POWER — EVEN
TURNING BUSH AND THE U.S.
SELF-EFFACING
POLITICAL IDIOTS BEFORE SHARON.
AFTER BUSH PUT ALL OF HIS LIMITED
CREDIBILITY IN MIDEAST POLITICS IN
HIS “ROAD MAP” FOR A MIDDLE EAST
PEACE ACCORD, SHARON UNILATERAL-
LY DECLARED A POLICY OF “ANNEXA-
TION AND SEPARATION” AND TOLD
BUSH TO SWALLOW IT.

INTO

the budget of so many billions that
should have been spent on tens of mil-
lions of U.S. citizens and residents with-
out health care and adequate living stan-
dards. There will certainly be a call for a
congressional investigation to answer
questions about “Why did the U.S. launch
the war?” and above all "Who was
responsible?” There will be one series of
questions, however, which will provoke

the most vehement and concerted oppo-
sition to questions raised about the role
of the Pentagon Zionists, their advisers,
collaborators and supporters in and out
of the Bush regime.

This line of inquiry will predictably be
opposed by the neo-conservatives. liber
als and Jewish organizations and thefr
non-Jewish allies in and out of the gov-
ernment, including those who did a mag-
nificent job of exposing the non-Zionist
militarists in the Bush administration, but
curiously enough forgot to even mention
the Zionist cohorts and their ideological
and organized backers in “civil society.*

The inquiry could serve as an educa-
tional experience in informing U.S. citi-
zens on the profoundly undemocratic
nature of decision-making in questions of
war and peace. the threats that civilian-
militarists represent in relation to interna-
tional law and the rights of national self
determination and the real threat of highly
organized internal elites who become
transmission belts for colonial
mini-states  carving  out
regional empires.

There are two lines of
inquiry with regard to the dis-
astrous Zionist influence on
U.S. war policy in the Middle
East. One line, on the nght,
comes from the “nationalist”
empire builders who see the
problem of Zionist power in
terms of the negative effect
that the war has had on U.S.
empire building.” They are
likely to testify that the Israeli
loyalists isolated the U.S. from
its European and other con-
servative allies, by pushing for
a unilateral military conquest
strategy, instead of engaging
in joint diplomatic and eco-
nomic strategies and pressur-
ing Israel to act like a "normal
state,” by negotiating a "peace
for land” two-state solution.

In a word, the conser-
vatives (political, military and intelligence
officials) will argue that the Zionists, by
putting Israel in the center of their policy
making, undermined U.S. empire build-
ing, draining troops, resouyrces, money
and public support to support lsrael's
quest for regional domination.”

Another line of inquiry, from the left
or progressive side, is likely to address
the question of Zionist power over war
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become open and increasingly involved in
seeking answers. the critics of the Israel-
Zionist-Pentagon connection have a
grand opportunity to expose and weaken
the ties that bind. Moreover, outside the
U.S. we have mass public opinion in our
favor. In Latin America, Europe, Africa,
Asia - the great majority see lsrael as a
threat, not a force for peace. Secular,
democratic Jews anywhere else in the
world should have no problem criticizing
U.S. Zionists and their leading policy-
makers in the Pentagon. Nowhere except
in North America do the Israeli-centered
Zionists have such power as they have in
the U.S. Even in Israel there is a minority
of Jews who openly despise the
Pentagon-Zionists and their proposed
serial wars; they especially despise
Zionist 1deologues fike Richard Perle and
Douglas Feith who, from afar, are willing
to sacrifice the last Jewish soldier for their
megalomaniacal idea of “Greater Israel”

In this battie of ideas we have many
allies around the world, our ideas and
questions are relevant and will resonate
in this time of deep anxiety among the
American people. Let's move ahead and
de-colonize our country. our minds and
politics as a first step In reconstituting a
democratic republic, free of entangling
colonial and neo-imperial alliances!

*

Professor James Petras has 50 books and over
300 articles to tus credit. His work has been
translated into 30 languages

Robin Eastman Abaya is a politically active
physician and writer and lecturer on imperial-
ism and anti imperialism.
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