All of Diverse Indonesia Unites
Against the U.S. War Party

by Mike Billington

Indonesia, the world’s largest Muslim nation, is nonetheless President Megawati, the daughter of President Sukarno,
a highly diverse culture, with significant Christian and Bud- the Father of the Republic, together with her Cabinet, worked
dhist minorities, multiple ethnic cultures, and amix of secular  to bring peace and development back to the nation, by main-
and religious parties of all stripes. America’s most fanatictaining good relations with the United States while simultane-
war-hawk, Deputy Defense Secretary Paul Wolfowitz, was  ously shifting the focus of the economy to internal investment
U.S. Ambassador to Indonesia from 1986-89. Parading himand closer ties with the rest of Asia, especially China. But
self as a “friend of Indonesia,” Wolfowitz has held up the  with the “war on terrorism” after 9/11, Southeast Asia was
nation as a model of “moderate Islam,” as opposed to théargetted as the “second front” after Afghanistan, with
“extremist,” “dictatorial” regimes he derides in the Middle  Wolfowitz and others describing the nascent domestic terror-
East. ist problem as “international terrorism.” He described areas

But Wolfowitz and his cohorts have been unable towoo  of Indonesia as “outside of government control,” and thus
Indonesia into support for the current American descent int@ubject to potential U.S. (or Australian) unilateral military
Hell, as the Wolfowitz cabal have dispensed with interna-  action. When a popular foreign hangout on the resort island
tional and moral law in pursuit of their utopid®ax Ameri-  of Bali was bombed in October 2002, Indonesia was nearly
cana. Rather, Indonesia has united domestically, virtually  subjected to “supranational intervention” in breach of its sov-
without exception—Muslim, Christian, Buddhist, secular, re-ereignty. Only diligent police work, and strong government
ligious, Javanese, Acehan, Balinese, etc.—in opposition to  warnings in defense of sovereignty, held it off.
the U.S. aggression against Iraqg, and the “abnormal” leader- Emil Salim, one of the original “Berkeley Mafia” who
ship of George Bush. built up the Indonesian economy under President Suharto’s

President Megawati Sukarnoputri, the first head of stateegime in the 1970s and 1980s, and a co-director of the presti-
to visit the United States after 9/11, and praised by Wolfowitz ~ gious U.S.-Indonesia Society, told a meeting of the Society
for her courage and leadership in the war on terrorism, hag Washington on March 3 that the emergence of terrorism
now not only deplored the lawless assault by the U.S. war after the economic breakdown in 1998 had forced all Indone-
machine, but told a Muslim Women’s Conference: “We, thesians to ask, “What has happened to us?” But, he added, were
women of the world, need to remind those who claim them-  the United States to proceed with its threat of unilateral war
selves to be the world’s machos, that we do not admire whatn Iraq, outside of the norms of international law and without
they are doing. We are saddened to watch their show of  UN approval, “this would force us all to ask the question:
strength, which is not only destructive, but also retrogressivé/Vhat has happened to humanity?’ ”

and wrong. There are signs today that humanity is suffering This is, indeed, the response from every sector of society
setbacks because the law of the jungle is being practiced . in a nation which has repeatedly shown its love of America’s
where the strong feel they have a right to impose their will  true mission, since President Sukarno modeled the Constitu-
against the weak.” tion on that of the United States and proclaimed the famous
Bandung Conference of Asian and African Nations of 1955
Depression and Terrorism to be a continuation of the American Revolution of 1776.
Indonesia was nearly destroyed, economically and politi- What is happening today in America, Indonesians have

cally, by the assault of the financial speculators in the 1997shouted from every venue, is un-American.

98 Asian crisis—the first stage of the worldwide systemic

collapse of the globalization bubble. Under the gun of bothNational Resistance

the hedge funds and International Monetary Fund, the ethnic  Following the launching of the war, upwards of 1 million

and religious fault-lines in the nation fissured under the sud- people demonstrated on March 30 before the U.S. Embassy
den poverty, with bloody ethnic and separatist violence inin Jakarta, with speeches from the Catholic Bishops’ Confer-
several areas, and the re-emergence of domestic terrorism ence, the leading Islamic institutions, and political leaders of
against foreign and domestic authority. every persuasion—and only afew hundred police with batons

EIR April 18, 2003 International 41



there to maintain the peace.

Syéfii Ma arif, theleader of the 35 millon-strong Muham-
madiyah, pronounced that “Bush needs to see a psychiatrist,
because his mind-set is no longer normal. Itisapity to seea
superpower country having a leader like him.” Akbar
Tandjung, Speaker of the Parliament and head of Golkar, the
party of deposed President Suharto, threw his party’ s weight
against the war, and delivered aletter to the U.S. representa-
tive demanding American withdrawal from Iraq. Dewi
FortunaAnwar, atop aideto then-President Habibie, and now
head of the prominent Indonesian I nstitute of Science (LI1PI),
said that the failure of the UN to stop U.S. aggression takes
the world back to the time of “might makes right,” and de-
clared Bush clearly aterrorist. Vice President Hamzah Haz,
the head of one of theleading Islamic parties, called Bush the
“king of terrorists,” while Speaker of the Assembly Amien
Rais, the head of another Islamic party, denounced Bush asa
war criminal.

Indonesia has also taken aleading role in trying to save
the UN from irrelevance. Together with the Non-Aligned
Movement (NAM) and the Organization of the Islamic Con-
ference (OIC), and with support from Germany, France, Rus-
sia, and China, Indonesian Foreign Minister Hassan Wiray-
uda called for an emergency session of the Security Council,
opentoall nationsto debatethewar, which occurred onMarch
27-28. Slamet Hidayat, Indonesian Ambassador to the UN,
declaredin hispresentation: “ The Security Council must, and
must be seen to be seized of an issue which isin actual fact
preoccupying all of us, governments and peoples aike. Its
silencein calling for the immediate cessation of the aggres-
sion is deafening, indeed. . . . Ultimately, however, it is the
very foundation of the UN system, its inherent principle of
multilateralism, that isbeing tested. Unilateralism fromwhat-
ever source must be held in check.”

Call for UN Resolution 377

When the veto power of the United States and Britain at
the Security Council undermined any action thereto stemthe
assault onasovereign member state, Foreign Minister Hassan
insisted that UN Resolution 377, Uniting for Peace, be in-
voked, taking theissue to the General Assembly.

The Arab Group at the UN hasformally initiated that call.

Indicating the recognition that the American unilateral,
imperial policy is connected to the bankruptcy of the dollar-
based global financial/economic system, Vice President
Hamzah Haz proposed that the nation cease using the dollar
as the currency of account for international trade, switching
instead to the euro. While thiswill not on its own protect the
nation from the impact of the global financial collapse now
inprogress, the unity of the nation, inleague withthegrowing
international movement toisol atethe Anglo-American crimi-
nality, revives Indonesia’ s potential to play aleading rolein
ending the new imperialism, and in building a new world
economic and social order.
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Interview: Dr. Imad Moustapha

‘They Are Trying To Link
The Iraq War to Syria’

Dr. Moustapha is the Deputy Ambassador of Syria to the
United Sates. He was interviewed by Jeffrey Seinberg on
April 7.

EIR: Dr.Moustapha, couldyou pleasebegin by giving some
of your personal background?How long haveyou beeninthe
embassy here in Washington; and other background?

Dr. Moustapha: Well, I'm really very new here. | started
my job here sometimearound March 3, soit’ sheen just about
one month. But then, because of the crisis, | hit the ground
running, you should say.

Before that, I've never been in any diplomatic mission
before. | was at the University of Damascus. | was recently
Dean of Information Technology at the University of Da-
mascus, and before that, | was lecturing, and of course, |
worked extensively as a consultant with the regional organi-
zations, on science and technology policy, and such things.

However, | have always been interested in coming, and
giving public speeches about globalization, cultural identifi-
cations, and such things. I'm well known in Damascus for
suchthings. I discusslotsof cultural issues, not purely techni-
cal and scientific.

EIR: Your officid title here at the Embassy, is Plenipoten-
tiary in Charge of Public Diplomacy, and | wonder what your
early impressions are of the situation here in Washington.
Dr. Moustapha: Youknow, asl said, | just have come, and
the crisiserupted, and I'm working really very hard trying to
explainthings, clarify things. Y ou know, it’ snot important to
know that you aretrue, in thiscountry; it’ simportant to make
them perceiveyour vision of thetruth, or version of thetruth.
It'sreally not easy.

| have been trying very hard to contact academics, to
establish channels with journaists, and, most of al, | was
trying also to understand—and thishasinvolved mein almost
every public event and seminar at the American Enterprise
Institute—and see how these people there, how they think,
how they try to recast an image of the world, according to
their doctrine. Of course, I'm learning a lot. I'm very new
here, and | think | need to learn a lot. And by going to the
American Enterprise Ingtitute, | am definitely learning alot.

EIR: Werefer tothis, in American parlance, asthe “belly of
the beast.” Fortunately, there are, | think, some other institu-
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and Marie Curie, in Damascus.

tions around town that are not quite as crazy on the issues of
the Middle East war and peace.

Dr. Moustapha: Well, | would say not every—it’s not that
wherever | go it’s the same. | attend sometimes meetings at
the Council on Foreign Relations; sometimes I’ ve had some
meetings as the Saban Center at the Brookings Institution. |
gototheMiddleEast Ingtitute. | havenot daredtogoyet tothe
Washington Institute for Near East Policy, because it really
needs alot of, how would | say, patience and forbearance to
go there. But | probably will end up going there. | really need
tolisten to how these peopletalk and discuss, how they think,
because you really have to understand, in order to be able to
make a good, correct reaction, and a correct analysis. And
that ismy job.

EIR: Lastweek, towardstheend of theweek, Defense Secre-
tary Rumsfeld made certain accusations, and one might even
say, threats, against Syria, accusing the Syrian government
of allowing flows of military supplies, and other support, into
Iraq, in the course of the war. | wonder if you could explain
what the position of the Syrian government is, on those
charges.

Dr. Moustapha: Thank you. Thisisreally avery important
question.

At the beginning, when they issued those accusations, it
was a mixture of surprise, indignation, and something like,
“Well, wealready expectedthis.” Y ouknow, fromearly, early
stages, they werealwaystryingto link Syriato something. So,
let’ stalk about thisin depth, and |et’ s analyze everything.

Our point of view is the following: First, we know, and
they know that we know, that these are basel ess accusations.
From the first early days, we knew that. They are not really
substantiated, and we know that we could have easily chal-
lenged them. And what we did, is, we did say this on the
record and publicly—and we even summoned them, the am-
bassadors of the United States and Britain, in Damascus, and
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Syrian Deputy Ambassador Imad Moustapha (center) at a meeting of faculty of the University Pierre

told them—*“Look, whatever
evidence, whatever informa-
tion, you have, we would be
very happy to have you come
clarify these issues with us. We
would constructively cooperate
with you on this.”

Inother words, weknew that
thosewerebasel essaccusations.

Now, inthebeginning, some
peoplebackin Syriafeltthat this
was because in the early days of
thewar, therewasthischaosand
unexpected resistance. And
those people who were promot-
ing the idea of “liberation” of
Irag, and people dancing in the
streets, and throwing flowers
and rice on the American soldiers, while women would be
ululating—you know this method. So this unexpected reac-
tion of Iragi resistance to this invasion, made people back in
Washington abit awkward, and they thought that it would be
very suitable to change the scene, and talk about something
else; to divert attention; and suddenly they were throwing
those accusations.

Now, thisis a point of view in Syria. | would not go for
it,becausel toldyouthat it’ ssimplistic. At thevery beginning,
from the early days, even before this war was planned for,
there was thisdream of how wewill start thewar inlrag, and
then try to link Syria. And then probably Syriais next; and
then we can move somewhere else, like Egypt, or Saudi Ara-
bia. A grand plan, as formulated by neo-conservative right-
wingers. We already knew this. | always thought that this
would be the case. Even let’ s say something like six months
beforethiswar hasstarted, | already sensed, fromthewritings,
and from the public statements, and from the meetings | was
attending—the public statements of Bush, the heo-conserva-
tiverightwingers—that Syriawould be targetted.

Now, if you add to this, the dream agendaof Israel, tolink
Syriawithapossibleforthcomingwar against I rag; that woul d
be something like the dream of the Sharon/Likud faction in
Israel. Having understood this, and having seen how |srael
was actively involved in forging documents, about the Iragi
involvement with Niger, and shopping for uranium—do you
know this story?

EIR: Yes, I'mfamiliar withit, but feel freeto elaborateiit.
Dr. Moustapha: Yes, what happened is, Colin Powell was
saying at the Security Council, that we have evidence that
Iragi officials were shopping for enriched uranium in Niger.
And then, when those documents were given to the Atomic
Energy Commissionin Vienna, the International Atomic En-
ergy Agency, and they were investigated, it was proven that
these were forged documents.
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What happened is, this caused an embarrassment to the
U.S. Administration; but then it was hush-hush. And then |
was looking at what happened about this; and then | discov-
ered that acertain Senator, he'sfrom West Virginia,

EIR: Byrd?
Dr. Moustapha: No, no, Rockefeller?

EIR: Jay Rockefeller.

Dr. Moustapha:: Yes. Hedid ask Colin Powell about that,
and how come that the forged documents were submitted to
the Secretary of State. The Secretary of State just answered,
“Well, our agencieswere not the source of those documents.”
That was the end of that. But then, some top officials at the
CIA were saying, “Well, to be honest, those documents were
presented by the Mossad.”

EIR: Oh, sothey did say, Mossad?

Dr. Moustapha: Yes. And it was just like, “Okay, those
wereforged documents; we'll forget about it.” And suddenly
here, | hear, aweek ago, we have Rumsfeld and Colin Powell
saying, “We have documents proving that Syrians were traf-
ficking night vision goggles.”

Now, we knew thiswas not happening, first. Second, they
got that general—Brigadier General Brooks—was saying
that the U.S. Army has not encountered asingle Iraqi soldier,
or Iragi militiaman, carrying night vision goggles. And I'm
not saying using night vision goggles. Y ou know, it’sfunny.
It'sfunny, but it’ stragic. The United States Army isusing the
Mother of all Bombs; it'susing cluster bombs, it’susing B-2
bombers, Tomahawk missiles, all those high-tech weaponry,
weapons that cause mass destruction. And yet they worry
about night-vision goggles, that not asingle Iragi soldier was
found carrying.

And you discover that it's about like, “ Oh, we' re having
troubles with Syria trafficking night vision goggles.” It's a
very different agenda. Go back, three, four years ago. Read
the writings of those neo-conservative politicians, and intel-
lectuals, and you will seethat they were having those grand
schemes about starting awar with Irag, and involving Syria,
and moving forward.

EIR: Areyoureferringto“A Clean Break”?
Dr.Moustapha: | wouldsay—I’' mnotreferringtoanything.
Please go back. Just read their writings and you will see how
today they aretranslating their writingsinto policies, politics,
and realities on the ground, in the Middle East.

Look, | would say: I'm very afraid thiswill not servethe
national interests of the United States over the long term.
What’ sgood for the United States, in antagonizing the whole
region, and making everybody, al the people of that region,
hate the United States, and [be] frustrated with the United
States?

What does this serve? What interest does this serve?
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United States’ national interest? Why? Peoplein the region,
they do not hate the United States. | mean, they disagree about
thesepolicies, but they respectitsvaluesanditsachievements.
Who can deny the great achievements of the United States?
And | happen to know—I was a teacher at the University of
Damascus, | was in daily contact with students there—they
admire lots of things about the United States. They adore the
technological achievements—you know, high-tech, comput-
ers, Internet, all thosethings. Lotsof my studentslove Holly-
wood films. | don’t like Hollywood films, but they want Hol -
lywood films. And they don't have a problem with the
United States.

Once they discuss policies, then they suddenly become
really angry, and mad, about the glowing support of the Shar-
onian, Likudian policies; about the single-minded approach
to problemsin our region, the double standard approach. My
students know very well that Syriahas strategically opted for
peace with Israel. Syria has embraced the Prince Abdullah
initiative at the Beirut [Arab League] summit, about having
complete normalization of relations with Isragl; complete,
comprehensive peace with Israel—in return for our Golan
Heights, and for astate for the Palestinians, asovereign state
for the Palestinians.

That’ s not too much to ask. That's not an extremist posi-
tion; that's not a rejectionist attitude. We are telling Isragl,
“Come, we really want comprehensive peace with you.” Is-
rael hasrefused, has shunned it, and I srael repliesthat it does
not exist.

Today you have a so-called Road-Map Initiative. We're
very unhappy about itin Syria; wedo not consider it afeasible
approach to Middle East peace. Y et, what happens? Sharon
says he wants to introduce 100 modifications, on what? On a
seven-page document! Thisisincredible! But is he happy to
stop here? No.

At the Congress today, already, a movement is building
up momentumto pressurize Bush, nottoimposeon I sragl any,
any peaceinitiative. Andthey arenow collecting signaturesof
U.S. Representatives and Senators.

EIR: Let me ask you something about President Bush. |
know that prior to the eruption of the Iraq war, there had been
a number of personal phone discussions between President
Bushand President A ssad, and some of the statementscoming
out of President Bush’s own mouth, seemed to indicate that
he was very positive towards the possibility of U.S.-Syrian
cooperation, and had made somepositivestatementsin Wash-
ington about his persona views toward President Assad—
similar, somewhat, to his statements earlier about President
Putinin Russia. | wonder if you see any prospectsin that, of
offsetting the influence of the neo-conservatives, who right
now seem to beavery dominant, almost overwhel ming factor
inthe Administration?

Dr. Moustapha: | would agree with you. At some poaint,
we thought that Americans here—relationships were really
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going on the right track. But | think there was this trial by
some elements in the Administration, to undermine such an
improvement in our relations. As you well know, we have
helped U.S. intelligence after Sept. 11. U.S. intelligence offi-
cials cameto Syria, and they were interrogating people from
a-Qaeda that were imprisoned in Syria, and actually, Syria
has helped provide U.S. intelligence to obtain DNA samples
from Osama bin Laden’s family that were living in Syria
And we were really optimistic about, “Now, we can tell the
United States, ‘Look we are both fighting terrorism, and
extremism.””

What happened thereis, when the crisis started, we were
constructively engaged with the United States, the United
Nations. We hoped, that by fulfilling our responsibility as a
member of the Security Council, by truly being engaged with
the world community, if thereisacrisis about Iraqg, let’stry
to see what can we do about it: ajoint international effort, in
order to do something. And then we were happy. | mean,
when we voted for 1441, we were not happy at all about this
resolution; wethought it wasunfair. But wethought by voting
for this resolution, although it was painful for us, we were
giving agood example where countries, where states are en-
gaged responsibly under international law.

And we thought that by this, we were helping the United
States avoid war with Irag. And what happened after—thisis
what Blix hassaid, and what El-Baradei hassaid—Iraqstarted
really cooperating with their inspectors. Iragi missiles were
actualy being destroyed. And the inspection regime, this
time, was really very harsh, and very aggressive, and de-
ployed hard.

And look what happened. War erupts. Nobody wants to
be patient. So what happened is: Yes; President Bush had
these mixed signals to Syria. Sometimes, we were reading
very positivesignals. Andthensuddenly, wethink that certain
elementsinthe Administration, that werevery unhappy about
this, and had another agendain their mind—an agendawhere
Israel would become very angry if any improvement in our
Americanrel ationswoul d take place—they took into account
other agendas. And they succeeded in damaging Syrian-
American relations, but from the American side.

But wein Syriastill have the same stand. Wewill cooper-
ate with you whenever you think there isa problem. We will
be open, communicative, and wewill discussthis. If you think
there’ sa problem, come and discussit with us, first. Second:
Wearetill looking for political and diplomatic solutionsfor
the current crisis. We were against the start of thiswar. We
are against the continuation of thiswar. And we are looking
for a way to stop this war, constructively and positively.
Third: Wewerenot involved in giving any support to the Iragi
government; weareonly involvedin political and diplomatic
support to the Iragi people, who are really suffering today;
really suffering terrible things happening to them.

You just haveto go and read reportsin the British media,
the French media, and the German media. I’ m not telling you
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togoand watch al-Jazeeraor Iragi channels. Onceyou accept
our position: We in Syria—a sovereign state—we disagree
with the United Stateson war. But we are not trying to endan-
ger anything in our relations with the United States. We are
not doing anything. We are not trafficking arms to Irag. We
have categorically and absolutely denied this.

However, we are proud of our position. At least, respect
our right to be different. We are against this war. Nobody
is happy seeing a historic capital of the Arab world being
destroyed and bombed. Nobody is happy, obviously; it sthe
other way round.

EIR: Onefinal question. One of thethingsthat hasbeen said
to me—just to further buttress the issue of Syrian coopera-
tion—isthat there hasbeen acertain amount of pressurefrom
both Syria and Iran, to make sure that as this tragic military
operation isunfolding in Irag, that the Sharon government is
not given any pretext for launching its own military actions
against Lebanon or Syria; and that the Hezbollah political
organization in Lebanon has also made it clear that it is not
engaging in anything that might be construed as an opportu-
nity or pretext for Sharon to extend the war into a second
front, perhaps against Syria or Lebanon; which some people
inIsrael would certainly like to see happen.

Dr.Moustapha: Inaway, thismight beapossible scenario.
Let meremind you of onefact. Whilethe United States Army
is busily engaged in Irag, doing what it is doing right now;
and while the international media is busy watching what is
going on in Irag, Isragl has accelerated its operations in the
West Bank and Gaza. And what is going on, on adaily basis
there, isreally tragic. Anditislike, “Nobody is paying atten-
tion—Iet’ s go and do what we are doing.”

And | have to accept the idea that Israel would be very
happy to claim that it was provoked, and try to do something
in the region. Because these days are the golden days for
Sharon and hiswholelineof politics. And they think that they
should not let this opportunity pass; they should not miss
this golden opportunity. They should be doing something to
enhance their hardline positions. And we really have to be
very careful, and to play it very wisely.

Once you listen to what I'm saying—how we should be
careful and play it wisely—you will understand that those
accusations about Syria trafficking night vision goggles, are
absurd. Because we do understand that, asto the sort of men-
talitiesthat arevery influential nowadayshereinWashington,
and have very strong links with AIPAC [American Israel
Public Affairs Council] and with JINSA [Jewish Institute for
National Security Affairs]|—we understand very well what is
going on, and we are watching very carefully.

EIR: Dr. Moustapha, | want to thank you very much for
speaking with us, and | look forward to continuing this dis-
cussion.

Dr. Moustapha: Thank you. I’'m honored.
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