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TheHumanRaceSaysNo,
At theBrink of IraqWar
byMichele Steinberg andWilliam Jones

Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche, who has cata- tration who believes that the United States can—and
should—wage a unilateral war outside the UN. The realitylyzed international resistance to a new Mideast war, was a

guest of honor at the Kuwait National Day Celebration in reflected at the Kuwait National Day event was precisely what
LaRouche had specified to 750 people at the Presidents’ DayWashington, D.C. on Feb. 26. Arriving at the Willard Hotel

for the reception, LaRouche was met and escorted by a conference of the Schiller Institute: The entire human race
has spoken out against an imperial war on Iraq since the Feb.welcoming committee of Kuwaiti military and diplomatic

representatives. Attendees were soon buzzing over the news 14 UN Security Council (UNSC) session in New York. In
Washington, LaRouche was told privately by diplomats thatfrom London just hours earlier, that Tony Blair’s pro-Iraq war

policy had suffered the worst parliamentary rebuke within a his fight inside the United States and inside the Presidency to
stop the imperial war was like “a ray of light into the dark-Prime Minister’s governing party in the history of the House

of Commons. ness,” appreciated throughout the world.
Already, by the time LaRouche arrived at the reception

room, there was a long line of people waiting to shake handsDangerous Hours
LaRouche insists that the only way to be optimistic aboutwith the Kuwaiti Ambassador to Washington and his wife.

The American statesman was taken past the waiting line di- the chance to stop an Iraq war is to fight unceasingly to stop
it—and heis optimistic. He cautions that it is an extremelyrectly to the Ambassador. With cameras rolling and flashing,

the Ambassador and his wife immediately turned to dangerous situation because of the fanaticism of the neo-con-
servative imperial group in the Bush Administration, but, theLaRouche to tell him how honored they were by his atten-

dance. He was then escorted into the reception hall, leaving war can still be stopped. Indeed, an escalated pace of diplo-
macy, in the last 72 hours preceding the March 1 report onmany of the guests in line—victims of years of blackout and

slander of LaRouche in the American media—wondering ex- Iraq by UN chief weapons inspector Dr. Hans Blix, shows
that the commitment to a peaceful outcome is gaining ground.actly who it was, being given this VIP treatment.

The next VIP guest of the evening to be met by the delega- Tens of millions of demonstrators turned out in cities around
the world on Feb. 15; and nations representingbillions oftion was Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, who ap-

peared to much press fanfare and gawking, but did not remain citizens in Asia, Africa, Europe, and South America have
come out against the Iraq war.more than a few minutes before leaving. There was another

flurry of activity when District of Columbia Mayor Anthony From Pope John Paul II, who has called for an interna-
tional day of fasting for peace on March 5, Ash Wednesday;Williams came to read a proclamation from the city on

Kuwait. to the 114 nations of the Non-Aligned Movement, meeting in
Kuala Lumpur; to Africa’s 52 nations joining in a French-The irony of having LaRouche, America’s best-known

champion of peace, as a guest of honor at the same event as Africa declaration for a peaceful solution to the Iraq crisis; to
the 15-nation European Union; to the joint declaration of theRumsfeld, the advocate of pre-emptive war on Iraq—includ-

ing nuclear strikes against non-nuclear countries—was not African Union, representing all the countries of Africa; to the
individual statements to the UN Security Council of belea-lost on the attendees. Rumsfeld is one of those in the Adminis-
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The possibility that the world’s
mobilized opposition can still
stop an Iraq war, was focussed
in the irony of a Washington
embassy reception whose VIP
guests were Lyndon LaRouche,
leader of statesmanship against
“pre-emptive war,” and
Defense Secretary Donald
Rumsfeld, its most obvious
proponent.

guered nations seeking peace; to the unprecedented opposi- passed that would automatically give the right to start a war.
Also on Feb. 26, Russia and China opposed war: In a jointtion to the war from British Prime Minister Tony Blair’ s own

Labour party; to the joint statements by Russia’ s President communiqué, the two countries’ Foreign Ministers, Igor Iva-
nov and Tang Jiaxuan, said they “ reiterate their determinationand Germany’s Chancellor, and by Russia and China’ s for-

eign ministers, the message is the same: “War is not inevi- . . . to promote a political solution to the Iraq issue and believe
war can and should be avoided.” They demanded that “all thetable.”

That worldwide opposition is reported here and in accom- UN member states should respect and safeguard the authority
of the UN Security Council.” In France, a Feb. 26 debatepanying articles filed from EIR’ s international offices and

correspondents. This EIR report is a vital service, especially in the National Assembly resulted in majority support for
continuing inspections, not war.for the citizens of the United States who hear George W. Bush

and his administration’ s war-mongers dismiss the global op-
position to the war as “ just another opinion,” and claim that War Challenged Throughout Third World

The leadership of Germany, France, and Russia has giventhe United States can go to war unilaterally.
At the UN at the end of February, a German-French-Rus- voice to nations from Asia, Africa, the Middle East, and Ibero-

America. Very important was the Franco-African summit insian proposal for an aggressive timetable of UN inspections
was gaining far more support than the U.S.-U.K. war resolu- Paris, during which a clear and unanimous rejection of war

was voted up. Then, on Feb. 24-25, the Non-Aligned Move-tion. Russia, China, and France have the ultimate weapon, a
UN Security Council veto, but whether they will avail them- ment’ s (NAM) summit meeting in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia

issued a toughly worded, resounding “no” to any militaryselves of this last resort is an open question. If they abstain
from using their veto powers, but there is no nine-vote (re- aggression against Iraq, and a supplementary statement con-

demning Israel’ s assault on Palestinian territories, and viola-quired) majority, then, the Washington Post mooted, this
would be bad news for Washington. The paper cited a senior tions of UNSC resolutions. A meeting of the Organization of

Islamic Conference (OIC), which took place in Kuala LumpurU.S. official saying, under those circumstances, “ the adminis-
tration will make a ‘ tactical decision’ as to whether it is better at the NAM conclusion, also moved in this direction against

war. A full meeting of the OIC is about to convene in Qatar.to proceed to war with no vote at all.” The resolution might
even be withdrawn; but while Washington claims that option, The Non-Aligned Movement “welcome the decision by

Iraq to facilitate the unconditional return of, and cooperationTony Blair does not.
Members of the anti-war coalition have redoubled their with” the UN inspectors, while they “welcome and support

all other efforts exerted to avert war against Iraq and call fordiplomatic efforts, to ensure that there be no majority at the
UN for the war resolution. On Feb. 26, in Moscow, where the persistent continuation of such efforts based on multilat-

eral as opposed to unilateral actions.” Another achievementGerman Chancellor Gerhard Schröder had gone on short no-
tice to meet President Vladimir Putin, the two issued a joint by NAM, taken in cooperation with Germany, which held the

UN Security Council rotating presidency in February, was tostatement saying that it is unacceptable that a resolution be
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expand the debate on Iraq in the Security Council. After South Jacques Chirac declared that Bush “would have two advan-
tages if he brought his soldiers back. I’m talking about aAfrica (which holds the current NAM presidency) requested

a wider debate allowing non-Security Council members to situation, obviously, where the inspectors say now there’ s
nothing left—and that will take a certain number of weeks.present testimony, Germany agreed, giving rise to daily show-

ings of opposition to the war. Of the 50 nations testifying . . . If Iraq is stripped of its weapons of mass destruction and
that’ s been verified by the inspectors, then Mr. Bush can sayfrom Feb. 18-20, only a handful supported the insane axioms

of the drive for war. two things: first, ‘Thanks to my intervention, Iraq has been
disarmed’ ; and second, ‘ I achieved all that without spillingTwo countries having a key logistical role in a possible

U.S. war—Qatar and Turkey—came out strongly for a peace- any blood.’ In the life of a statesman, that counts—no blood
spilled.”ful resolution, and giving more time to inspections. Qatar,

the command headquarters for the U.S. military in the Gulf, There are other indications of a shift. The Washington
website Capitol Hill Blue reported on Feb. 20, that some Bushannounced on Feb. 19 that it had called for a summit meeting

of the OIC in Qatar to discuss “ reaching a peaceful solution.” Administration strategists are urging the President to look for
an “exit strategy” from a “no-win” situation where the UnitedAdding a shocker, Qatar’ s UN envoy said, “we would like to

set on the record” that Qatar notes and objects to the double States does not have the UN Security Council votes for its
resolution. Republican Congressional leaders are also said tostandard set at the UN by the United States regarding Israel.

Qatar said, “Resolutions must be implemented by Israel, be telling Bush privately that he is losing support in Congress
for a go-it-alone war. “The President’ s war plans are in trou-which possesses an arsenal of nuclear weapons,” and the UN

should “subject the Israeli nuclear installations” to the inspec- ble, there’ s no doubt about that,” an adviser to House Speaker
Dennis Hastert (R-Ill.) was quoted. “Some Republican mem-tions of the International Atomic Energy Agency.

Iran, always cited by the warhawks as the proof that “ Iraq bers want a vote on military action and some of those say they
would, at this point, vote against.”attacks its neighbors,” told the Security Council that “ the

prospect of another destabilizing war in our immediate vicin-
ity is a nightmare scenario of death and destruction . . . a
catastrophe . . . beyond imagination.” Asserting that the
1980-88 Iran-Iraq War gave Iran unique authority to speak FacingGlobal ‘NoWar,’
on the issue, envoy Javan Zaria added, “one outcome is almost
certain: Extremism stands to benefit enormously from an un- U.S. Plays ‘Monopoly’
calculated adventure in Iraq. The prospect of appointing a
foreign military commander to run an Islamic and Arab coun- byMuriel Mirak-Weissbach
try is all the more destabilizing and only indicative of the
prevailing illusions.”

At a Schiller Institute conference in Washington on Feb. 15,
Democratic Party Presidential pre-candidate LyndonExit Strategy

There is no question that the war may still be prevented. LaRouche warned that within the next two to three weeks, the
decision whether to wage war against Iraq would be made inVirtually the entire world’ s population, and most govern-

ments, oppose it. Inside the United States, opposition contin- that city against a backdrop of a changed world, where the
“overwhelming majority of the human race” has spoken—ues to spread, where more than 120 city councils and county

governments have passed strong resolutions opposing the directly or indirectly—to say that the war against Iraq “shall
not happen.” He referenced the outpouring of tens of millionswar, including Los Angeles on Feb. 21. In the Senate, Robert

Byrd (D-W.V.) and Edward Kennedy (D-Mass.) introduced of people onto the streets of the world’ s major cities that day.
and the stunning opposition at the UN Security Council ona resolution to rescind the October 2002 vote by Congress that

gave Bush the okay to attack Iraq. In addition, authoritative Feb. 14, when Secretary of State Colin Powell delivered his
second pro-war speech.voices besides LaRouche, notably the Pope, are seeking a

“ face-saving exit strategy” for President Bush, to stop a war LaRouche’ s projected timeframe was confirmed by Egyp-
tian President Hosni Mubarak during a visit to Berlin on Feb.at this late hour. None other that Zbigniew Brzezinski, one

of the original authors of imperial policy of the Rumsfeld- 18, when he told press: “The U.S.A. gives [Saddam Hussein]
two to three weeks. Saddam must realize this.” MubarakCheney crew, came out against unilateral war in the Washing-

ton Post on Feb. 19, warning that a forced regime change in added that although the inspections should be allowed to con-
tinue, “ there must be a limited time” established. EgyptianIraq “may be purchased at too high a cost to America’ s global

leadership,” and that “ Iraq does not represent a global security diplomatic sources confirmed to EIR that Mubarak’ s state-
ments were closely coordinated with the Bush Adminis-threat.” The United States should give the UN inspectors

“several months” to complete the work, Brzezinski said. tration.
Within these parameters, the United States and U.K.,In an interview with Time on Feb. 16, French President
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along with Spain, presented a second resolution to the Secu- the top Chinese leadership, in hopes of getting a commitment
against a veto. On his way to Asia, Powell called the foreignrity Council on Feb. 24. The carefully worded text, worked

out in consultation with Spanish Prime Minister José Marı́a ministers of Chile, Mexico, and Bulgaria, to persuade them
to vote “yes.”Aznar, as well as Prime Minister Tony Blair in Britain and

Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi in Italy, did not explicitly At what price? According to a Feb. 21 summary in the
London Times, the carrots being offered include the follow-contain a declaration of war, but de facto established the casus

belli. The resolution proclaims “ false statements and omis- ing: Mexico is promised improved immigration regulations;
Bulgaria should get U.S. support for entry to the Europeansions” in the Iraqi report on its weapons programs; asserts

“ the threat Iraq’ s non-compliance with Council resolutions Union and increased military cooperation with NATO; Africa
(Angola, Guinea-Conakry, Cameroon) are promised devel-and proliferation of WMD [weapons of mass destruction] and

long-range missiles pose to international peace and security” ; opment aid and increased international status; Chile, a
stronger hand in talks on U.S. trade tariffs; and Russia isand in its key conclusion, states: “under Chapter VII of the

UN Charter” (which authorizes military action) the Security offered guarantees on $10-12 billion of Iraqi debt, as well as
possible oil contracts. Beijing, visited by Powell on Feb. 24,Council: “1: Decides that Iraq has failed to take the final

opportunity afforded to it in resolution 1441. 2: Decides to is vulnerable on its exports to the U.S. markets.
Nothing else compares to the fantastic agreements beingremain seized of the matter” (emphasis added). The world’ s

political leaders recognized that if the resolution were to be offered to Turkey, which are supposed to appear to include
tens of billions of dollars in loans and aid; access to cheapapproved, the United States and U.K. would consider it carte

blanche for military action. Iraq oil; and permission to invade northern Iraq with U.S.
forces and take control of some part of it, an act which couldThere is no guarantee that the new resolution will pass,

however. On the contrary, the international opposition to mili- easily be a “war within the war” between Turkey and the
Kurdish forces. But such a “deal” is suicidal for Turkey, itstary action has continued to expand since the Feb. 14 Security

Council session. As soon as the new resolution had been pre- economy, its desire to enter the EU, and its stability. Despite
weeks of this “monopoly game,” as of Feb. 27 Turkey’ s par-sented, a memorandum drafted by France, and co-signed by

Russia, Germany, and China, also was delivered to the Secu- liament still would not vote to allow the U.S. military forces—
waiting just offshore in Navy ships—to enter Turkey for therity Council. In it, the three veto powers and Germany asserted

that a new resolution is unnecessary. Stating that the inspec- war.
The big stick is also being wielded. Undersecretary oftions had yielded results, it laid out a plan for for step-by-step

disarmament, setting clear guidelines for every aspect of the State Marc Grossman reportedly said in Mexico City, “Any
country that doesn’ t go along with us will be paying a heavyprocess. The memo proposes that on March 7, the inspectors

present a plan, defining priorities and a timeframe for disarm- price.” As reported by the Washington Post on Feb. 25, the
American lobbying thrust is that the only issue is “whetherament. Further reports on their progress should follow every

three weeks, and a conclusive evaluation should be made in council members are willing to irrevocably destroy the world
body’s legitimacy by failing to follow the U.S. lead.” This isfour months, i.e., in early July. The memo clearly states that

the military option can be only the last means. according to senior U.S. and diplomatic sources. And, Under-
secretary of State John R. Bolton, “ told the Russian govern-French President Jacques Chirac and German Chancellor

Gerhard Schröder had met on Feb. 24, immediately after the ment that ‘we’ re going ahead,’ whether the council agrees or
not, a senior Administration official said.”new U.S.-U.K. resolution was presented. Chirac said: “We

see no reason in this context to change our logic, which is a The French publication Canard Enchaine on Feb. 26 cited
one French diplomat who said, “ It is hard to imagine thelogic of peace, and to switch to a logic of war.”
crusading spirit that reigns at the Pentagon and White House,”
referring to the pressure tactics being deployed at the UN. ItThe Grand Bazaar

Considering that Syria will vote against the new resolu- cites the case of Pakistan, saying that Washington has threat-
ened to take sides with India in the Kashmir conflict, if Islam-tion, and Germany will likely abstain, the U.S. and U.K. hope

for a simple nine-vote majority, while preventing France, abad is not forthcoming. More plausible is a warning embed-
ded in a Washington Post lead editorial on Feb. 25, to theRussia, and China from exercising a veto. It has become a

matter of armtwisting, bribing, and intimidating the govern- effect that if President Musharraf does not toe the line, he
could be out. Musharraf has been called personally by Presi-ments in the UN Security Council. Led by Colin Powell, top

U.S. diplomats have been travelling to Security Council mem- dent Bush on the matter and visited by U.S. CENTCOM chief
Gen. Tommy Franks.ber nations, while President George W. Bush himself is heav-

ily engaging in direct and phone diplomacy. Walter The veto powers have not been given a slightly more
cordial treatment. On Feb. 25, U.S. Ambassador to FranceKansteiner, Undersecretary of State for African Affairs, made

visits to the capitals of the three African nations in the Security Howard Leach stated in a television interview, that a French
veto would be considered an “unfriendly act.”Council, Angola, Guinea, and Cameroon. Powell met with
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