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Foreword

“But why areyou sointerestedin Iran and Irag?’ Thisquestion has
been put before metime and again, and oddly enough, not by those
outside the political and diplomatic circles, but by those within. In
response, | would awayscome up with acounter-question: “ But how
canyouwork in politicsor foreign affairswithout being interested in
I[ranand Iraq?’

Thiswent on till my colleague and friend, the late Fausto Correia,
persuaded me to settle the debate once and for all—by way of
writing abook that would provide atrue picture of the situation in
Iran and Irag; abook that would bring to foremy political reasoning
in the light of my personal experiences.

Taking about experiences, after interacting with those who had
stayed in Irag for awhile, including some of my colleaguesin the
European Parliament, | realised that there were sharp differences
between the views of those who had spent some time in the Red
Zone and those who had seldom ventured outside the Green Zone.

In the subsequent pages, | shall bereferring to several bookswritten
by American journalists and former British civil servants, which
provide afirst-hand account of the prevailing situation in the Red
Zone and analyze the peculiar relationship between religious
fanaticism and Western policies. Much to our disadvantage, the
USmilitary personnd, easily themost reliable source of information,
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arenot yet permitted to publish or narratetheir experiences.

To put thingsin perspective, theinvasion of Irag, anticipated to bethe
starting point of ademocratic revolution, actually turned out to bethe
starting point of an Ilamicrevolution. It brought to power asectarian
government, resulting in civil war inthe country, and triggering awave
of ethnic cleansing that |ed to thousands of killingsand millions of
displacements.

Thecountry isinshambles, withacrumbling state, society and economy.
Far from serving asan examplefor theentire Gulf region, thepalitica
developmentsin Irag have made peopl e of the region more sceptical
than ever beforetowards democrati c experiments.

Theseedsof ISlamicrevolutionin Iragwere sownintheyear 1982,
when the late Ayatollah Khomeini passed an edict to establish an
institution, whose aim was defined in itsvery name—the Supreme
Council for the ISlamic Revolution in Iraq (SCIRI). Towards the
beginning of 2007, the council decided to renameitsalf to* Supreme
Islamic Iragi Council” as it believed that the objectives of the
revolution had been attained, and now Iran needed to consolidate
its grip over Irag, under its supreme leader’ s strict command.

Only time will tell whether the analysis of Iranian theocracy was
correct or it was over-optimistic. For the time being, | shall focus
my attention on the question of why the Western coalition, in the
name of war against terrorism, allowed reigns of power dipintothe
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Children picking wood for the fire in the outskirts of Al-Khalis
Photo Sameerah Shibli (January 11, 2007)



handsof organi sationscondemned asthe*” earliest examplesof religious,
suicidd terrorist organisations’ inthe specidized literatureon the subject.

TheWestern governments and mediahave chosento overl ook thefact
that intheshadow of Allied forces, amuch moresinister invasonforce
camefrom Iranto Irag, witharadically different agenda.

Thefact remainsthat this“hiddeninvasion” that drovethe country into
disaster had started much earlier—right in the heart of the decision-
making processinthe Western capitals.

Severd actorsof thisbook fell victimsof terrorist attacks, or managed
to escapelraq often only after imprisonment and torturein the hands of
moreor lesspolitically organised thugs. Thisbook, initsentirety, is

dedicated to them.
(ool e

Paulo Casaca
Member of the European Parliament
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Chapter 1
Approaching the Middle East

a) Iran

My love affair with Iran started on a sunny October afternoon in
1982, while | was hitch-hiking around Italy’ s Tyrrhenian coast, on
my way back from Sicily to Portugal.

Stopping by a motorway cafeteria, | saw a stunningly beautiful
woman asking for a glass of water using a somehow affected
English. It apparently did not impress the barman who turned her
down in Italian.

| tried not to look too out-of-purpose while offering the lady a
bottle of mineral water and a glass. She hardly took a sip, but
warmly thanked me for the gesture. Being an experienced hitch-
hiker, my eyesfollowed her, only to realise shewastravellingina
fully packed car with two other passengers and alot of luggagein
the back seat. Tough luck!

However, as she spotted me coming out of the cafeteria with my
rucksack, | heard her now familiar voice behind my back, insisting
that | should get into the car. | felt quite embarrassed for causing
so much trouble, but nevertheless took the offer.

Asthejourney progressed, the conversation picked up. | waswith
an Iranian couple who were exiled in London, and were
accompanied by a cousin who had escaped from Iraq by bribing
border guards on either side.

In the next few hours, | became familiar with the values,
perspectives, and experiences that were not much different from
my own, except for one crucial point. Iran, instead of witnessing a
revolution to gain freedom, likethe one | experienced in Portugal,
witnessed the opposite of it; the country being sent back to the
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Medieval Age by a bunch of sick fanatics claiming to act in the
name of religion.

By the time the journey came to an end, my world view had been
considerably transformed: the dictators | had known, the evils of
capitalism, reactionary fellow citizens whom | had come across,
al of them seemed to be “harmless doves’ compared with the
clericsthat had taken hold of this country.

Previoudly, the Iranians did not have political freedom, but after
the Islamic Revolution they did not have any kind of freedom.
The account of Iranian theocracy’ s sophisticated brutality, sadist
torture, and crime that my hosts narrated sent shivers down my
spine, and made me remember the horror stories of the Inquisition
in my own country.

My lranian hosts were driving down to Lisbon (which was my
destination aswell to catch aflight to PontaDelgadain the Azores).
The purpose of their journey, as| cameto know, was that Portugal
was about the only country where an Iranian refugee still had a
chance of being accepted, evenif merely asatourist. | also became
aware of the ethnic complexity of the country when my hosts
insisted on their Azerbaijani ethnic origin rather than their Iranian
nationality.

Portugal was the last European country slamming its doors on
Iranian refugees, not for some humanitarian or political reasons,
but probably becauseit wasleast likely to be chosen by thelranians
trying to escape the Islamic revolution that had devastated their
homeland.

Poor and distant, Portugal was merely alost chapter in the 16th
century history of Iran and was “the country of oranges,” like
everywhere else in the region. So, there was no particular reason
for the Iraniansto visit it.
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Few monthslater, | wrotealengthy letter to the Editor of O Jornal,
protesting against the Portuguese government’s intention of
shutting the last European door on the Iranian refugees. The letter
was titled Solidarity with the Iranian refugee and was published
on 11 March, 1983.

That encounter with those Iranian peopl e opened my eyestowardsone
of theugliest redlitiesof our times. It helped meequatetherevol utionary
promises and deeds of extreme leftist groups such asthe one | had
embraced during the Portuguese revol ution (aMaoist one) and the
promisesand deedsof Ayatollah Khomeini. Tomy discomfort, | could
seedisurbingsmilarities.

| suspect that acomparative analysisof Mao Zedong and Ayatollah
Khomeini, asthe one of Lenin, Stalin and Hitlert islikely to throw
up more similarities than differences.

Although the four of us had the same destination, we could travel
together only till Genoa. France had refused them a* through-visa”
and they had no choice but to take aferry from Genoato Barcel ona,
and then resumetheir journey to Lisbon.

Theresfter, | lost contact withthem. | assumethey did not stay in Lisbon
for long, and | hope they found away to circumvent Europe’slegal
barriers against refugees. With the exception of North African
Maghrebians, thesewerethefirst peoplel ever met from the Greater
MiddleEast, and they left an ever-lasting impressionon me.

It was more than 20 years later that | met Iranians again, and this
was at the European Parliament, where the National Council of
Resistance of Iran (Iranian umbrella organisation that comprises
several opposition organisations, the most important of which is

1 Gellately, Robert, Lenin, Stalin and Hitler - the Age of Social Catastrophe,
Alfred A. Knopf, 2007, ISBN 978-1-4000-4005-6
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the People’ sMujahedin of Iran, PMOI) maintainsasignificant presence
up tothisday.

Asl wasto understand later, the PM Ol was going through adifficult
political period because the Western powersweretaking President
Khatami’ s promise of democratisation seriously and were helping
him persecute the opposition, namely the PMOI.

Furthermore, thetendency to see Irag asthe most dangerous outcast
country in the region made the PMOI acollateral victim. In 1986,
after Jacques Chirac was nominated asthe Prime Minister, France
expelled the PMOI leadership from the country. Subsequently,
these people decided to move to Irag, where they built an
underground army to defy the Iranian regime.

It appears to me that the Western perspective, which ismainly the
American perspective later adopted by the United Kingdom and
the rest of Europe and its allies, had an awkward logic from the
Start.

If there were liberalisation perspectives or possibilities within the
Iranian ruling class, the way to encourage and to test them wasthe
opposite of what was being done, they should have been pressed
to cometo termswith their opposition; not being hel ped with their
persecution.

Actualy, the differences brought to the Iranian political life by
Khatami were more cosmetic than substantial. The West seemed
to be geared at accepting the theocratic regime as such and wanting
to exploit itseconomic or diplomatic opportunities, the“reformism”
of Khatami being more a convenient excuse than a serious reason
to change policies towards Iran.

In particular, after the second election of Khatami in 2001, when
those Iranians who believed in the possibility of a reform from
within lost their illusions, the European diplomacy could hardly
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hide its preference for someone clearly aligned with Khamenel—
the “spiritual” leader and, to al effects, the number one of the
regime—in the Iranian Presidency who would put a halt to this
tiresome exercise of trying to find what wasthereal official Iranian

position.

Therelation | had with my new Iranian friends reminded me of my
previousencounter. My smplegesturestowardsthem, defending their
righttoresst atyrannica regime, ligeningtother pointsof view, refusng
torefuseto believetheimmense set of propagandamade of hear-say
and dander against them without even hearing their arguments, was
greetedin such adisproportionateway, that | oftenthought of my offering
of aglassof water to an Iranian lady in an Italian motorway.

| started to learn abit about the Iranian character, mostly reserved
and polite, very sensitive to small gestures (either positive or
negative) as well as about their very high cultural level. Even the
Iranian diplomats, who for some timetried to discourage me from
having contacts with such dangerous opposition people till they
considered mealost case, showed sophistication to an unexpected
level.

| followed with care the eventsthat eventually led to theinvasion of
Iragin 2003, including the attack and destruction of facilitiesand the
killing of dozensof PM Ol membersinthiscountry. Although the PMOI
wasbased in Irag, the organi sation announced, according totheir inde-
pendent policies, that they would remain neutral inthewar and they
actually never shot abullet at theAllied Forces.

The vicious attack on the Iranian opposition political group that
had stated by all possible means—I actually was one of the
conveyers of the message—their willingness not to interfere with
the Allied Forces, without even asking for their surrender before
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shooting, wasawar crimefrom any point of view, and atelling sign of
thenature of theinterventioninIrag.

Some monthslater, on June 17, Francefollowed the same pattern of
intervention, launching alarge scalemilitary assault onthefacilities of
thelranian ResstanceinAuvers-sur-Oise, inthesurroundingsof Paris,
arresting more than a hundred people and causing severe material
damageswith bogus argumentsthat werelater rejected by the French
judtice.

| closaly accompanied these eventsand participated in severd protests
demanding theliberation of thelranian Resistanceleaders, namely the
President of thelranian Resistance, Maryam Rgjavi.

By then, | wasgetting moreand more consciousof thecloserdationship
between aseriesof eventsin Irag, involving Western powersincluding
France, which opposed themilitary intervention, and the shadow of the
Iranianinfluence. It washowever only in July 2007, when aBritish
Court ruling forced the United Kingdom to reveal classified
documentation that | obtained a better perspective of a close
understanding between the United Kingdom and Iran on the Iraqi
operation. Thelranian-Western understandingis, | do believenow, the
key to understand thelraqgi tragedy.

b) Israel

Being part of aGerman Marshall Fund programmein the USfor six
weeksin 1990, | had the opportunity to learnin both anintensiveand
extensiveway about the political, economic and social redlity of the
US, andtofully admireit.

INn 1994, | wasinthe USfor thethird time, then asaguest of theUS
Embassy in Portugal . Thismonth-long tour of the USalso included
Puerto Rico at my request, as| waskeen tolearn about therel ationship
of theUSwith asemi-independent insular redlity.

| got there from New York, wearing tennis shoes and other sportive
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gear, but my luggage with my formal clothing did not. | was
welcomed by a high-ranking official of the Government,
responsible for external relations, who happened to be Jewish. He
insisted that | should accompany him to a Passover celebration, an
invitation to which | resisted as much as | could, not for any
religious or political reasons, but for the embarrassment of being
so casually dressed.

TheparticipationinthisPassover wasthemost vivid rdigiousexperience
inmy life. Tomy relief, my hostsfrom the US-Jewish Community, who
happened to be casually dressed aswell, got meinthe ceremony asif
| was playing theroleof the* Good Samaritan” that | |loosely recalled
from Christian Masses.

The Tdmud wasread in a*Hebrew- English” verson, rotating between
everyone at the table - meincluded - and it was speaking about the
well-known episodes of the Jewish Diasporathrough the desert. The
ceremonia food consisted of things like lamb ribs and unleavened
bread.

After the ceremonial part had ended, morefood was served and the
conversation becamerelaxed; jokeson Jewsweretold endlesdly.

To my surprise, | realised that the day of the Passover was not the
same for all the Jewish communities, apparently, because of
disputes on the exact timing of the original Passover meal that is
transferred to different days because of the timelag between | srael
and the Caribbean. So, the next day, | was presented with another
Passover celebration. Thistime, it wasaJewish community driven
out of Cuba after the Castro revolution.

Oneof my hostswasactually anephew of Ledn Brongtein, thefamous
Trotsky, and aman of great knowledge and wisdom. Many Jewsfrom
Eastern Europetried to escape the repeated pogromsthat took place
thereinthe beginning of the XX th century by migrating toAmerica,

18



exactly at thetimewhen the migration policy of the country changed
and madeit much moredifficult.

Mexico, aswell as Cuba, becametherefore second choicedestinations,
perceived as placesfrom where jumping to the USwould be easier,
and thisisthereasonwhy relativesof Trotsky migrated to Mexico and
why Puerto Rico becamethelast detinationfor apart of thiscommunity.

In none of these celebrations, with alot of historica weight and sense,
| was asked about my religiousor any other sort of convictions; they
just accepted me. One of the severa thingsthat | haveawaysdidiked
in Chrigtian cel ebrationsisthe nonsense of worshipping the history of a
people(the Jews) that isat the sametime presented asevil (thecrucifiers
of Christ) and that actually suffered tremendous persecutionsfrom
Chridtians.

My first contactswith I sraelis had actually taken placein 1978, in
Norway. | met one at ayouth hostel and helped him to stay there
Incognito, ashewas unableto pay for hisaccommodation. According
tohim, hehad been acaptaininthelsraeli Army, and for somereason
wasfacing financia hardship.

Hewasnot spared my lecturesonthelsraeli-Paestinian conflict, at the
time 100% in favour of thelatter and against the former, and | was
surprised by the patience hedisplayed inlisteningtome. Still inNorway,
| met an Isragli hitch-hiker inthe North Cape onthefirst October 1980
andtravelled for sometimeaong with him. Hewasastudent and much
more circumspect on political issues.

When | wasfirst elected to the European Parliament in 1999, | met
theremy good friend Olivier Dupuis(whom | knew from Romeand
Brussels) and, athough heisBelgian, elected asan Italian “radical”
MEP Atthetimehewasdsothesecretary generd of the Transnational
Transpartisan Radical Party” aparty towhich| registered myself in
theninetiesasaPortuguese socidit.
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Heinvited meto ameeting with aJewish-American delegation visiting
Europe. | decided to take advantage of the occasion to confront the
delegation with the latest accusations | came across against Isragl,
uprooting olivetrees supposedly to destroy the Palestinians' way of
living, an accusation that wastaken care of by an|sradli diplomat. Later
on, | added afilm showing aPal estinian apparently being murdered
cold-bloodedly.

| got comprehensive and logic explanationsfor both episodes. Inthe
first case, thelsradi authoritiesflatly denied any policy of punishment
throughthedestruction of trees, amilar totheonethey followed regarding
the destruction of housing. This particular olive grove had served,
apparently, asahide-out for Intifadaattackson Isragl. Regarding the
killing, thiswasasuicide bomber, and apparently thelsradli officidsat
the control post found no other way to put an end to the threat he
posed.

Thiswasthetimewhen | started to have amore balanced and global
approach to the creation of the State of Israel and the nature of the
conflict between I sragl and the Arab World, and began to understand
that | srael ispart of the solution rather than the problem of the Greater
MiddleEast.

Becoming afriend of Isragl did not mean that | got less concerned
about and friendly towardsthe Palestinian plight. | cameto understand
much better the main deep-rooted reason of the problem: the
unwillingnessof theregion’ sautocratic regimesto giveabreething space
to Jewish people, a community that had been nearly universally
persecuted.

Initsessence, the problem of thecreeation of |srael isnot different from
somany other intermingled ethnic/rdligiousconflictsaround theworld -
whereminoritieslike Jewsarethe usua victims- and doesnot call for
different typesof solutions.

To gtart with, rather than thelocal conflict that it seemsto bebecause of
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the dimension and the scale of issues, it isaregional scale conflict
embracing thewhole of the Arab World. Whereas Northern Ireland
was never perceived as a problem between European Catholic and
Protestant communities, and the Balkan conflict wasonly marginaly
seenasaconflict of Mudimversusdiverse Christian schools, or aconflict
of Slav Orthodox versusthe others, thewar against | srael waswaged
directly by thebulk of theArab nationsand it involved theeviction of an
estimated total of about one million Jewsfrom Arab countriessince
1948.

Thisethnic cleansingisoftenforgotten, dthoughit certainly wasbigger
and more dramatic than the migration of Palestiniansfrom Israel’s
occupied territories after the warswaged against them by their Arab
neighbours?

After thefirgt Idamic Revolutionof 1979inIran, however, Isradl became
morealeit-motif to feed thefanatic religiousagendathan aquestionin
itself. Thefanatic agenda, contrary to what seemsto bethe perception
of mostintheWest, beyond thedestruction of Isragl, aimsat dominating
theArab World asafirst step to wageaglobal scalechallengetothe
world order.

If we were to believe in the image presented by the mainstream
media, the only systematic oppression existing in the whole of the
region isthe Israeli oppression on Palestinians, and this oppression
is the fault of the former. This completely distorted image is
particularly shocking when coming from people that lived for a
long time in the region and reported extensively on it, but show
very biased appreciations of events (Robert Fisk is, by far, the
worst example)®.

2 Rahmani, Moise, Réfugiés juifs des pays arabes - L’ exode oublié, Editions

Luc Pire, 2006, ISBN 978-2-874-15636-6
% Fisk, Robert, The Great War for Civilisation, The conquest of the Middle
East, Fourth Estate, 2005, ISBN 1-84115-007-X
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My engagement as afounding member of the“ European Friends of
Israel” got ever more firm when confronted with the generalised
blindnessthat seemsto prevail.

My first visit to Israel took place after | had toured neighbouring
countries, allowing methereforeto have abetter perspective of the
country andtheregion. Themainstay of my vist wassecurity and defence
issues, asl wasat that time chairing the European Parliament del egation
for therdationswith the NATO Parliamentary Assembly, and included
extensivetravel around thelsraeli border with Lebanon, Syriaand
Jordan, and discussions and visits to the fence between Israel and
Paegtine.

However, as| wasto recall later, the most outstanding event on that
visit happened whilel washaving lunch at arestaurant in the Sea of
Galilee. Some 10-15 schoolgirls, with amedian age of around sixteen,
wereplaying closeto thedeparting harbour of theferry acrossthelake.
Thegirlsweredoing what girlseverywhere normally do at thisage:
running, screaming, laughing, and yet | found the scenevery peculiar.
Theway they weredressed, told youimmediately they wereMudims
wearing head-scarves, and thiswasthething that was different from
what | wasaccustomed to see: Mudimgirlsin|sragl werebehaving as
freely asany other girlsinthiscountry, not inthe circumspect attitude
youfind e sawhereinstrict Mudim aress.

Although | have read anumber of books on the Israeli-Palestinian
conflict, | have never come acrossanyone mentioning theliberation of
women asat least aparticularly important subject.

To my knowledge, only the PMOI madeit anissue, perhapsthe central
one, initsstruggle against the I slamic fanaticism to show thereisan
dternativevison of Idamthat isnot misogynous.

The prevailing view seems to be amix of condescension towards
inequality of gender in Muslim soci eties—because Muslim or Arab
women should beintrinsically inferior to their Western counterparts—
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and the reasoning that because these societies are thought to be less
developed, women are prone to acquire the same level s of respect
whenthe“right time’ comes.

| believethat redity should beread intheoppositedirection: thecondition
for the change of Muslim societiesisindeed thefull participation of
womenintheprocessof change. Thiswill not be possiblewhilewomen
areviewed assecond classcitizens. Thisis, anong others, avery positive
rolethat Israel can play inthe Greater Middle East: to show theway
forwardin gender equality.

Thispoint of view wascons derably reinforced somemonthsafterwards,
when | visited another country that playsasomehow similar roleina
different areaof the Globe: Taiwan.

From somecrucid viewpoints| found Tawanto bethemost “ Western”
society | know: amix of “freeentrepreneurship”, religiousand political
tolerance and hard work. Neverthelessit certainly did not show any
“Protestant ethics’ to explainitsspirit of capitalism.

Tocut it short, seeing Taiwanese reality convinced methat theway
forward for the modern values of our civilization isnot necessarily
attached to acertain religion, acertain culture, acertain history or
geography; therefore, | believewhat what worked for |sragl may also
apply elsawhereintheregion.

Inany case, | am convinced that under theleadership of moderateand
truly Pl estinian leaderslike Mahmoud A bass, Paestinianswill eventualy
come back to apeace processthat will be committed to find peace,
development, democracy and stability to al peoplesinvolved instead
of being manipulated by extreme nationalistic or fanatic interestsasit
hasunfortunately beenthe case.

c) Lebanon

L ebanese are perhaps the most ubiquitous peoplein the World, and
you can hardly missthemwhentraveling around, but only whileworking
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inthe European Parliament did | get into adeep relationship with a
L ebanese-born through an Italian friend working for the European
Foundation for Democracy, RobertaBonazzi, and thisL ebanesewas
no other than Prof. Walid Phares, aleading academicin the study of the
phenomenaof Jhadism.

Walid Phares is a Lebanese-born, French-educated American
citizen who sitsover three different and very important cultures of
our civilization. | learned extensively on the Middle East from
him and I got deeply involved with a new set of people that he
introduced meto.

| met theminthewakeof the CedarsRevolution, astrongly lived period
of liberation of the L ebanese, wherethey found again what united them
and embarked serioudy in ademocratisation process.

By the hand of Walid Phares| becameamember of the* Inter national
Lebanese Committee for the implementation of United Nations
Security Council Resolution 1559” - Committee 1559 in short - a
committeethat aimed at the full application of thisUNSCR. This, |
believe, wasan honour for thefirst time attributed to anon-L ebanese
without any known blood relationsin the country.

The L ebanese| happened to meet arenearly indistinguishablefromany
Southern-Europeans, perhaps except for thefact that they happen to
be more business-oriented, and therefore, | feel moreat homewhile
with them than with other Middle Eastern people.

Although thefirst L ebanese expatriates | met came from Southern
L ebanese Shilacommunities, | wastaken by surprisewhen confronted
with the Hezbollah strong-hol dsaround Beirut, in Southern Lebanon
or inthe BekaaValley, filled up with posters of the Iranian political
leadership.

Lebanon is considered to be a good mix of the region, and it
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With Toni Nissi, on behalf of The Lebanese Committee for
UNSCR 1559, and Joseph Sokhon, Member of the National
Council for the Cedars Revolution, Anjar, Lebanon, former
Syrian Secret Services Headquarters where numerous skeletons
were found (February 26, 2006)



probably is. Syrian leadership relation with Lebanon is at |east as
traumatic aslragi relationswerewith Kuwait or Iranianrelationshave
beenwith Bahrain, with the significant differencethat Syriadidindeed
occupy itssmaller neighbour for quite sometime. Syrian leadership
doesnot seem to accept that L ebanon might goitsownway, andtothis
day it doesnot even recogniseitsindependence.

Actudly, the Syrianwithdrawa from Lebanon, following UNSCR 1559,
wasnot complete, anditsforces, or thearmed forcesof ffiliated groups,
have kept amilitary presenceinsidethe L ebaneseterritory.

In February 2006, | participated inafact finding mission of Committee
1559tothe L ebanese-Syrian border dong the BekaaValley, dongside
withthemost important |eadersof thecommitteeand under theprotection
of Lebanese security forces, and wedid verify the presence of Syrian
postswithin Lebaneseterritory.

The security measures my hosts provided for me were absolutely
impressiveand started from themoment | stepped out of theairplaneat
Beirut airport and wasimmediately taken to ablack Mercedesthat
speeded between airplanes out of the place. “ Security” of theairport
was (and still is) inthe hands of Hezbollah, so they wanted to make
surethat no accident would take place over there.

My hostswanted to take utmost carethat | would not be another victim
of the series of terrorist attacks that assassinated Rafik Hariri and
afterwardsaseriesof Lebanese prominent leaders, including members
of Committee 1559.

Whilel wasin Lebanon, | had alwayshad ateam of four armed men
around me and | was not allowed to enter any place (even atoilet)
without apreviousinspection to detect any hidden explosivedevices.
Agendaand itinerarieswere kept secret.

In the middle of our mission, when we were going through avillage
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Sgning a book in honour of Rafik Hariri in Beirut
(February 27, 2006)



divided between Syria and Lebanon where the border was a small
stream that you could cross quite easily, we went through very tense
moments, when Syrian soldiers and our own Lebanese security people
got face-to-face within afew meters with guns ready to shoot and
pointing at each other in the middle of aterrifying silence. | guessed
if someone had screamed shooting would have started with
unpredictable results.

Only afterwards, when | visited Irag for the third time, did | seean
even tighter security framework. Then, | was surrounded by sixteen
armed men and it was out of the question to use mobiles or to stop
by the road.

A second mission of committee 1559 in May 2007, not only confirmed
our earlier findings but produced a very substantial report which
estimated that nearly 4% of the L ebanese territory were occupied by
the Syrian Army, Pdestinian Military or Iranian Revolutionary Guards
Camps, just along the Bekaa valley border between L ebanon and
Syrid'.

However, Hezbollah has managed to persuade many in theinternationa
public opinion that the occupying forcesin Lebanon arethe Isradlis,
rather than the Iranian military forcesand its alies, and justified the
attack on Isragl in the summer of 2006 with this occupation.

The argument is that there is a small strip of land along a huge
mountain (when | saw it from the Lebanese side, in February, it was
covered with snow and seemed perfect for skiing), known as the
Shebafarms.

According to the above mentioned report, Sheba farms were
L ebanese territory occupied by Syriain 1958, and in practice were
annexed to its Golan Heights territories which cameinto the possession
of Israel in the war of 1967.

4 http://www.cedarsrevolution.net/docs/| L C-WCCR-Border-Document. pdf
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Here with General Michel Suleiman, in our days
Lebanon’s President (February 27, 2006)



If thereis an international agreement attributing the Shebafarmsto
Lebanon, and if thisgtrip of land is properly monitored by the Lebanese
army or UNIFIL, there is no reason to believe that Israel will not
withdraw fromiit.

Asit stands, being recognised by theinternational community asSyrian
territory, though, I sragl cannot consider the Shebafarmsin any other
context than theone of the Golan Heights.

L ebanon and Irag are close parts of the same geopolitical scenario. In
1982, the Iranian regime decided to organise its presence in both
L ebanon and I rag establishing two military-politica-religiousmovements
under the sponsorship of the Iranian Revol utionary Guards, Hezbollah
for Lebanon and “the Superior Council for the l[damic Revolutionin
Iraq” (SCIRI) with the armed wing being known as* Badr Brigade”
from 1984 onwards.

WhileHezbollahisnow engagedin astruggleto get absol ute control of
the L ebanese Government and get hold of power, itstwin brother, the
SCIRI, renamed SIICin May 2007, isaready the number onepolitica
forceinthelragi Government, asadirect consequence of theAllied
operationinlrag.

Asanexiled Iranian Ahwazi (Ahwazisare ethnic Arabscoming from
Ahwaz, also known formerly asArabistan and in modern times as
Khuzestan) opposition leader, Karim Abdian explained to methat the
two organisationshad training facilitieslocated Sdeby sideinAhwaz.
Theforcesof thetwo groupsweremilitarily trained and ideologically
indoctrinated by thesame officiasof thelranian Revolutionary Guards
who would circulatefreely from onesideto the other.

Ayatollah Mahmoud Hashemi Shahroodi was the first leader of
SCIRI, but Ayatollah Khomeini transferred him to the Head of the
Iranian Judiciary and after replacing him by Ayatollah Muhammead
Bagir Al-Hakim, who remained in the post until 2003, when he
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was himsdlf victim of aterrorist attack, and was then replaced by his
half-brother, Abdul Aziz Al-Hakim.

Ayatollah Bagir Al-Hakim’s functions extended over his strict duties
for Irag, ashewas dso chairman of the World Forum for the Proximity
of Idamic School of Thoughts and member of the Supreme Council
inAhl Al-Beit World Assembly.

Actualy, the most important historic leaders of Hezbollah (Hassan
Nazrallah) and the SCIRI (the late Ayatollah Bagir Al-Hakim) were
first-degree cousins. Thisfact helpsto explain the umbilical relation
between these two major offspring of the Iranian terrorist network
“Pasdaran” (IRGC).

If any difference can be established between both organisations, it
isjust on the level of integration of SCIRI into the revolutionary
guards apparatus, consderably bigger than the one of the Lebanese
Hezbollah. For instance, the SCIRI/Badr brigade command
structure is controlled by 400 personal representatives of the Iranian
spiritud leader.

According to acomplaint presented in August 2007 by the PMOI to
the Allied forces, the IRGC established alist with 8331 names of
Iragisto be executed by the “death angels’ of the Badr brigade. A
very large number of the nameson thelist of Iragi personaitieswere
indeed those of the ones who were executed.

d) Jordan

| arrived in Amman on 5 April 2004 to start a visit to the PMOI

camp named Ashraf in Iraq where | was to participate in a
conference organised by the National Association of the Iragi

Tribes. | had no domain of Arabic and scarce information on what
| was going to find.

My old friend José Lamego, then acting as the Portuguese
representative at the Coalition Provisional Authority (CPA), tried
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to dissuade me from this mission while | was aready at Paris
Airport, informing me about a severe degradation of the security
conditionsin Irag, but at that time | did not realise how precise his
information was.

As | would learn later on, that day was the beginning of the major
US operation in Al-Falluja, right in the middle of my planned route,
marking a turning point in the whole Iragi situation with an
unprecedented growth of violence and systematic kidnappings of
foreigners.

At Amman’sairport, | was received by achild holding asign with
my name, who invited me to follow him to awhite Chevrolet pick-
up van with a sleeping driver whom he had to wake up.

We drove into Amman where, to my surprise, | wasintroduced to
two Palestinian gentlemen who, although English-speaking and
polite, were very circumspect, giving me no explanation whatsoever
of what was going on or indeed the reason and objectives of my
meeting with them. They took me to see the city, the Roman ruins,
to small gift-shops where | was offered maps of Palestine with no
Israel, to dinner, and even a night-club, actually situated in the
tower that Al-Qaeda attacked some months afterwards.

The “tourist tour” ended only after midnight when | was taken
back to my Iragi driver, and we got out of Amman in the direction
of Baghdad. By then, | had already formed an idea of a very
Westernised Amman that would be strengthened in my following

trips.

We arrived at the Iragi border by dawn after calmly travelling along
aroad crowded with small restaurants and small shops open in the
middle of the night, which we often visited, and where my driver

aways seemed to know a lot of people. Signs of the passage of
many Western journalists abounded through messages written on
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placards. As we approached the border, | could notice an ever
higher concentration of Iragi vehicles similar to our own.

Though not being ableto understand Arabic, | realised that my driver
was listening to different European radio emissionsinArabic (from
Germany, United Kingdom and France) that spoke about the political
Stuationinlrag.

Whenever he gathered with friends, he al so often discussed palitics.
Once, when hewaswith around adozen peopl e, someone mentioned
thename* Chalabi”, and there was aspontaneous collective laughing.

By thetermsused intheir conversations| could understand that people
werediscussing basic palitical concepts, which reminded meof Portugal
after thedemocratic revolutionin 1974.

Only when | arrivedinIraqg, did | understand thereason for my tourist
tour inAmman: to allow usto get to thelragi border by dawn, wherea
sort of informal convoy wasformed. Thiswasabasic security action:
togetinto Iraginasufficiently big group and only during daylight.
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Chapter 2
Iraq by April

a) Travelling in Iragq without a map

The motorway to Baghdad had a beautiful tarmac cover, enabling
usto drive comfortably at over 160 km an hour. Thiswas, however,
about the only positive thing to say about it. Sandstorms covered
parts of it; cars would eventually decide to take the opposite side
of the motorway for a good reason or with no reason whatsoever;
the meta used for road marks had been almost completely scrapped;
resting stations were in a terrible condition, even by third world
standards; carcasses of attacked vehicles, mostly oil-carrying
trucks, could be seen everywhere.

As we were coming closer to Baghdad, an Iragi-Australian,
travelling in one of the cars of the caravan updated me with the
news about Fallujah: the city was under siege. Violent combats
were going on, and there was no way we could go through. He
thought | should reassess my travelling plans.

Approaching thetown, UStankswereindeed cutting the highway,
and | could see the traffic getting out of the road and going in
different directions. | lost the other cars of the caravan from sight,
asour own got into crowded streetsthat formed a continuum which
eventually accompanied us up to Baghdad.

After we had |eft the motorway, | never saw again any geographic
indication again, and | realised that we did not lose our way only
because the driver knew the whole region so well.

Beforel left for Iraq, | insisted that | wanted to have one car only
from Amman to the PMOI camp, as | did not feel like searching
for adifferent car in Baghdad. As| wasto understand, this had not
been avery wiserequest. Driverswere accustomed to certain areas
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of the country and they could get aslost asanybody elseif they drove
beyond those aress.

Only after this journey, did | read “Baghdad without a map” by
Tony Horwitz* and | finally realised that thiswas adeliberate policy
of Saddam’s regime, which considered any map or geographic
indication to be sensitive information, and therefore, would forbid
itspublic access.

If 1 did well understand correctly, we got into the house of some
relatives of my driver, where people treated me very courteously.
The house was quite similar to most of the ones | saw across the
city, withalot of scrap meta intheforefront.

We moved on to the North, following the main road on the left
bank of the Tigris towards Kirkuk, till Al-Khalis. There, | finally
became awarethat neither did my driver know wherel was heading
for, nor was| ableto explain to himwhat my destination was.

Secrecy was not only Saddam Hussein's paranoia. As | was to
learn in subsequent trips, utmost discretion is a basic rule to be
followed in Irag, where the dissemination of thistype of information
intowrong handscan easily befatal.

However, here secrecy had reached its ultimate stage, since none
of usknew where we were going to, and thiswasindeed a security
hazard.

Al-Khalisis the capital of one of the six districts composing the
DiyalaProvince. In the centre of Al-Khalis, one could feel that we
were in a highly jobless area, as an impressive number of young
men stayed seated in the sidewalksinthe middle of theday.

Asit was now clear, Ashraf, the official name of the PMOI camp,

1 Horwitz, Tony, Baghdad without a map and other misadventuresin Arabia,
Plum, 1992, ISBN 978-0-452267459
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actudly thenameof thefirst wifeof the PM Ol historica leader, Massoud
Rajavi, killed early in the Idlamic Revolution of Iran, wasnot widely
known. Possibly, asboth my Pd estinian hostsand mysalf did not want
togivealot of sdeinformation onmy political destination, wedid not
describeittomy Iragi driver asthe* Iranian Mujahedin” site (camp, or
city) which wasthe name peopleusedtorefer toit.

In the meantime, acrowd had formed around us and, even without
knowing that theforeigner kidnapping season had started, | could feel
| wasintrouble.

Inthisma e-dominated environment, awoman appeared and mademe
fallow her, leaving behind thedriver without giving him any explanations.
Shegot meinto the headquartersof the Al-K halis\WWomen A ssociation.
There, surrounded by several other women, the lady who had taken
theinitiativeof pulling meout of thetrouble-spot introduced herself as
the president of the Association, Sameerah a-Shibli, aschool-teacher,
journalist (editor) women activist and, as| waslater to understand, a
POEL.

God knowswhat could have happened if | had stayed in the crowd.
After wetried unsuccessfully to call Ashraf (mobile coverage had not
yet reached the city), Sameerah just forgot about the rest and began
enthusiastically to explain her newspaper and associ ation to mewhen
my Iragi driver arrived together with aninterpreter working for theUS
forces—Haider Al-Sadly.

Asl cametoredise, Haider Al-Sady wasnot intheleast sympathetic
tothe USbut rather adevoted follower of thelranian politica-religious
|eadership (thereisnoway to distinguish onefrom the other) and was
no fan of the PMOI.

Hehad actually nothing concreteto say againgt the organisation, but he
believed that if they were good Shiia, they would have obeyed the
leadership of Ayatollah Khomeini and hisfollowers.
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Sameerah Shibli in the garden of her house in Al-Khalis
(November 27, 2006)



| redlised hewascarrying arevolver only whenwegot tothe USArmy
check-point of theAshraf camp.

At thismoment, | had to disclosethe name of my host, amember of the
PMOI,whohadlivedinItaly.

TheUS soldier told methat the namewhich | provided wasnotinthe
list, and after asking instructionsby radio, heannounced, just likeinthe
movies, | had sixty secondsto get out of there.

We got out of there, and waited on the other side of theroad, hoping
that someone would see us. By that time, | realised my interpreter
and guide was the prototype of the fanatic with whom rational
argument does not lead you very far, and | felt quite uneasy at the
prospect of getting back to Al-Khalis under his supervision.

After half an hour, the PMOI people who had spotted us from the
camp accompanied by a US Army escort, got there to fetch us.
Apparently, | had only presented the shortened version of the PM Ol
gentleman’s name, not the full spelling used in the names list.

PMOI members had been able to negotiate with the US forces
(technically, they were still considered to be more like prisoners
than protected persons by the US forces, a statute they would
acquire afterwards) to search for me outside the camp, and then
managed to convincethem | wasfit to getin. | was searched to my
bones by the US troops, and they confiscated my laptop, handling
me areceipt for a“weapon apprehension”.

b) Iragi Oasis

According to Professor Daniel M. Zucker, the biggest department
of the Ministry of Intelligence and Security of Iran (MOIS, or
VEVAK, following the Farsi wording) is the Department of
Disinformation (Nefaq in Farsi)?, and its main task is to fabricate
dlander against the regime’ s opponents.

41



Acting accordingly with the old KGB formula (do not use more
than 20% of the communication space for disinformation, leave
the rest as real information to give some credibility) VEVAK
supports a plethora of “opposition dissidents’, “human rights
organisations’ or “civil society NGOs’ acting through websites,
newsletters, books and conferences aimed at discrediting their
opponents, most of the time, the PMOI or its allies at the Iranian
Resistance.

To its credit, VEVAK can show an impressive amount of
disinformation, most of the times ridiculous statements that can
only be trusted by those with bad faith or sheer ignorance on the
subject which it manages to publish in the press, in books and
organisation reports. The most spectacular successwere statements
and reports of the organi sation “ Human RightsWatch” organisation
that, to my knowledge, showed the highest existing rate of false,
outlandish and absurd accusations (for its credit, the only positive
thing to say isthat it does not respect the 20% maximum rule), on
which | co-authored afull report®.

Although| certainly did not consider credible most of theaccusations|
read onthe PMOI previoudy to my journey there, | was prepared to
find aruthlessorganisationwhen | arrived a thehuge military compound
of Ashraf, not an Oasis of peace, law, order and culture, in complete
contrast with everything | saw inlrag.

Completely disarmed, the PMOI memberskept animpressive order
all over the camp (with asmall diplomatic department). If weareto

2 Zucker, Daniel M., Disinformation Campaignin Overdrive: Iran’ s VEVAK
in High Gear, Global Palitician, 03/09/2007,

http://www.global palitician.com/23386-vevak-iran
3 Brie, André, Casaca, Paulo and Zabeti, Azadeh, People’s Mojahedin of

Iran Mission Report, L’ Harmattan, 2005, ISBN 2-7475-9381-9
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take account of the fact that Ashraf has a by far superior and
functioning offer in higher education, health, culture, basic services
like water, sanitation or electricity or even in commerce than
whatever can be seen elsewhere in Irag out of Kurdistan, then we
understand why Ashraf lately became known by Iragis as city of
Ashraf (MedinaAshraf).

Actualy, Ashraf city wasthe only areain Iraq where speed limits
existed and were enforced by a traffic police that did not seem
proneto belenient or take bribes, which symbolisesthe spirit of the
place.

If it werenot for the photographic evidence, it would behardto believe
that the camp had been bombed and compl etely destroyed during the
invasion, asthereconstruction wasvery much advanced.

Virtually thousands of Iragis could befound within the camp, either
as service providers—many of them had been hired for rebuilding
or as lragi political, tribal and civil society leaders (and | really
wondered why the USforces had decided to pick only on mewhen
| wanted to get in there...).

Thereal Green Zone of Irag hasfor along time been Ashraf City,
and thishas been especially truefor ordinary Iragiswho, regardless
of the situation in Baghdad's Green Zone, can not only can get
access, but find medical and other support facilitiesthat Iraq is so
much devoid of.

Ashraf City has been virtually the only place where Iragis have
been ableto gather and discussfreely, without fear of being bombed
or shot, on the issues of their will.

With the exception of the Iranian regime allies, proxies and its
terrorist outfits, | interacted with nearly all sectors of the Iraqgi
political establishment and society, even those from the South of
the country, through Ashraf city.
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Oneof the biggest lessonsfrom my presencein Ashraf wastoreaise
that theimage conveyed by the mainstream public opinion on the South
of Iragasamonoalith Shiitecommunity supporting Iranian Revol utionary
Guards and sponsored armed groups was nothing but an impressive
act of disnformation.

InNovember 2007, theinternationa presspublished amanifesto Sgned
by 300.000 Shiite and headed by 600 sheiksand 14 important clergy
memberscaling onthe United Nationsto send ade egation to Southern
Iragtoinvestigatethe”terrorist crimescommitted by Irananditsproxies’
(that isSCIRI and others)*.

As an answer, in the second half of November 2007, the
“International Crisis Group” produced areport, suggestively called
“Shiite Paliticsin Irag: The role of the Supreme Council”® aimed
at painting the terrorist Iranian offspring as the representation of
the “ Shiite merchant elite”, in what can be described as nothing
else but a piece of outlandish propaganda with the objective of
hiding reality and not allowing the international community to
know about the terror imposed by SCIRI.

The PMOI (with the exception of some ethnic or religious
minorities, and civil society organisations, that have in the
meantime been ferociously persecuted, silenced or disappeared)
isvirtually the only non-armed organisation in Irag. Furthermore,
the PMOI used the best of their influence to dissuade all Iragis
from exerting any violence against the Allied forces or civilians
and to get involved in the political process. However, they were
and arethe only organisation existing in Iraq (with the exception

4 see, for instance, Washington Post, November 22, 2007,

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2007/11/21/
AR2007112102190.html

5 http://www.crisisgroup.org/home/index.cfim?d=5158
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of Al-Qaeda) listed as aterrorist organisation both by the USand
the EU.

It seemed amogt hilariousto methat theonly organisation existingin
Iraqthat did not useviolenceisclassified as“terrorit” by theWest. I
weareto measurethe state of lunacy of the Western understanding of
Irag, thismight bethe best indicator.

Actually, one of the most impressive museums of Ashraf city isthe
“Museumon Terrorism?” that dwarfsitsequivaents| know inlsragl.
ThePMOI listed 139 terrorist attacksthat it suffered, most of themin
Irag, carried out by the SCIRI/Badr Brigade, themain Iranian terrorist
outfitinlraq.

Astimewent by and the lranianinfluence grew all over the country,
Ashraf city wasever moretargeted by terrorist groupswho bombed
busestransporting Iragi workersto Ashraf city, destroyed water and
electricity supplies, sent missilesonthecompound and murdered visitors
travellingthere.

The Government of Maliki, neither endorsing nor condemning these
terrorist attacks, complemented their aim by trying to blockade supplies
and threatening to takelegal action against anybody who established
tieswiththe PMOI.

Asl wasto understand inthiscontext, oneof themain argumentsagainst
Saddam Hussein'sregime—its supposed linkswith theinternational
terrorism—wasamisrepresentation of redlity.

Prior totheAllied intervention, Iraqwas heavily targeted by Iranian
sponsored terrorist groupsthat didindeed focuson Iranian oppostionists
likethe PMOI members, but did not sparelragi State structuresand
personne or indeed civilians.

Along with the bulk of theradical Muslim public opinion, Iraq very
often boasted of supporting terrorismagainst Israel, but hasbeen unable
todomuchinthisregardin recent times.
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Museum of Terrorismin Ashraf City
Photo Ana Isabel Alves (June 14, 2008)



Al-Zargawi’ shiography® showsin detail that hisconnectionswerewith
both Iran, where he recovered from his wounds returning from
Afghanistan, and Syria, where he started thetraining of histerrorist
operatives.

It might be assumed that hispresencein Baghdad shortly beforethe
USinvasion was not strangeto Saddam Hussein'sregime, although
thisisquestionable asaproof of any connection, either strategic or
tactic, between Al-Qaeda and Saddam Hussein.

As we have seen, there was a constant and effective terrorist
presencein Iraqtargeting Iragi or Iranian oppositionists sincethe
Idamic RevolutioninIran, and thiswascertainly in spiteof thetough
Iragi repression; therefore, thereisnot enough evidenceto assume
that Al-Zargawi’s presence in Baghdad wastol erated by the Iragi
regime.

Even if it was so, that is, even if Saddam Hussein was already
preparing the responseto theinvasion by fuelling all possible means
of massterror, thisdoesnot invalidatethefact that thelink of Saddam
with international terrorism could not have existed asareason to
justify theinvasion.

Saddam Hussein’s regime wastotalitarian and expansionist; his
ideology made of racist extreme Arab nationalism; he answered
any sort of attack with collective punishments- in thisregard it
was certainly not exceptional intheregion - and every democrat
would liketo seeitsend, unlessit wasto bereplaced by another
regime even worse regarding respect for human rights and
strategically much more dangerous. However, this was what
happened, unfortunately.

Otherwise, asthetimewent by, it became consensual among most
of thelragis, including the genuine Iragi insurgents, that is, those

6 Brisard, Jean-Charles, Zarkaoui, Le nouveau visage d’ Al-Qaida, Fayard,
2005, ISBN 2-213-62241-8
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who did not act on behalf of any foreign power, that Al-Qaedawas
aninstrument of Teheran.

Asrecently as 30 December 2007, AbuAhmad Baghdadi, spokesman
of one of the most known insurgent groups, “ Jeish Al-Mujahedeen”
declared onAl-JazeeraTV:

“Animosity towards US is enough for us... but we are not
compromising withthelranian occupation. Thelranian occupation
iIsmoredangerous and theAl-Qaedais nothing but atool inthe
handsof Iran.”

Most of my timeinAshraf city | spent speakingwith Iraqgis, leadersof
political parties. At that time you would find political parties
everywhere—religious or tribal leaders.

A delegation of young lawyers explained to me that they had all
been debarred for being members of the Baath Party. Inreality, to
be amember of the Baath Party was a pre-condition to beinscribed
in the Bar Association, as it was the case for most of the high-
ranking public professions.

Thesuicidal de-Baathification policy engineered by Iranian regime
stooges and blessed by the West destroyed the socia fabric of Irag
and ensured the replacement of civil servantsand qualified people
by Government Party puppets or forced those who would like to
keep their jobs to be under their strict protection.

Thomas E. Ricks account of the Iragi tragedy’ regards this as a
consequence of Chalabi’ sinfluenceinthe US Administration which
inthiscase, managed to overcome what appeared to betheintention
of President Bush himself. ThomasE. Ricks perceivestheinfluence
of Chalabi or any other Iranian proxy each time the US made an
outlandish estimate or a suicidal policy decision.

" Ricks, ThomasE., Fiasco - The American Military Adventurein Irag, Penguin
Books, 2006, ISBN 978-0-141-02850-7
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Working meeting with Iragi leaders
Photo Ana Isabel Alves (June 14, 2008)



Thiswasthe start of the mass cleansing of the Iragi elitesthat was
to continue in amuch more bloody way afterwards, when murder
by shooting or bombing becametheinstitutionalised way of getting
rid of Iragi professionals. Over a period of time, the arguments
were broadened from being Baathist to being of whatever non-
conforming religious or ethnic upbringing. Shiiteswereand are as
likely to be killed as any other by the so-called Shiite militia if
they happen not to agree with them, or by Al-Qaeda, when they
happento beintheminority.

A delegation of peasantsfrom East Diyalawho happened to be Shiite
also asked to seeme. | wastold they were evicted from their landsby
Kurdish Pershmerga, who claimed theselandswereoriginal ly Kurdish
andtheir origind ownershad been expelled by theArabisation policies
of Saddam (or even from before Saddam).

My hosts explained to methat poor peasants from the South might
have been shepherds in these Kurdish areas, so creating this kind
of situation.

The most important meeting, however, was organised by the
“National Association of Iragi Tribes’. A provincia leader of
Diyala, Sheikh Fayez LaftaAliwi, avery important leader of the
Al-Obeidi tribe was also present, as well as around a hundred
political, religious and tribal leaders. He gave me a preliminary
ingghtintothelragi politicd Stuation.

My firgt intervention defending the US and the Codlition Forcesasthe
main hope for freedom, democracy and development in Irag had a
glacia reception fromthe audience.

My hopes that a democratisation process could be on itsway in
Iraq were severely dashed during the meeting, where complaints
about the prevailing chaos, usurpation of the political power by
militia, imposition of Muslim extreme fanaticism, communal
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conflicts and complaints against what they called the “occupation
forces’ abounded.

A Muslim Scholar from Al-Fallujah guaranteed that the Allied
forces had committed acts of indiscriminate violence against
civilians, and the prospect of normal relations was therefore
destroyed.

| told him that the burning of human beings and the mutilation of
their bodies, as | saw in Al-Fallujah on the television screens, was
indefensible in whatever circumstances, and he agreed. He then
offered me an engraving with the first verse of the Koran that |

till keep.
He was the first Muslim Scholar to impress mein avery positive
way.

Severd of the Southern sheiks complained that wherever the Iranian
Revolutionary Guards arrived, drugs arrived with them. At the
time, this seemed to be the most important complaint they had
against the Iranian interferencein Irag.

At the end of the meeting, | was very concerned with the poor
prospects for afree and democratic Irag, although | was far from
imagining how badly things would develop in the future.

The weather was fantastic (I understood later how exceptional
that was), the food in Ashraf was delicious, people were very
warm-hearted, and | enjoyed immensely discussing politics with
my hosts, who showed a much better understanding and
knowledge of current international political eventsthan most in the
West.

The stay in Ashraf would therefore have been quite pleasant if it
had not been for the shock of understanding how bad the course
of eventswas in Iraqg.
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c) Parlez-vous francais?

My Iranian hosts thought it was not a good idea for me to look
for Sameerah in Al-Khalis. As she wasin amajority Shiite-town,
dressed in an almost military uniform and with a very orthodox
head-scarf, | assumed erroneoudy she was also a Shiiaand possibly
under the Iranian ruling religious-political patronage and | did not
insist on the request. However, we would re-establish contacts
later on, first by e-mail and afterwards by mobile phone when |
returned to Europe.

My return was, if anything, more eventful than my arrival in Irag.
Thistime, adriver came from Baghdad to take me to the Green
Zone. He spoke fluent English and ferociously opposed the
occupier. From his perspective, the only thing worse than the US,
was Iran, a point of view that | found to be very widespread in
Irag.

When | asked him about his religious beliefs, he gave me the
standard answer of the cultivated Iraqi:

“My religious affiliation is an affair between God and me; it
does not concern anybody else.”

He had anever-ending list of complaints against the US occupation,
but was by no means antithetic to democracy or the West, on
which he spoke at length and with insight. He explained he was
an admirer of De Gaulle, and he thought Irag needed someone
like the historic French leader.

He reacted in a very contained way when | dared to criticise
Saddam Hussein and just stated:

“Yesyou are right: Saddam was stupid.”

When he left me at the gates of the Green Zone, he asked me to
open the car’s documents box, to get the paper at the top and to
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Sameerah Shibli with some of her pupils (March 17, 2005)



read it. It was a Red Cross declaration, confirming that the holder
of the document had been a prisoner of war in Iran for twenty one
years. Then he said:

“Do you know why they never freed me? Because they
wanted me to attack Saddam Hussein and | refused. He
might have been stupid, but he was the President of Iraq,
and as such | respected him.”

It took me sometime to find José Lamego. He was supposed to
drive me around, but the parking lot where he had left the car was
closed because a bomb had been found there. | understood that
even by that time, life in the Green Zone was already exhausting
with security-paranoia, and full concentration on working was
difficult.

José Lamego was in charge of refugeesin the CPA and therefore,
theideal personfor adiscussion onthesituation at the PMOI camp.
Although hewas adamant in rejecting any attempt to giveinto the
demands of thelranian regime, hewas not very constructive onthe
Issue, | believe because he was not agreeing with the broad picture
that | wasalready forming of the PMOI situation:

“the West had bombed, killed, imprisoned and labelled as
“terrorists’ those who wanted to work with the West to
establish a democratic society in Iran, at the same time the
West invited the Iragi branch of the Iranian Regime to take
hold of the country, where it developed a policy of mass
terror and genocide, that went beyond all the excesses of
the Islamic revolution as it first was developed in Iran.”

Besides José Lamego | met Sheikh Aliwi and some other of my
Iragi hosts from the “National Association of Iragi Tribes” who
had organised the conference held in Ashraf City. They were
patiently trying to explain to CPA officials that an agreement with
the Iragi tribeswas the only possibility for amanageable, if certainly
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not afully democratic Irag. He eventually succeeded, and became
astrong aly of the US military establishment in 2007, after General
Petraeus applied a new policy to the country.

Sheikh Aliwi, alongside with three other sheikhs, was murdered
on 9 November 2007, in a neighbouring village of Al-Khalis. The
PMOI attributed the murder to a special operations team of the
Iranian Pasdaran. They covered ayoung child with explosives and
sent him towards Sheikh Aliwi, making him explode by remote
control.

Dissuading the Codlition from giving any importance to the tribes
was a fundamental objective of the Iranians, as they rightly
understood that, after destroying the Army and the State, tribes
would be the mgjor obstacle |eft for the compl ete takeover of the
country by lranian representatives.

Rory Stewart, ahigh-ranking UK diplomat who was deputy Governor
in the CPA for two provinces in the South, Maysan and Dhi Qar,
published a book? that describesthe way that the Coalition did not
prevent but actively contributed to givethe control of the South of Irag
to thelranian backed groups (under thenames of SCIRI, Badr Brigade,
Hezbaollah, Al-Dawa, that the author rightly shortensup to thegenera
designationof “lranians’).

According to Stewart, during the first formal meeting he held with
an “lranian” delegation, as then acting Governor of Maysan, capital
city Amara, they told him that:

“We want to make Amara a modern society and take it
away from the influence of the tribes. It is not true that the
heads of the tribes control the tribes. To give arole to the
heads of the tribesis a mistake.”®

8 Stewart, Rory, Occupational Hazards, Picador, 2006, ISBN 978-0-330-
44050-9
9 Stewart, Rory, Op. cit., page 66
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The same idea is repeated elsewhere by the same people

“Why the sheiks? We are modern people. We reject the
tribes.” 10

Paul Bremer, the US representative, repeated this kind of nonsense,
apparently not understanding that this “modernisation” that the
Iranians referred to was nothing other than the imposition of the
theocratic dictatorship.

The same holds true for the “ de-Baathification” policy, which was
always asked as the first demand by the “Iranians’ and that the
CPA did its best to accomplish.

Bremer and the CPA did not want to understand that in atotalitarian
state like Iraq you were either a member of the Baath party or
you could not aspire to have any relevant role in the economy or
the society (the religious structures being the most obvious
exception). To expel the Baathists or to force them to go through
a screening process dominated by the “Iranians’ was tantamount
to destroy the Iragi social fabric or to transform its remains into
atheocratic tool.

The dismissal of the Iragi Army was the most famous act of the
Western suicide policy in Irag, but unfortunately not the only one.

Apparently, it took three years and the descent of Iraq into total
chaos for the US heavy administration structures to understand
how foolish this policy had been and to try to reverseit. However,
it proved to alarge extent difficult or impossible to do so in most
of the cases, as Iran became the mgjor partner in the Iragi national
government and in most of the South.

The glimpse of the “ Green Zone atmosphere” | got, before | went
to the meeting-point where a driver was supposed to meet me to

10 stewart, Rory, Op. cit., page 103
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take me back to Amman, convinced me that it would be difficult
to make something relevant out of there on behalf of Iraqg.

TheconflictinAl-Falujahwasdtill quitedive, thereforel did not find it
strangeto seemy driver takethedirection of Tikrit out of Baghdad by
theroad that goesal ong the West bank of the Tigris.

As the highway reached a crossroad near the canal that links the
Tigris with the Tharthar Lake, an American check-point was
bringing the traffic to acomplete standstill. There, | saw abusload
full of young Iragis (aEuropean type of bus, not the Korean minibus
typical inIraqand severa developing countries) being arrested by a
coupleof American soldiers.

The prison was completely improvised and consisted of a circle
made of “chicken fence” and could certainly not resist any resolute
escape attempt. One of the sol dierswas conducting the people out of
the bus and the other one ushering them into thefence.

The latter seemed to be a sixteen-year-old kid who had stolen his
father’ s uniform: tense and rigorous, as was the case with al the
American soldiers | have been in contact with, | thought it was a
miracle the Iragi young men did not decideto resist and the whole
scene did not turn into aviolent confrontation.

Weturned left, to the road that loungesthe canal to the Southwest,
where yet another small group of US soldiers was taking care of
another improvised prison, but from where we kept a respectful
distance. As we waited for a long while, | thought about going
down to the stream, but the driver stopped me. In fact, the soldiers
could have taken this as an escape attempt.

Finally wewere allowed to go. Theroad followed the canal for quite
sometime, but eventually separated from it and we got into asort of
roundabout. Thedriver either did not know whereto go or wasn't sure
which wasthe secure road. He got around, spokewith aby-standing
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kid and then chose aroad that led usright to the Tharthar L ake.

Theshining bluelakeat the edge of the desert wasafantastic view, and
the place would have been outstanding if it had not been for the fact
that the buildingsby thelake (aformer tourist resort, | waslater told)
were completely ransacked.

Aswe approached thelake, thedriver tried to warn me by gestures,
speaking half-Arabic half-English that resistancefighterswere ahead,
andthat | should pretend to be French.

| really do not know how he saw them, but, in abend of theroad, a
group of black-uniformed well-armed young Iragis surrounded
thecar.

| put on the best of my smiles, started to speak French, showing my
passport—wherethe name of Portugd, actually oneof the* coalition of
thewilling” members, waswell engraved—and looked at thedriver,
who never stopped speaking in an agitated way. | presumethesoldiers
could not read our L atin alphabet, and believed | wasaFrenchman
working for an NGO.

They never threatened me; they did not touch me or my possessions
and actuadly treated memorekindly than some border guardsdo. They
apparently believed what my driver wastelling them, and after along
period, they just let usgo.

| supposeif they had known | wasapoalitician from oneof theoccupying
countries, furthermore, chairman of the European Parliament delegation
to NATO Parliamentary Assembly, they would not havelet mego as
they did.

AsAmbassador Sadoon Al-Zubaydi would explain to melater, |
had fallen into the hands of aFedayeen unit from Saddam’sregime,
that was still intact, one year after the military operation, and | had
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been very lucky for thisfact. If | had been captured by an Islamist
or pure gangster group, thingswould have turned out differently.

Soon afterwardswe got to the surroundings of Al-Ramadi and found
the highway to Damascus and Amman.

When we stopped in aresting station by the highway and | went to
thetoilet, asecond apparently minor detail caught my attention. As
it happensin all thosetoilets, thereisachild taking care of the place
towhom you pay asmall fee. As| did not even have Iragi dinars
withme, | paid him generoudly in Jordanian currency, and returned
tothecar.

When the driver went to thetoilet, the child refused to accept his
money, pointing out to me and explaining | had already paid
sufficiently for both of us.

Both these encounters, asactually all the others| had with Iragis,
conveyed to me the same impression of honesty, politeness and
pride, that has nothing to do with theimage of bloodthirsty looters
which had been transmitted to us.

Notwithstanding, | realised Iragis can also be very surprising in-
deed. When we were about Al-Rutbah we met an American mili-
tary convoy. As| learned soon after | got into Iraq, thefirst rule
regarding American military forcesisto alwayskeep asafedistance
and be sure that you approach them only when they allow you to do
so. Military convoys usethe middlelane of the highway and there-
foreyou haveto keep at asafe distance behind them.

My driver, who certainly should know this better than myself, and
who had sorted us out brilliantly of previous encounterswith both
theinsurgents and the US troops, seemed to havelost hismind, or
got tired of rolling slowly and approached the American convoy.

| still remember the US soldier of the last vehicleraising from his
position and putting the rifle on his shoulder (he was atall Afro-
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American). | screamed and thought thistime all wasreally over.
The driver put his foot on the brakes as vehemently as possible
so the distance between us increased.

| had survived another dangerous situation, this time the last one
before we reached the border with Jordan. | realised | had risked
several times not to complete my journey, but | also thought | had
lived through aweek which contributed essentially to reshape my
ideas about Iragq and the Middle East.

| concluded then that Iraq was clearly on the path of disaster—
| spoke about the Vietnam parallel at the press in Portugal
immediately after my return—but | could not fathom how great
this disaster would prove to be.

As Hossein Madani, one of the PMOI officers | had been with
in Ashraf and who had lived through the first Islamic Revolution
(inIran), told me: Irag was going through a mimic of the original
Iranian Islamic Revolution, much more radical, violent and fanatic
than the original one, though.

This was the main assumed tactical objective of the Iranian
theocracy in its strategy to export its Islamic revolution to the
whole of the Middle East right back from 1979. Whoever
accompanied the relevant literature on the issue or for that matter,
read the speeches of the Iranian leaders, or just took notice of
war sogans like to Quds through Karbala should have understood
this

That such an obvious fact could have been completely forgotten
by the Coalition Powers to the point that they acted in Iraq like
the blind instrument of the Iranian Imperial Strategy, became the
most intriguing question to me; the missing square in the Iraqi
square puzzle that | was to grasp.
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Chapter 3
The unfolding Iragi drama

a) Lost in tranglation

My mind kept hooked onto memoriesof Irag, even after | got back to
Europe. Though thegenerd security and political situation wassteadily
deteriorating, mobile phoneand e-mail connectionswereimproving,
and | was soon in contact with awhole set of peoplewhom | got to
know inlrag or whom | got in contact with through someonel metin
Irag, actudly coveringthefull Iragi political spectrum, withtheexception
of thepro-lranianfactions.

Saleh Al-Mutlaqg, leader of one of the secular Arab political forces,
put me in contact with the Iragi former Ambassador Sadoon Al-
Zubaydi, avery bright man with a PHD in Shakespeare earned in
the UK and formerly responsible for the Iragi interpretation and
translation services, as well as for the edition of some of the
literary work of Saddam Hussein.

| invited himto giveatalk at the European Parliament in March 2006
and to have conversationswith diplomatsand politiciansin Brussels
and we kept close contact for quite some time. Afterwards, we
communicated by e-mail and he accepted my invitation for the
participationinaconferenceon Irag that | sponsoredin Brusselsin
January 2007, but he actually did not show up and | could not reach
him afterwardsfor avery longtime.

| finally got amessage from himin March 2008, informing me he
had taken refuge in Jordan, and he was still recovering from his
wounds, which wereinflicted on him while hewasfor along time
being held captive by Jaish Al-Mahdi (JAM) militia gang* that

1 JAM isrelated to the Al-Sadr Movement and to Mukhtada Al-Sadr in person.
As the time went by it became ever more infiltrated by the IRGC and or
pure criminal gangs, and Al-Sadr Movement lost to alarge extent any hold
on activities developed under its name.
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only freed him after receiving ahigh ransom. Thiswasindeed the
typical stuation of animpressive number of Iragiswho took refugein
oneof the neighbouring countries.

SadoonAl-Zubaydi had been purged from the state—hewasforcibly
sent back from his post in Jakarta and stripped of his diplomatic
credentials—in 2002, oneyear beforethemilitary interventioninIrag,
ashewasregarded to be closely associated with TarigAziz, thevice-
PrimeMinister and former Foreign AffairsMinister of Irag, theman
whotried to organiseavisit of the Popeto Irag asameansto stop the
invasonplans.

The“ Tikrit clan”—thebunch of closerdativesof Saddam coming from
hisnativevillage of Awja, South of Tikrit—torpedoed theplan, claiming
it wasaninternational conspiracy against Iraqg. Although they did not
arrest TariqAziz, they arrested or harassed some of hisclosest relatives
and political associates, such as Sadoon Al-Zubaydi, and placed them
under political quarantine.

Indeed, the plan of the Pope’strip engineered by Tarig Aziz wasa
chance of avoiding a Western invasion, but apparently the clan
viewed the softening of the regime as more dangerous than a
military intervention.

After the invasion of Irag, like most of the Iragis, Sadoon Al-
Zubaydi lived obsessed with protecting his family from the
sectarian killings—in his case, mainly his two daughters—as he
and hisfamily wereaprimetarget (being ahigh ranking official in
the State, highly educated and an Arab Sunni was quite adangerous
combination).

Hismain literary project wasto write“Inter preting Saddam’” which
was meant to be a game of words with what he professionally did
for most of hisworking life and with his knowledge of the person
and the regime. It also meant to be his political memories. The
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last time | spokewith him hewas considering to abandon the project,
asit might endanger hisfamily’schancesof survival.

Asl realised after | had met him, hisbrilliance and knowledge had not
escaped genera mediaattention, and hehasoften been quoted toexplain
critical moments of Saddam’s decision-making process in major
internationa crisis. Having had the opportunity to meet Al-Zubaydi was
crucia for my understanding of Irag.

Although he kept some of thegenera political featuresof pan-Arabist
doctrine—alwaysready to suspect Zionist conspiracies, blaming the
USasagenera scapegoat—I learned alot dueto hisrichinsight of
what had happened in Iraq with Saddam.

In hisview Saddam’ sregimewas crumbling frominside, narrowing
ever more his socia basis—by 2003 reduced to the Tikrit clan—
and unable to face any of its challenges.

In the last years before his fall, Saddam Hussein himself had no
more patience for governing, as he was concentrating on his
emotional lifeand producing romantic novels—theliterary quality
of which Sadoon Al-Zubaydi tried to improve—the real power
being in the hands of the Tikrit clan.

The end of Saddam’ s regime was in his view inevitable; the only
guestion was how it would end and what would replaceit.

Ambassador Al-Zubaydi had been Saddam’ s personal interpreter
during the whole of the crisisthat led to the disastrousinvasion of
Kuwait, and he spent the best part of a dinner we had in Brussels
giving a fascinating account of the famous meeting held on 25
July 1990 between Saddam and April Glaspie, the recently
appointed US Ambassador.

Although Saddam had been publicly mounting the pressure on
Kuwait snceMay, with an escalation of attacksin July—heaccused
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Kuwait of stealing Iragi oil from the border region—the USdid not
seem to understand the gravity of what might be coming.

Thereal content of the whole of the conversationsisstill opento
major disputes, eveninthe US. Therearethosewho try to justify
the USdiplomacy attitude claiming it was only normal for the USto
respond to Saddam’ sthreatsto invade Kuwait with a“the US does
not have aposition onArab-Arab conflict”, and leaving for holidays
afterwards. Otherwise, they claim Saddam just thought he could
win awar against the US and, aswe know was often the case, he
miscal cul ated.

Onthe other hand, there are those who think that the US organised
aplot to convince Saddam that the USwould not useitsfull strength
if hedared to invade Kuwait.

Needlessto say that Ambassador Al-Zubaydi was a partisan of the
second interpretation, and | suppose this episode will occupy an
important part in hisbook if he ever publishesit.

Wherever thetruthlies, it seemsclear that the US State Department
felt comfortable by transforming the US diplomatic blunder into a
personal problem of asingle Ambassador, asif the Ambassador
had not sent a detailed and accurate report to Washington D.C.
and asif shewas not given permission for leaving on holidaysjust
beforethewar started, and asif shedid not represent US diplomacy.

AccordingtoAndrew |. Killgore, aretired Foreign Service officer
and former U.S. ambassador to Qatar, and publisher of the
Washington Report on Middle East Affairs:

“1n 1993, then-U.S. Ambassador to the United NationsMadeleine
Albright struck agratuitously cruel blow against Glaspie when she
ordered Ambassador Glaspie to be out of her office at the U.S.

2 http://www.wrmea.com/archives/august2002/0208049.html
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Missionin New York, where Glaspie wasthen assigned, by theend
of that day.”?

It might not have been such a gratuitous blow asAndrew Killgore
thought, but rather the convenient way to find a scapegoat and to
avoid acritical analysisof what was not going well already at that
time.

Although Ambassador Al-Zubaydi is an excellent language
interpreter himself, my hearing of hisversion of events—especialy
comparing it with the version of those who think that Saddam was
just stupid and thought he could win a war against the US, like
K enneth Pollack®*—gives methe clear impression of along standing
problem of being “lost in tranglation”.

For the Iragi side, thevery low profile US attention to their threats
could only be read as a yellow light. To start with, they did not
take the ambassador very seriously because she was apparently
very soft spoken and she left on holiday just after the meeting. In
any case, it was the complete absence of reaction from the US to
the communi cation of Saddam’ sintentionsto invade Kuwait, which
led the Iraqi leadership to draw their conclusions, not Ambassador’s
Glaspie attitudes.

From the US perspective, it seemed impossi bl e that the superpower
would tolerate amajor destabilising military aggressionin the heart
of the Arab Oil World. Therefore, Saddam knew what hewasdoing
and he just miscal culated his chances of success.

Both sides never got to properly communicate with one another,
never managed to understand each other, and they developed a
massive misunderstanding that kept growing afterwards, till we
got to the full disaster of our day.

3 Pollack, Kenneth M., The Threatening Sorm - The Case for Invading Irag,
Random House, 2002, ISBN 0-375-50928-3, page 261
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Ambassador Zubaydi’ swifewasaShiite. Hetold me he only became
conscious hiswifewas Shiiawhen the coupl e attended the funeral
of hiswife’'suncleand herealised thereligious cel ebrationsfollowed
the Shiiarituals.

Most of the Iragis | met had stories of this kind. Sameerah, for
instance, told me she only heard about the existence of thereligious
differencesat school, when shewasaready eighteen. Only thendid
sheask her father what her religious affiliation was and shelearned
shewasaSunni.

From these experiences it is easy to understand why one of the
biggest resentments Iragisfelt regarding the USinvasion wasto
have been catalogued immediately according to their religious
affiliationrather than aslragis.

b) Human Rights Watch under watch

My second trip to Irag was in July 2005, in the company of my
colleague Andre Brie, a German Member of the European
Parliament from the Party of Democratic Socialism, PDS and by
the British lawyer Azadeh Zabeti, in the context of a“ Friends of a
Free Iran Mission”. In security terms it was rather uneventful,
especially in comparison with theformer one. Weflew to Baghdad,
astheairport wasthen already opened to normal commercial flights,
where someone picked us up and drove usdirectly to camp Ashraf.

However, the deterioration of the normal Iragi life was quite
apparent, from nearly every point of view, security included. Still,
the situation in Ashraf camp seemed to be morerelaxed, reflecting
the fact that after exhausting investigations by several US
departmentsit wasimpossibleto find any evidenceto back theUS
State Department 1997 claim that the PMOI was a “terrorist
organisation”.

The US had therefore started arel ation with the PMOI where, on
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Together with André Briein Baghdad's Central Cemetery
(Ghaazli) deposing flowers at a child' s grave, victim of a
terrorist attack (July 19, 2005)



the one hand, it concluded that none of the over 3.800 PMOI
memberscould ever beregarded ashaving any reation with terrorism,
and knowing that the PM Ol wasthemost certaindly they couldfindin
thefight against terrorism and in the promotion of adial ogue between
Iragis and Americans, but on the other hand there was the State
Department listing the PMOI asaterrorist organisation, onthegrounds
of bogusargumentsand accusations, that would never survive adecent
objectivescrutiny.

InAshraf, | had the opportunity to participateinan Iragi conference.
Based on my proposal, the conference decided to pay homage to
one of the victims of the bombing that took place while we were
arriving in Baghdad, where the explosion of an oil-carrying truck
killed nearly a hundred civilians, including a large number of
children, near a Shiite Mosque. A delegation from the conference
went to Baghdad, brought flowers, and went to the grave of an
unknown child, buried without identification, in Ghazilli, central
West Baghdad.

Thiswasafundamental moment in my relation with Irag. Some of
those who accompanied me in that ceremony later had to flee the
country.

Contrarily to my former journey, where Iraq was the core issue, |
was there with the purpose of investigating thoroughly the
accusations made previoudy in areport by “Human Rights Watch”
on the PMOI, the result of which was later published.*

Thetimewe spent therewas mostly filled with exhaustiveinquiries
to people who had been accused by the HRW report or close
relatives of HRW witnesses, as well as on-the-spot inspectionsto
places and to people who somehow figured in this report.

4 Brie, André; Casaca, Paulo and Zabeti, Azadeh, People's Mojahedin of
Iran Mission Report, L’ Harmattan, 2005, ISBN 2-7475-9381-9
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Together with Azadeh Zabeti, Behzad Saffari and Hossein
Madani in bungalow 48 of Hotel Iran, Ashraf City, where most
of the interviews for People’'s Mojahedin of Iran Mission Report
were conducted (July 16, 2005)



We worked night and day, with small pauses. In bungal ow 48 of
Hotel Iran, wherewe conducted most of theinterviews, therewere
several TV screens. We were at the apex of our work when | saw
onan official Iranian TV channel no other than Gary Sick, the Chair
of HRW Middle-East Advisory Committee, making laudatory
remarks on the electoral procedure of the President of Iran,
Mahmoud Ahmadi-Nejad, and criticising those who accused the
procedure of being flawed.

Sick made no secret of the partisan aims of the HRW report, by
sending it to severa peoplewith the expressindication that it would
be an instrument to darken theimage of PMOI.

Thiswasareport that broke all the basic rulesand conventionson
human rightsinvestigations, namely the I stanbul Protocol, of which
HRW was aparticipating organi sation, that refused to visit the place
wheretheeventsit referred to allegedly happened, that refused to
hear the accused peopl e or the relatives of the so-called victims,
that solely relied on the testimonies of supposed dissidents,
previously identified asVEVAK’s agents which were found to be
bogus by the US military forces and commissioned by someone
who was openly making PR business for what he claimed were
“democratic rulesand results’ in Iranian Presidential el ections.

When | started theinvestigation, | assumed that something inthe
report had to correspond to reality, namely, that thosewho the PM Ol
thought wereworking for the Iranian regime should have been taken
careof.

When the key person responsible for the Ashraf camp—at the
time Madam Parsaei—assured me that their policy was to release
from duty whoever was found to be breaking the rules or were
suspected of betrayal, | had difficultiesin believing her.

However, after visiting all the placeswhere HRW claimed prisons
had existed or assassi nations had taken place (under our request,
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and made on the spot), after interviewing dozens of people,
confronting their stories, actually using sometimestough inquiry
methods, | found no evidence opposing her words.

Furthermore, it became obviousthat if one could find so many so-
called “dissidents’ willing to attack the PMOl, this could only be
explained by the systematic policy of the PMOI to release those
who were not trustworthy.

Actually, the number of those who were in the PMOI camps in
Iraq and are now living in the West is immense. Only a small
number of those make the outlandish claims publicised by HRW.
Why did HRW always refuse to hear those who would not
corroborate the Iranian authority’ s propaganda?

When we returned to Europe and decided to compl ete the research,
| was taken aback by discovering evident signs of the previous
alignment of HRW with the Iranian authorities objectives and
misinformation.

InaCanadian journal, The Ottawa Citizen, of 17 September 2001,
HRW, together with agroup of so-called “PMOI dissidents’, had
aready made public the location of the famous Weapons of Mass
Destruction: stored in underground caves in at least five PMOI
camps’.

Theallegations of HRW were actually very closeto the onesmade
by personalities with strong ties with the Iranian authorities, such
as Ahmed Chalabi. Although we asked HRW to justify the reason
for such false allegations which caused so much death and
destruction, and which gave us the image of an organisation
completely at odds with its claimed goals of human rights, the
organisation’s reply never gave any sort of explanations on the
issue.

5 Brie, André; Casaca, Paulo and Zabeti, Azadeh, Op. cit., page 29
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Without apol ogising for the previousfabrication on WMD harboured
by the PMOI inlrag, HRW ran to the next deceit solely to counteract
the findings of US research bodies proving how unfounded the
accusationsagainst the PM Ol were.

Furthermore, | wasflabbergasted by therefusal of thisorganisationto
accountancy for itsown actsaswell asthe mockery of answer they
provided to our research book.

¢) Democracy, Iranian style

Thiswas the first time | met Abdulla Aljubori, a British dentist
surgeon, former Iragi exiled, who had returned to his hometown
in Al-Muqgdadiya after the overthrow of Saddam’s regime, who
first became elected mayor of histown and then Governor of his
province and who tried to contend the January 2005 elections
with a political platform he had created—ELITE—but his list
mysteriously disappeared from the ballots on election day.

Infact, in Diyala, the lranian proxies dominating the chains of power
madetheir mainrivalsdisappear fromthebalot, muchinthesameway
asthey guaranteevictory inlranian“elections’ by assuring that only
“trustworthy” people appear ascandidates.

Some months afterwardsfor the December el ections, thetechnique
used to ensure that Abdulla Aljubori would not pose a problem
was a bit harsher, as he was sent to prison for the whole electoral
period. Thiswas in fact done to hundreds of political |eaders of
the Province not affiliated with the Iranian forces with the aim to
ensure that a province where Shiite are a minority would give an
overwhelming majority to the pro-Iranian parties.

By the time | met him Abdulla already had the reputation of
enjoying some sort of immortality, as he had survived thirteen
atemptson hislifeduring histimeasGovernor withonly minor injuries,
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although losing almost twenty relatives and bodyguards in the
process.

Even though we met only briefly then, and just by chance again at
theairport, we became closefriendsafter | didall I could to obtain
his release later that year. When he was given a copy of all the
letters | had sent to everyone | knew in the US establishment
demanding hisrelease, he called meto say that heregarded measa
brother.

Abdullaisanincurable optimist, and he can alwaysfind away out
when | see no possibilitieswhatsoever. Ashe has been travelling
back and forth from Europe and the US to Irag, he has been my
guest in the European Parliament a number of times and he also
visited theAzoreswith me, where he participated in thefestivities of
aHoly Spirit Brotherhood in theisland of S&o Jorge, aswell asan
ecumenical religiousservicein Angra, organised by our friend Prof.
Tomaz Dentinho.

He hasbeen my guideto thelragi politics ever since, and he was
the one who prepared my travel arrangementsto Iraq in January
2007 and in June 2008.

Theélections of December 2005 were severely rigged, most notably
in the South of the country, where the pro-Iranian coalition swept
the large majority of the votes.

With the title “Iran’s Revolutionary Diplomacy Won Over
Westernism in Iraq” the website Baztab® quoted the former
revolutionary guard’s commander and secretary of Iran’s State
Expediency Council, Mohsen Reza i, concluding:

“The successful holding of Irag’sNational Assembly el ectionsand
the gaining of two-thirds of its seatsby Islamist Shiitesand Kurds,
who are considered closefriends of the Iranian nation, isthe sweet

6 www.baztab.com, December 30, 2005
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fruit of three years of implementing revolutionary diplomacy in
Irag.”
Actually, the Iranian regime miscal cul ated here somehow for asthe

time went by, an ever larger part of the so-called Shiitelist turned
against thelranian linked |eadership aswell.

The Support Committee for Free Electionsin Irag, fromwhich |
draw thistext, produced animpressive amount of evidence on vote
rigging, and published dozens of pressreleaseswhich | still keep.

At thistime secular and Sunni political forcesjoined together to
promote numerous demonstrations in Baghdad and other areas.
When the official results were announced months afterwards, they
were much more balanced than early provisional resultsindicated.

Thiswaswhen | became very much involved with most of the Iragi
political parties, and when | worked closely with Ambassador Al-
Zubaydi.

Shortly after thedeclaration of theofficial results, assuring that Iranian
proxies would get the most important political posts in the
Government, the Samarra shrine bombing triggered open and
widespread sectarian violence all over the country.

Thiswould mark the speeding of the carnage not only by large bomb
attacks against the population and, asit happened since January
2005, commanded by pro-Iranian Ministersin Government, but
also by horrendous and massive massacres committed by militia
and terrorist groups.

d) Irag with A Future

| invited both my friends Sadoon Al-Zubaydi and AbdullaAljubori
to Brussels where they stayed for about a week, with a public
conference on 8 March 2006 under the title “For a secular,
democratic Irag; widespread rigging in the December election in
Irag; terrorism, namely developed by armed militiasin the Interior

76



Ministry; secret prisons, death squads and torture; interference by
foreign powers’.

At that point | started to think about creating a “Euro-Iragi”
discussion forum, an ideathat would be formalised by the end of
that year. In June, | invited Sameerah al-Shibli to the European
Parliament where she made adebatetitled “ The challengesfor Women
inlraq”.

In the context of Friends of a Free Iran (FOFI), an informal
organisation of the European Parliament which | co-chair with
Struan Stevenson, a Scottish conservative MEP, | hosted a
conference on 12 September 2006 with two Iragi parliamentarians,
Mohammad Al-Awadh and Falah Hassan on “ The Iranian regime
and Camp Ashraf in lraq”.

Both of them were members of Mr. Saleh Al-Mutlaq party and
both of them openly praised the PMOI in Ashraf, denouncing the
Iranian regime as the main sponsor of mayhem in general and
terrorism in particular in Irag.

Mohammad Al-Awadh was impressive both by histall physical
appearance and by his political message. He completely shared
the view with our Iranian friends and me that Iragq was following
step-by-step the former Iranian Islamic Revolution, and that the
undeclared Iranian occupation was a much more serious issue
than the declared occupation of the Allied Forces.

Hewasthemainfriend of the PMOI inthelragi Parliament and also
themost outspoken critic of thelranianregime.

Althoughit wasthen (asitisnow) impossibleto addressthesituationin
Iraq without speaking about theroleof Iraninit, the presence of my
Iragi parliamentary colleaguesgave anew impetusfor thecreation of a
specific platformto addressIrag-specificissueswith Iragi and European
politicians.
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Thereafter, | discussed theidea of the platform with my personal
friend and colleague of the University of theAzores Tomaz Dentinho,
who would later accompany meto Irag. Thenamefor thisplatform
wasactually suggested by Struan Stevenson, who, along withAndre
Brie, became my closest partner on theissue, after the“1F - Iraq
with A Future” initiative waslaunched.

By thistimel wastrying by al possible meansto call European and
international attentionto the genocidedevelopinginirag, and | wrote
lettersand promoted meetingswith several institutionsand, with the
help of AbdullaAljubori, | began to prepare my next mission to

Irag.
The meetings| organised afterwards were done under thelogo “1F
- Iraqwith A Future”, thefirst official action of the platformbeinga

conference by Ammar Al-Shahbander, ayoung and bright Iragji fellow
of the " Foundation for the Defence of Democracies’.

In the following three months, |F promoted a great number of
discussionson Iragwith Iragi personalitiesaswell asamission to
Irag, my third one, wherewevisited Erbil and Diyala.

The platform manifesto was drafted in November 2006 and
discussed mainly in January 2007 in Irag, Jordan and Brussels, and
read likethis:

A group of European Parliamentarians felt they could not
remain indifferent to the on-going massacre of the Iragi civil
population, and the dashing of their hopes for a free, just,
peaceful and democratic society. They decided to answer the
appeal of several Iragi political and civil society leaders, to get
together and act for the defence of the integrity of human life
and the basic rights of the people of Irag.

W, political and civil society leadersin Europe and Iraq, decided
tolaunch“IF - Iraqgwith AFuture’” aninformal political platform
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for all of those who agree with the following three basic objectives:

1.

Attaining security and the respect of basic human rights
for the Iragi population, namely by:

a)

b)

Ending the undeclared occupation of Iraqg by the
anti-democratic and anti-lraqgi forces, through the
disbanding of militiaand terrorist groups, and also
through curbing the influence of totalitarian
neighbouring countries, either official or non-
official;

Purging the Iragi Armed and Security Forces of all
Mafia-type gangs, members of militias, criminals
and agents of foreign powers, replacing them by
hiring and promoting independent and honest Iragi
security and army professionals;

Supporting forcesworking to establish ademocratic
society in Iraqg, in which the share and role of all
elements of Iragi society are safeguarded,;

Revising the Iraqgi Constitution with the aim of
securing Irag’s unity and establishing democracy,
human rights in that country and recognizing
international laws and conventions; and to
safeguard the rights of individuals and minority
groups,

Depending on the success of the four former points,
a total withdrawal of other foreign forces present
inlrag;

Working to form a non-sectarian front through
cooperation with forces of freedom, democracy and
tolerance to help build an Iraq where all Iraqis,
regardless of being Arab, Kurds or Turcomen, Muslim

79



Meeting Fadhil Merani, Secretary-General of the
Kurdistan Democratic Party (KDP) together with
Abdulla Rasheed Aljubori
(June 16, 2008)



or Christian, Sunni or Shiite, may livein peace and have
their basic civil rights respected.

3. Working together to achieve an economic co-operation
framework that will allow Iraq to recover from the
destruction that decades of neglect, mass terror and
dictator ship have caused, and to become again proud of
its social, educational and scientific achievements.

On my third journey to Iraq | visited Kurdistan, where we were
treated asV1Psby theregional Kurdish authorities. AbdullaAljubori
was our guide, and we were accompanied by aclosefriend of his—
Mohammed Kader—a Kurdish Iragi from Baghdad established as
abusinessman inthe UAE, my friend from the Azores, Professor
Tomaz Dentinho aswell asmy previoustravelling partner, André
Brie.

| wastremendously impressed by what | saw in Iragi Kurdistan,
especialy when | remembered how dreadful the situation in most of
Irag was.

A lot of serviceswere functioning, the politicians seemed to be
sincerely interested in sorting out problems and devel oping their
land, many Kurdswho had returned from the West were helpingin
the administration and | heard more about projectsfor the future
than recriminations on the past.

Travelling within Irag along the road from Erbil down Southinthe
direction of Baghdad was at that time asignificant security hazard,
and Abdulla Aljubori gathered an impressive force of sixteen
policemen who he personally trusted to escort us on the road to
Ashraf city.

Asusual, our timing and trajectory were not disclosed and Abdulla
asked us not to use our mobiles. He got behind the wheel of the
first vehicle where he stood for most of the journey. He got the
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With Abdulla Rasheed Aljubori observing the localization of
Kurdish villages bombed by Iranian artillery
(June 16, 2008)



way wrong in aroundabout in Kirkuk, but otherwise drove us
smoothly to our destination.

Sincemy last trip the scenery had suffered animmense degradation.
A “defacto” sunset curfew was observed and we rapidly found
ourselvesaoneontheroad, military convoyshbeing theonly vehicles
withinsight.

We had waited for along time when we saw a convoy, which we
thought to be American, stopping ahead of us. We did not want to
approach them before we were sure that they would not shoot. As
one of the vehicles came towards us, we realised that it was an
Iragi military convoy escorting lorries carrying enormous cement
road blockers—the only obvious Iragi production those days—
that halted after alorry tyre had blown up.

After we understood the quid pro quo we advanced again just to
find another military convoy stopped. Thistimeit wasan American
convoy searching for explosive devices by the side of theroad.

Asl wasinthefront vehicle of our convoy withAbdulla, | realised
how difficult it wasto communicate with the US military, aswe
could not understand if the American commander wasyelling at his
men or at us, wanting us to go or to stop. The sound of nearby
shooting did not hel p the conversation, although Abdullacamed me
down: it wasthe standard means of communication and it wascoming
from the neighbouring friendly Iraqi check-point.

After some hesitation, we decided to go, which apparently was
exactly what the US troops wanted usto do.

We werereceived in apotheosisin Ashraf city by the PMOI, who
decided to broadcast all of our presence by television. Thiswould
later giveriseto an aggressive documentary produced by the [ranian
secret servicesagency “Iraneayandeh” which they called “ Dancing
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with terrorists’, referring to my rather clumsy participationin a
popular Kurdish dancing performed by Kurdish Iranians.

Most of our stay wasfilled with meetingswith Iragi political |leaders
(by the end of our stay we participated in a mass gathering of
thousands) and with common Iragi citizenswho wanted either to
give us evidence and complaints on assassinations and torture
suffered by themselvesor their rel atives or ask usto help them escape
the country.”

Most of the peoplewe got in contact with carried evident signs of
post-traumatic disordersand werein difficult, sometimes desperate,
Stuations.

TheUSArmy military leadersin Ashraf city a so courteoudly received
us, but declined to give usany protection for avisit to Baghdad, as
they were very short of resourcesthemselves.

Abdullasaid hewould not dareto face check-points of the Shiite
militia spreading out of Sadr-city to the North with less than a
hundred armed men, and therefore we had to give up reaching
Baghdad.

However, thousands of Iragis had come along way unescorted to
reach us. They camefrom nearly every provincein the deep South
of the country, but then again, although Christians, Sunni Arabsand
all sortsof peoplefrom minorities managed to comefrom Baghdad
and elsewhere, the vast majority of the visitorsfrom out of Diyala
were ShiiteArabs.

We returned by road to Erbil and then flew to Amman, where we
had several meetingswith variousIragi political leaders (both Shiite
and Sunni) who were defacto exiled people, even if some of them
were actually elected membersof the Iragi Parliament.

T A full report of our stay at http://www.paul ocasaca.net/relatorios/
relatorioiraque.pdf
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Thefull picturewegot, in particular after the Amman meetings, was
that a substantial number of Iragi leaders, Shiite aswell as Sunni,
had finally understood that the I ranian regime and its puppets, both
within thelragi Government and in theterrorist outfits such asAl-
Qaedainlrag, wereafar bigger enemy than the US.

| realised then the existence of political conditionsfor the emergence
of both the alliance between theformer Sunni insurgentsandthe US
and for the truce between Al-Sadr movement and the US.

By the end of January, dozens of Iragis, including members of the
Iragi Parliament and leaders of the civil society, from the so-called
Lay and Sunni partiesaswell as Kurdish leadersin the regional
parliament camethrough Brussels.

Among others we could find Kamal Kirkuki, deputy speaker of
the Kurdish Parliament; Saleh Al-Mutlag, President of the Iraqgi
National Dialogue Front; Adnan Al-Dulaimi and Khalaf A. Khalaf
leaders of the so-called Sunni coalition.

My friend Mohammad Al-Awadh (member of Saleh Al-Mutlag
platform), for some reason, did not come to Europe and he was
not in this meeting.

Being in the company of such alarge number of Iragi personalities,
| decided to utilisethe opportunity to organise aconferenceof IFin
the European Parliament. Actually, anumber of unattended guests
cameto the conference, such asrepresentatives of Turcoman and
Arab Shiite organisations.

A group of four individuals claiming to represent an “ Iragi human-
rights NGO” in the Netherlands al so showed up, and as | refused
to givethem thefloor in face of the huge number of requests, they
re-identified themselves asthe representatives of SCIRI, thebiggest
party inthelragi Parliament and the closest associate of thelranian
regime.
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Meeting at the European Parliament in Brussels with members of the Iragi Parliament and
leaders of the civil society, from the so-called Lay and Sunni parties as well as
Kurdish leadersin the regional parliament (January 30, 2007)



They were dressed and presented themsel ves exactly asthe rank
andfilelranian operatives| had met before, and their speech was
exactly along thevery samelines| was accustomed to hearing. If |
had not already known that the SCIRI was aconstruction fully in
the hands of the Iranian regime, | would have guessed it then.

Iranians had not only successfully infiltrated human rights
organisations like HRW but created a plethora of so-called
[Government] “human rightsNGO” that | have learned to identify
pretty well.

Although I managed to get a group photograph of all theinitial
participants, the conference itself was more adisplay of the deep
differences between the various groups present than aconstruction
of apeaceful dternativeto thecivil war situation ravaging the country.

Thetask of repairing the social fabric, |eft tattered after the Iragi
dictatorship crumbled, and of preventing the creation of asatellite
state of Iran, wasjust too complex to envisage without the means
that werewell beyond my capacities.
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A Muslim Scholar from Al-Fallujah offering an engraving
of the first verse of Koran
(April 7, 2004)
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Chapter 4
Tales of thelives of two brothers, Ali and Omar

a) The Iragi Western mirror

In January 2007, during the course of my third trip to Iraqg, | was
sitting in the lobby of Hotel “Erbil’s Sheraton” (the hotel has
nothing to do with the Sheraton hotel chain, but having the style
and superficial look of a big chain first class hotel made it to be
widely known as the Sheraton) and was reading a local English
newspaper called “ Soma’.

On page three of the newspaper, an article reprinted from “V oices
of Iraq” wastitled “ Advice on how to escape a multitude of ways
to get killed has become cliché, but many Iragis believe it could
save lives; Iragisfind new rules of survival”.

The first bit of advice stated that “Names such as Ali or Omar
could indicate a certain Muslim sect, making the bearer therefore
being likely to get killed in the escal ating wave of sectarian killings
that has engulfed Irag since the bombing of a sacred Shiite shrine
in Samarralast February”.

Thewhole article sounded geared to go smoothly along theway in
which events in Iraq were being portrayed by the international
media, rather than to explain how different the real Iraq was from
the one you could read about in the media.

The suggestion made in the article that you could be killed for
being named Omar—someone clearly identified with the Sunni
but not the Shiite religious tradition, or Ali —someone clearly
identified with the Shiite tradition, but also well accepted in the
Sunni tradition, caught my eye as the symbol of this attitude.

For those readers who are not acquainted with the basics of the
most important schism in Islam, one has to explain that Shiia
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believe that the successor of the Prophet Muhammad should have
been Ali, the husband of his daughter Fatimaand the closest adult
malerelative of the Prophet. Fatimanever recognised Abu Bakr to
be the legitimate successor. Omar - who succeeded Abu Bakr,
already after Fatima s death - is by the Shiite tradition accused of
offending physically and verbally both Fatimaand Ali, and isseen
asthe worst of the early successors of the Prophet.

Aseventually Ali succeeded Abu Bakr, with Omar and Othmanin
between, and the Sunni consider those four to be all legitimate
caliphs, it is quite typical of a Sunni family to name their male
descendants exactly after the four first caliphs succeeding
Muhammad, that is: Abu Bakr, Omar, Othman and Ali.

S0, the question isthat you may be sure that someone named Omar
comesfrom a Sunni family, but you really do not know if someone
named Ali isaShiite or aSunni. However, if you realisethat Ali is
a younger sibling of Omar, you may then be certain he comes
from a Sunni family.

Thearticlewastherefore at oddswith thebasicsof Muslimredlity,
and it was as well at odds with reality on the ground, where this
type of selective murder by identity card was being perpetrated by
Shiitemilitiaand terrorist groups, whereas Al-Qaedain lraq (AQI)
was primarily murderingin bulk, or with specific targetsnot defined
on the basis of identity cards.

The fairy tale of the Shiite Ali and the Sunni Omar was therefore
particularly fitted to please the typical political correctness of the
Western public opinion. | do not believe that an Iragi journalist
could ignorethisand the articlewas most likely written in English
for aWestern audience to see an Irag asit was assumed to bein a
politically correct logic, rather than asit actually was.

On the other hand we haveto bear in mind that in the previouswars
journalistshad never beenlooked upon asamagjor target asinthisone,
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German Chancellor Angela Merkel and the Iraqi journalist
Zainab Ahmed shortly after been awarded with the Henri
Nannen Award for Freedom of Press 2008 - Photo Carina

Weirauch / stern (May 9, 2008)
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Eqgraa’ s Newspaper of which Sameerah Shibli was Director in
Al-Khalis (September 9, 2004)



this being true for Western aswell aslocal journalists. Political
correctnessin this context could al so have been away to escape
reprisalsfrom themurderers.

As | was reading the newspaper, | was thinking of the family of
Sameerah’s mother, slaughtered in Al-Muqgdadiya on September
30, 2006, shortly after Sameerah, accompanied by her brother
Othman, returned from avisit to the European Parliament.

Sameerah recalled the eventsvery painfully, and she never gave me
afull and sequenced description of them. As| am writing these
lines, sheiswaiting to get her family out of Irag, to find a publisher
for the story and to press charges against the Iragi Army General
whom she believes engineered the massacre.

Her mother, Hamdah, never recovered from the pain of losing thirteen
of her relatives murdered in the most barbaric way. One of
Sameerah’sauntscompletely lost her mind after finding theremains
of her four-year-old son attached to arope which dogswerefighting
about.

The story isnot substantially different from those one can read on
the Rwandan massacres, with theimportant difference that aproper
international investigation on Iraq still remainsto be made.

The persecution of any sort of independent journalism aswell asthe
harassment of the coalition forces that cornered them more and
morein their headquarters has helped create alawless situation
where all sorts of gangsterrorisethe population.

Theeldest of Sameerah’s brothersis named Riyadh; the othersare,
asyou may have guessed, Abu Bakr (he died during his childhood),
Omar, Othman and Ali (sixteen-year old at thetime of the events).
Together, they had thetask of defending their family’shomeinAl-
Khalisfrom an attack like the one of Al-Muqgdadiya.
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View of the destruction of Sameerah Shibli’ s family house after
militia attacks (March 23, 2008)



They were convinced that the family was being targeted for being
Sunni and for the relative importance of the tasks and positions of
some of them (persecution targeted professionalsin particular and
the elitesin general).

| did my best to call the attention of everyonel knew inthe USwho
could have some clout on Irag to cometo their rescue, but it was
simply impossiblein the prevailing chaos to convince whoever to
turn their eyesto the specific situation of Sameerah’sfamily.

| met Sameerah as | stayed for afew daysin Ashraf city, coming
from Iragi Kurdistan, in January 2007. We had known each-other
for nearly three years and | had saved an impressive amount of
her electronic messages, mainly describing all sorts of terrorist
attacks and brutalities she had witnessed.

She had been through unimaginable experiences. When | asked
her about a bomb attack that caused over thirty casualties in the
Al-Khalis police headquarters, in the vicinity of the headquarters
of her women’s association (the place where we first met), she
answered that she still remembered the continuous screams of
people being tortured in the police barracks which she heard all
day.

On another occasion, she gave me an on-the-spot description
over the phone of amassacre of civilians committed by the militia
in the centre of the town, where neither the army nor the police
intervened.

Finally, just before we met in January 2007, she told me she
couldn't stand any longer getting out in the morning and
systematically finding decapitated bodiesin the streets. As a great
number of the Iragis | met she was on the verge of a total
psychological collapse.

The official who acted as my bodyguard (and who would die in
a terrorist attack targeting Abdulla on 1 April 2007) brought
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Terrorist attack in Al-Khalis - Photo Sameerah Shibli
(April 27, 2006)



Sameerah to Ashraf city, but he warned us it would not be possible
for him to make the way back before the next day, as the light
was fading.

Sameerah stayed overnight in afeminine compound, and in the
meantime we had some moretimeto talk. | understood that | had
torapidly take her out of Iraq if shewasto survive.

b) Down to the Abyss

After my returnto Europeand the* Iragwith A Future” conference,
the situation deteriorated steadily, as| could understand by reading
the reports and photographs that Sameerah kept sending.

Just in the backyard of Sameerah’sfamily house—perhapslessthan
acouple of kilometres away—one could find Abu Tamor, a Sunni
majority village whose main sheiks| had been with in Ashraf in
January, whilethey weretrying to convene security agreementswith
theUSmilitary.

In February, an all too common set of events took place over
there. First, an operational team of AQI, presumably coming from
the provincial capital Baquba, at the time controlled by AQI and
playing the role of headquarters of its “Islamic State of Irag”
(191), attacked Shiite familiesin the village.

Soon afterwards, the Iragi Army fifth division retaliated, asusual,
not on the AQI who withdrew after perpetrating the massacres, but
onthevillageinhabitants. A group of people caught at random were
put inside ahole and summarily executed, including thetwelve-year
old “Mahmoohd Abdolrsaq Hashem Al-Shibli”, direct cousin of
Sameerah. After finishing the massacre, the Army withdrew and
asked for the US army’ s support to attack the alleged terrorists by
way of gunning thevillage by helicopter.

Thevillagers of Abu Tamor, whose |eaders had been doing their
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best to secure peace, were attacked consecutively by AQI, thelraqi
Army andthe USArmy.

The USArmy, confinedto large military unitscompletely cut off from
reality was acting like ablind elephant, trusting the Iragi Army for
guidance. However, thelragi Army was not reliable and was heavily
infiltrated by e ementsthat did not want to produce any sort of peaceful
solution, quite on the contrary, they just wanted to promoteasectarian
avil war.

| did make a complaint to the UN Special Rapporteur on the
Extrajudicial, Summary or Arbitrary Executionsagainst Brig. Gen.
Shakir Hulail Hussein Al-Kaabi, the military responsible for the
fifth division of the Iragi Army. | sent copiesto US authorities.

Soon afterwards, the US forces launched a reasoned complaint
against thisgeneral and forced hisresignation from the post. They
did not raise this specific case on the occasion though. Apparently
the murder of the young Mahmoohd was not an exceptional event.

At the same time, Sameerah’s driver was kidnapped, tortured in
the most barbaric way and murdered. Theway hisbody wastortured
convinced Sameerah that it was the work of the same people who
had previoudly attacked her family, that is, Iran-leaning gangs (the
fact that the driver was himself a Shiia was irrelevant) with the
ultimate aim of gathering the necessary information to go after her
and all of her family and acquaintances.

This was the alarm bell for the escape. With the help of Susanne
Fischer in Suleymania and the Brussels Embassies of Egypt and
Jordan, | organised Sameerah’s escape, through Iragi Kurdistan
and Jordan to Cairo. At the last minute, she decided to take her
younger brother and sister, Ali and Shemh, with her aswell as her
father.

Therest of the family wasto join her later, as we thought then that
it would not be difficult to get the necessary permission from the
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Egyptian authorities. Future proved this to have been a gross
miscaculation.

Otherwise, nearly all the people | got to know have tried to leave
or have already left the country and desperately need help in
Amman, Damascus, Aleppo or elsewhere.

Abdulla suffered another terrorist attack on 1 April 2007 by a
suicide bomber that ran against him while his car stopped in the
crossroad near his house. Miraculously, he survived this fourteenth
attempt on his life, although one could hardly understand how,
considering the number of people killed and the damages done to
the vehicle.

A few days later, his house in Al-Muqdadiya was attacked and
completely destroyed. Although his house was not far from an
American military compound and the fight lasted for along time,
nobody dared to face the AQlI commandoes. However, the US
Army rescued and took care of the injured men who fought in the
defence of Abdulla's house. Abdullatook his mother and other
relativesto Iragi Kurdistan, where they became part of the ever-
increasing number of IDP (Internally Displaced People).

On 12 April, AQI sent a suicide bomber to the Iragi Parliament
premisesto nate my friend and co-founder of IF, the Member
of the Iragi Parliament Mohammad Al-Awadh. My main Iraqi
political partner was murdered! This was a major blow for me,
personally as well as politically.

Few weeks back, the US Army had transferred the security of the
Iragi Parliament to the Iragi authorities, and the security of the
Parliament became the responsibility of its Security Committee,
presided by Al-Ameri, the leader of the Badr Brigade.

For unexplained reasons, metal detectors were off-work from the
evetill the attack took place in the Iragi Parliament. The suicide-
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Herewith Iragi MP’s Mohammad Hossein Al-Awadh (murdered
on April 12, 2007 in the Iraqgi Parliament) and Falah Hassan
at the European Parliament in Brussels
(October 3, 2006)



bomber got inside the building using its main entrance around one
o’ clock in the afternoon, went through the crowded |obby along
stairs and corridors to the place where he exploded himself against
Mohammad, injuring severely several of his parliamentary
colleagues and friends who were around him.

The pressreports about the assassi nation were compl etely distorted.
They failed to mention that the attack could not be seen asarandom
attack, sinceit did not target the most crowded and easily accessible
places; they transmitted emphatically the message that the victims
werefrom different political groups, asif ascratch in the hand of
someone dozens of meters from the explosion could be seen as
equivalent to the seriousinjuries suffered by people within arange
of two meters of the scene of the events.

Once again, the very same political correctness, which had been
used in the description of the challengesraised to brothersAli and
Omar, was evident.

Some days later, Ayman Al-Zawahiri, operational leader of Al-
Qaeda, publicised afilm celebrating the assassination.

Asfar asthe leader of the Badr Brigade, Al-Ameri, is concerned,
who was responsible for the security, he made dismissive
declarations of the importance of the attack and never explained
how such a complete failure in security conditions could have
taken place.

Two days later, however, Al-Ameri and the spokesperson of the
Maliki government, Ali Al-Dabbagh, both of them of indisputable
and proven faith to the Iranian regime, accused the PMOI of
colluding with AQI and to be somehow responsible for the attack.

So, onewasto believe that the PMOI organised an attack in the
Iragi Parliament, together with AQI, to assassinate the member of
thelragi Parliament who was best known for his constant support
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of the PMOI, either in Irag, in Brusselsor in Geneva. Conversely,
we should also believethat the head of the Badr Brigadejust forgot
to assure metal detection on thefateful day of thekilling. Thefact
that heisas close as one can be to the Teheran regime should be
seen asacoincidenceaswell.

To me, the murder of the most outspoken critic of the undeclared
occupation of Irag by Iranwithinthelragi Parliament wasthe ultimate
proof of the close cooperation between AQI and the Iranianregime,
confirming thefirm opinion of theentireso-called Sunni and Lay political
spectrumonthisissue.

By theend of January, | had aready visitedin Genevamy former leader
inthesocidist party and now “ United NationsHigh Commissioner for
Refugees’ (UNHCR), Antonio Guterres, to express my concernson
thesituation of thelragi refugeesaswell ason the Iranian Resistance
refugeesinrag.

There | devel oped the best of the relationswith UNHCR that tried
to help asmuch asit could to ease the situation of the ever growing
number of people whom | was trying to get out of Iraq or who
were already in neighbouring countries.

| organised adinner event with the Arab diplomatic community in
Brussels on the need to promote solidarity with Iragi refugees.
The event was a major success with the attendance of the
overwhelming mgjority of the ambassadors of Arab countries.
However, the Iragi representative was conspicuous by hisabsence.
Ambassadors of Syria, Egypt and Jordan took the floor and made
very good interventions.

In the meantime, the Iragi Ambassador, with whom | enjoyed good
relations at the start, became more and more hostile as | became
moreand morecritical of thestate of affairsin hiscountry.

Afterwards, | got acquainted and well related with both
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Ambassadors from Jordan and Egypt and became a close friend
of an Egyptian diplomat, Maged Aboulmagd.

After seeing Iragi main politicians not tied to Teheran either
assassinated, terrorised or unable to act together to end the civil
war and stop the country from being transformed into an Iranian
outpost, | thought Arab countrieswould be easier to be mobilised
to that end.

Arab countries’ diplomats showed in private, and sometimeseven
inpublic, agood understanding of thetheocratic Iranian expansionist
agenda, the strict dependence of the lragi authoritieson it and the
challengeit posed to the security of their countries.

Inthisrespect, they are generally better informed and have amuch
better view on the situation of Irag thanthe USor, for that matter,
any other Western diplomat or politician, Israel being only partialy
an exception. Saudi Arabiaand several of the Gulf countrieswere
among the most far-sighted critics of Iran’sthreatening overtures.

However, astimewent by, the US did not seem capable of leading
the way for an alternative and the Iranian influence in Irag
consolidated. The Arab countries apparently decided to give up
helping Irag and to bet on the containment of the Iragi disease by
ignoring it. At the sametime, they tried toisolate Syriaand to givea
moderate support to the L ebanese real resistance occupation, that
is, the reverse of the fake resistance of Hezbollah and its allies,
against the Iranian backed forces.

Thelraqgi refugeeswere the main victims of thispolicy evolution
because asfor the Arab countries’ establishmentsthey became a
nuisance to beignored rather than people who could be useful to
be supported from the perspective of a return of Iraq to
independence.

Itisworth noting that Syria, regardless of itspolitical dependence
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on Iran, was by far the country that admitted more Iragi refugees
and that supported the biggest burden, Jordan occupying the same
positioninrelativeterms.

The change of Arab states’ mindset was all too obviouswith Egypt.
Whereas it had been comparatively easy to obtain a visa for
Sameerah and the first part of the family, it became virtually
impossibleto get visasfor the others.

Those of Sameerah’sfamily who remainedin Irag had to leave shortly
after Sameerah’ s escape, asthefamily house and the neighbouring
homesof Sunni familieswere ethnicaly cleansed. Two of Sameerah’s
sistersare married and have young children (ninekidsin al, from
few monthsto eight-yearsold). They started adramatic sagathat
has|asted for over oneyear and, and as| am writing theselinesis
continuing.

Chased from Al-Khalis, they went to Kirkuk, where they were
chased and returned to Al-Khalis to be chased again. When the
family lost hope of aresettlement in Cairo, they tried Aleppo, once
again sending a first group to look after housing and other
arrangements.

Thefamily was once more split, asthe Syrian policy of admitting
Iragi refugees al so changed and therest of the family was stopped
at the border twice. Finally, those who werein Aleppo (two of the
brothers) were also forced to leave, and they themselvesjoined
again thewandering back into Irag.

Atacertain point they hidintheruinsof abrick factory inAl-Khalis
that lies close to the main road Baghdad-Kirkuk. One of the
membersof thecity Council, although affiliated inapro-lranian party,
agreed to secretly providethem with water and food, which probably
saved thelives of the weakest members of thefamily.

Al-Khalis, acity with aShiiamajority in Diyala, has always been
controlled by the Iran-leaning forces, SCIRI and Iran-leaning Al-
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Sunni Arab survivors of ethnic cleansing in villages surrounding Al-Khalis,
shortly after arriving in town. Male adults from these villages were
kidnapped and later assassinated. The survivors would be forced to leave
as well afterwards. - Photo by Sameerah Shibli (February 15, 2007)
From the following comment, we can understand the US authorities knew
about this crime against humanity:

“No,” Ricesaid, “thereisalso a Shia problem, and you must recognize that.
Look, we've got reports - people going into villages, killing all the men and
sending the women into exile. Are you telling me that's not true? None of
Maliki’s aides challenged her”

(Woodward, Bob, The War Within, A secret white House history 2006-2008,
Smon & Schuster, 2008, ISBN 978-1-4165-5897-2, page 256)



Dawafactions, and isatown where ethnic cleansing forced 4.500
familiesto leave and where sectarian violence has been theworst.
Inthemeantime, Iragi refugeesin general became my main politica
priority, and | promoted several parliamentary initiativesasking for
solidarity withthem, namely two resol utions of the European Parliament*
and severd parliamentary questions?.

1 European Parliament resolution on refugees from Irag, 15/02/2007,

P6_TA(2007)0056, http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/
getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//TEXT+TA+P6-TA-2007-

0056+0+DOC+XML+V0O//EN& language=EN;
European Parliament resolution on the humanitarian situation of Iragi
refugees, 12/07/2007, P6_TA(2007)0357,
http://www.europar|.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//
TEXT+TA+P6-TA-2007-0357+0+DOC+XML +V0//EN& language=EN

2 E-0416/07 - Emergency humanitarian aid for Iragi refugees
http://www.europarl .europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//
TEXT+WQ+E-2007-0416+0+DOC+XML+VO/EN& language=EN,;
E-2222/07 - Alleged ill-treatment and fear of forcible deportation of refugees
intheEU
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//
TEXT+WQ+E-2007-2222+0+DOC+XML+VO/EN&language=EN;
P-2287/08 - Verification of United Nations contributions
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//
TEXT+WQ+P-2008-2287+0+DOC+XML +V0//EN& language=EN;
E-3323/08 - Verification of United Nations contributions by EuropeAid
http://www.europarl .europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//
TEXT+WQ+E-2008-3323+0+DOC+XML +V0//EN& language=EN

3 2008 Budgetary Procedure - adoption of two budgetary amendmentsin the
European Parliament first reading of the budget: amendments 955 and 952 to
budgetary lines19 10 03 and 19 01 01 01. Theseamendments, numbered 242
and 212, for the vote in second reading placed part of the appropriationsin
reserve. The conditions for the releasing of both reserves were that “
Commission isinvited to present to Parliament an exhaustive overview of
the use of funds (in 2006, 2007 and planned for 2008) in Irag, specifying,
which projects have been financed / co-financed the framework of the Iraqi
reconstruction process with exact indications on the geographical location
and contractors per project (where already defined)”.
http://www.europarl .europa.eu/comparl/budg/budg2008/2008_en.htm
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| introduced the topic as an important subject both in Budget® and
Budget Control* Committees and for some time managed to keep
the subject alivein the European political agenda.

Thetidewasturning against Iragi refugeesin Europe aswell, not
necessarily out of any negative concern from the public opinion, but
by purelack of political interest, the negative logic of the European
asylum system and the hostility of the European Commission, that
was not at all co-operative, to say the least.

In Europe the logic seems to be simple: (1) Iraq has major oil
reserves; (2) thelragi government appearsto besolid, sinceitis
backed by both enemies Iran and US; (3) the Iragi government
does not want to hear about refugees; (4) to sum up, Europe should
not speak about Iragi refugees and should do its best to support the
Iragi Government.

Thetide suddenly turned against mein the European Parliament as
well. Asl wasout of the Foreign Affairscommittee, therewaslittle
| could do to prevent the approval of anintelligently drafted report
hiding all theinconvenient truths and difficult-to-answer questions
on Irag, tainted with the politically convenient dose of anti-
Americanism, painting arosy picture of Irag and opening the way
for atriumphant arrival of PrimeMinister Maliki in Europe.

Soon after the approval of the European Parliament report®, we
could read ajoint statement of Prime-Minister Maliki and President
Barroso that referred to nothing else but oil®. The European

4 2005 Discharge Procedure - Written questionsfor the Hearing Commissioner
Benita Ferrero-Waldner before the Budgetary Control Committee and
guestions during the hearing itself, 23/01/2007,
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/editoDisplay.
do;jsessionid=7CFD4CEC6441F5FF82F2395B89C6A A 79.node2?
language= EN& menul d=2035& id=1& body=CONT

5 European Parliament recommendation to the Council of 13 March 2008 on
the European Union’srolein Irag P6_TA-PROV (2008)0100
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Parliament report played a crucial role in creating the conditions
for this to happen.

¢) New hopes

By the end of 2007 | hosted former Prime Minister Ayad Allawi
and the veteran of Iragi diplomacy, Adnan Al-Pachachi, in Brussals,
both of them brought by AbdullaAljubori. Ayad Allawi agreed to
join the political platform “Iraq with A Future’.

| noticed that he was by far the most brilliant Iragi politician | had
met. Allawi raised my hopes again for a suitable solution for Irag,
and | thought about getting him together with the most reliable and
far-sighted political leaders in the Arab World, and that meant the
Egyptians.

At the same time, the results of the brilliant strategy of General
David Petraeus regarding Iraq were finally showing. He sorted
out two of the most complex political issuesin Irag. He made
peace with the Sunni population and established a co-operation
framework with its leaders to fight Al-Qaedain Irag. He managed
to achieve atruce with the most important Shiite organisation, the
Al-Sadr movement. Although heavily infiltrated and directly
influenced by the Iranian regime, Al-Sadr movement could not be
seen just as an instrument of Teheran like SCIRI/Badr Brigade.

Quite awkwardly the Western presstried frantically to convey the
inverse impression by the beginning of 2008: Al-Sadr movement
was pictured as an Iranian regime tool and the SCIRI was pictured
as less-aligned with Teheran. Anyone who knows something about
the Iragi reality could not believe anything of that sort, so |
wondered what the purpose of this new charade was.

6 http://ec.europa.eu/external_relations/irag/docs/press_meeting_
0408_en.pdf
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With Ayad Allawi, former Prime Minister of Irag, Adnan
Al-Pachachi, former Foreign Affairs Minister of Irag, Abdulla
Rasheed Aljubori and Mogens Camre, Member of the European
Parliament, in a meeting with Ambassadors to the
EU of several Arab countries
(October 16, 2007)



Since the beginning of the Iran-Iraq war two camps were formed
in the Shiia clergy. One gathered around the Al-Sadr clan, to
whom Saddam was horrendous, but the Shiiawere Iraqi, therefore
they had to be on the Iragi side of a war. The other was built
around the Al-Hakim clan, to whom the Shiia had to follow the
spiritual leadership of the Iranian theocracy in any circumstance,
and therefore, they had to be on the Iranian side of the war.
Needless to say, the situation was not suddenly reversed in the
beginning of 2008.

Moreover, David Petraeus got the Iragi government security forces
under close scrutiny, correcting or avoiding some of its biggest
attempts to promote sectarian violence.

Nevertheless, asamilitary leader he could not by himself persuade
the US diplomatic machine to change the erroneous policy of
appeasement with Teheran.

Although the US was winning pointsin the internal Iragi war, it
was losing in the international arena, since it broadly kept the
same policies.

Ayad Allawi, unfortunately, could not come to Cairo. Yet Abdulla
and | decided to go there in December 2007.

We had some meetings in the Egyptian Ministry of Foreign Affairs
and we evaluated the conditions for Egypt to become the leading
force for the driving Arab forces for a positive solution in Irag. At
the same time, we hoped to be able to persuade the Egyptian
authorities to be more helpful towards the reunification of
Sameerah’s family in Cairo. The results on both issues were not
encouraging.

| came back to Cairo some months later, as | was invited to
participate in an Islamic conference promoted by the Ministry of
Islamic Affairs. At the time | was received by the Foreign Affairs
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Minister, as well as by high-level personalitiesin the Senate and
the Human Rights Council. Politically, this second trip was far
more successful, and | established strong emotional ties with the
country.

During my stay in Cairo, on both occasions, Sameerah guided me
around, acting sometimes as my language interpreter and always
helping me to understand Egypt as seen through the eyes of an

Iragi.

| found Cairo the most buoyant city in the Mediterranean, definitely
marked by mass poverty but with tremendous business dynamics.
| assume that Cairo could become the economic centre in the
whole region if the right economic policies would be implemented
and if the country could overcome the totalitarian threats impending
upon it.

Egypt is the cultural and political centre of the Arab World, and
also an important centre for Iam. Egypt was the cradle of Ancient
civilization but, in modern times, it hosts both Arab nationalism
and modern Islamic fanatic ideologies.

The Egyptian political leadership understood better than any other
in the region (not to mention outside the region) the threats posed
by both the totalitarian ideol ogies but felt unable to confront them,
asitslegitimacy ultimately depends on them.

The Arab extreme nationalism and in particular its most awful
characteristic, that is anti-Semitism, continues to play a crucia
role and, although the State has outlawed the Islamic Brotherhood
and other fanatic movements, Egypt was to alarge extent forced
to absorb its ideology, abandoning crucial principles of laicism.

The problem faced by the Egyptian leadership is to embrace
modernity, which necessarily implies political democratisation,
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while keeping the fanatic threat at bay. Especially after the Iraqgi
disaster no one contemplates the perspective of repeating the
logic of inviting Islamic fanatics to bring democracy, which in
Egypt would translate into inviting the Muslim Brotherhood to
take care of the Government. Thiswould be tantamount to replacing
an authoritarian government by a totalitarian one.

| understood then that the two epicentresin the devel oping scenario
of the confrontation in the Greater Middle East are Cairo and
Teheran, the latter seen more and more as the one that can
successfully challenge the West, the first seen either as the most
solid bastion against the theocratic imperialism or as a government
kept by Western support but with an ever more dwindling internal
social and political basis and therefore ripe for an Islamic
Revolution.

There is no other region where modernisation attempts failed more
persistently than in the Middle East and therefore the temptation
to think that there is nothing to be done is understandably high.

As | learned more about the region, some points became
increasingly clearer to me. The first is that Egypt is a crucial
country to be engaged in the fight for modernisation. One can
arguethat Isradl (the only fully fledged democracy), Jordan, Algeria,
Morocco, Tunisia, Lebanon or several of the Gulf States are at
least as close to amodern and liberal lay state as Egypt and that
actually transformations in any of them would be easier to promote.
However, transformations in any of these countries, despite their
importance, will not have as far-reaching impact on the Arab
World as transformations in Egypt will.

Egypt has some other very important advantages, namely the
relatively high level of its political and cultural elite and the fact
that it does not have significant oil reserves.
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Internal displaced people queuing in Baquba for food supplies
Photo Sameerah Shibli (October 27, 2006)



Qil, or oil and gas, or indeed any other scarce natural resource,
isnormally perceived as a blessing but should better be seen as
aproblem. It either creates covetousness from others or makes
every move seen in the light of potential interests. It destroys the
need to act.

Far from being a gift, oil and gasin the Greater Middle-East might
actually be the main problem of the region.

Egypt is not particularly rich in either of these natural resources,
and therefore it isforced to rely on its most significant resource,
its people, to develop itself.

Regarding its institutions, | was quite impressed by the level of
independence of the Human Rights Council and the importance
and maturity of its recommendations.

Summing up, | was convinced that an engagement strategy with
Egypt on al levels of co-operation, from human rights to economic
development, could be successful and present the best investment
Europe can make to change the situation in the region.

Thebest surprise | had when coming back from Cairo to Brussels
wasto receive an invitation from the US acting A mbassador to the
EU for adinner in hishouse with Ambassador James Foley, Senior
Coordinator for Iragi Refugee | ssues of the US Department of State.

To meet Ambassador Foley and to discuss the Iragi refugees
situation in particular and Iraq in general with someone who is
well-informed, intelligent and humane and entitled to act was even
better.

He confirmed that no one seemed to be significantly concerned
with refugees, the European Commission being the worst casein
point. He had no illusions about the Maliki government either.
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Maliki himself views refugees as either Baathists or traitors, and
therefore he could not care less about them.

After my numerous attempts to find alternatives to US engagement,
and in spite of al the misgivings, | gained the conviction that this
country seems to be the only one who could produce people with
the will and capacity to address such humanitarian issues.

With people like General David Petraeus and Ambassador James
Foley around, | felt there could be afuture for Iraqg, for the Iraqgi
refugees, and for all of us.
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At the Naval Base of Port Heuneme, USA, thanking the
US Navy for its support to the rescue of the coastal village of
Ribeira Quente after a severe mud-slide
(May 19, 2005)
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Chapter 5

The Iranian theocracy and the dawn of
a new era of terrorism

a) On Terrorismand Fanaticism

L et me beginthischapter with aquote of Walid Phares. Thewhole of
United States, with the exception of ahandful of visionaries, wastaken
aback on September 11 and could not help wondering: why do they
hate us?

Quiteobvioudy, theright answer to that question wasnot found, asthe
United States soon embarked on adisastrous path that led to the Iragi
operation and the subsequent reinforcement of theideol ogy and political
forcesthat produced September 11.

Tobeginwith, asthe caseismade by many andysts, theldam doesnot
haveamonopoly over fanaticism, and fanaticismisnot thesole preserve
of reigionfor that matter. At times, non-religiousideol ogies—nationdi <,
racial, ethnical or purely political—have proven to be asfanatic as
religion.

With the Oklahoma City bombing, we had clear evidence that the
Christian religion could be claimed, the same way as the Muslim
religion, as the driving force of mass murder, and we had to go
only abit back in time—to the aftermath of the withdrawal of the
US from Indochina—to see a communist ideology serve as
justification for mass murder on a genocide scale. More recently
we witnessed an ethnic genocide in Rwanda and the multiple
genocidesof theBakanson an ethnic or religiousaffiliation basis.

Thisfact, coupled with the misleading desire of not to offend the
Muslim World, led the US to consider that it was dealing with a
war on “terror”, as if September 11 could be understood as a
simple act of terror, and as if terror could be a useful definition
of whatever challenge we are facing.
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Theleast dangerousform of violence actsthrough terror (or if you
prefer intimidation), since violence, or the threat of violence, isa
tool for conditioning the behaviour of others.

Only when violence seeks annihilation, that is, when violence is
most fearful, does it not necessarily imply intimidation. To give
an example: when an occupying army executesaresistant in public
it ams at intimidating others not to resist; when it wipes out a
whole population (most of the times secretly) it seeksthe ultimate
solution, to use the Nazi expression on the extermination of the
Jewish and Gipsy populations.

When the police arrests someone for robbery, it is partialy to
prevent him from wrongdoing, partially to try to convince him
that this is not a good thing to be done, but to a large extent the
objective isto intimidate potential thieves. Needless to say, most
of usthink it would be far-fetched to classify this sort of action as
terrorism. Notwithstanding police actionsin totalitarian states can
be clearly classified as “terrorism”.

The best and most credited author on terrorism, Bruce Hoffman?,
tries to give an operational definition of terrorism, and indeed, |
think he produced quite an interesting and important work on the
issue.

However, | think that the main conclusion to be drawn from his
work is that there is no way we can make terrorism per se as an
operational category that will allow usto any clear action, let alone
awhole war as pretended by the announced US strategy.

As Bruce Hoffman explains, the term terrorism, or the policy of
terror, was first used to describe the French revolution policy. It
was not thefirst time that a State decided to use this sort of policy,

1 Hoffman, Bruce, Inside Terrorism, ColumbiaUniversity Press, 2006, ISBN
978-0-231-12699-1
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for violenceisinherent to any sort of State, but it was perhapsthefirst
timethat the soci ety decided to categorisein ameaningful way one of
the nastiest expressions of the coercive nature of the State.

Anarchists, and especially the Russian anarchists, became the most
typical actorsto be labelled as terrorists in the second half of the
nineteenth century. It is noteworthy that thereislittle in common
between both these types of terrorism, unlesswe consider that most
of the potential victims were the same (aristocrats and the upper
class). Otherwise, inthefirst case we have violence from the State
and in the second violence against the State. Secondly and most
importantly, we have the question of ethics, as Bruce Hoffman
highlights:

“Even having selected their targets with great care and the
utmost deliberation, group members still harbored profound
regrets about taking the life of afellow human being. Their
unswerving adherence to this principle is perhaps best
illustrated by the failed attempt on the life of Grand Duke
Serge Alexandrovich made by a successor organization to
the Narodnaya Volya in 1905. As the royal carriage came
into view, the terrorist tasked with the assassination saw that
the duke was unexpectedly accompanied by hischildrenand
therefore aborted his mission rather than risk harming the
intended victim’ sfamily (the duke waskilled in asubsequent
attack).”?

In sharp contrast to this action we have, as it is known, the
intentional murder of the Tsar’ sfamily under instructions of Lenin
after the Russian Revolution. However, thiswas not considered to
be aterrorist act ssimply because it was an act of State and not an
act of insurgent forces.

2 Hoffman, Bruce, Op. cit., page 6

123



Consdering thiswasan extermination policy rather than anintimidation
policy, it could betaken asliterally correct not to call thelast actiona
terrorist one. However, the distinction between thetwo actsisdueto
thefact that the second was a State action whilethe murder of Grand
DukeAlexandrovichwasnot.

So, if wewereto apply thelogic of the present “war onterrorism” to
thebeginning of the century in Russawe should persecute Narodnaya
Volyaand leave the Bolsheviks undisturbed, which, I think, will be
consensualy agreed makesno sense.

TheNaziscreated thethird bigwave of “terrorist” l1abelling, and they
appliedit liberaly to anyonewho resisted them. Thisconcept of terror-
Ism survived to our day, and when the Council of the European Union
created legidationonterrorismit madea“ declaration” excluding those
res stance actscommitted during the Second World War from the defi-
nition of terrorism.

Thefourth wave of terrorism |abelling came with the Pal estinian war
against Israel. Here, it has been pointed out by several authorsthat
thosewho created the State of | srael have used the sametype of tac-
ticsthat the Pal estinians used against them afterwards. Moreto the
point, | think it isremarkabl ethat those who were the main accused of
terrorismin thethird wave (the Jews by the Nazis) then used thisex-
pression against their new opponents.

Bruce Hoffman considers the Pal estinian violence, born out of the
1967 war, asthe source of the modern type of terrorism, exemplified
by the systematic use of hijacking of air or sea crafts or even
individuals. In addition, Hoffman focuses on the extensive use of
thegloba mediaasadistinctivefactor of the contemporary terrorism,

3 Council of the European Union, 9958/02 REV 1ADD1, 16/07/2002, page
9, point 17. - We shall come back to it later. A declaration has no legal
value, but it has political meaning. In this case, the political meaning isthe
most pure hypocrisy, since the declaration just proves that the definition of
terrorism used is completely flawed.
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and thisactually started with the Palestinian violent actions.

| do not think thisisagood choicefor several reasons. Long before
the Palestinians started hijacking air or seavessels, thishad already
been done, for instance, by the Portuguese resistanceto dictatorship,
arguably inalessviolent way.

The assassination of Israeli athletesin Munich during the 1972
Summer Olympic Games—an obviously horrendous crime—isin
the border between targeted assassination of political opponents
and the mass murder of modern terrorism since it is a targeted
nation, athough focusing on citizenswho happento distinguish
themselvesfor reasonsthat have nothing to do with theissuesunder
dispute. However, thisis not yet the contemporaneousterrorism.

Ontheother hand, it istruethat thiswasaglobal mediaevent, while
the hijacking of the Portuguese SantaMariapassenger ship inthe
beginning of the sixtieswas not. Here the differenceismoreinthe
mediapresencethan in thetactics. SantaMariatransported hundreds
of passengersand it wasfirst page in the Portuguese pressfor a
long time. The difference between the SantaMariahijacking and
severa subsequent actions of the PLO liesmorein the globalisation
of eventsby the mediathan in the actionsthemselves or theintentions
of the actors.

AsBruce Hoffman clarifies, the Pal estinian terrorism of the seventies
stems from the ethno-nationalist insurrectionstypical of the post
Second World War. They have nothing to do with the forces that
created September 11. This amalgamation is very unhelpful to
understand what we are dealing with.

To amagamate ETA and the Muslim fanatics astheformer Spanish
Government did after March 11 isatypical example of what we
should not do if we are to understand and to efficiently fight this
tremendous enemy of ours.
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To givetheterm “terrorism”, aterm that has a clearly negative
connotation, auseful meaning, “intimidating violence” isnot enough.

I think we also have to give the intimidating violence a
disproportionate and unreasonable (in short, fanatic) character,
bearing in mind the definition of reasonable that John Rawls gave
us.

“Persons are reasonable (...) when (...) they are ready to
propose principles and standards as fair terms of cooperation
and to abide by them willingly, given the assurance that
others will likewise do so. Those norms they view as
reasonable for everyone to accept and therefore justifiable
to them; and they are ready to discuss the fair terms that
others propose. The reasonable is an element of the idea of
society as a system of fair cooperation and that itsfair terms
be reasonable for all to accept is part of its idea of
reciprocity”*

Of course when we do so, we enter into the muddy and subjective
territory of perception of violence, where theoretical classification
efforts may prove elusive.

There are cases that can be understood in a straightforward manner.
If Bask nationalists think that the majority of the population of
their region want to be independent, they could just rely on the
ballot, rather than on the bullet; therefore, we might classify their
violent action as unreasonable and disproportionate.

Otherwise, when Jews resisted violently to the Nazis, who wanted
to exterminate them, no one could say that whatever form of
violence they used in response was unreasonable or
disproportionate.

4 Rawls, John, Political liberalism, Columbia University Press, 1993, ISBN:
0231052480, lecture 11, 81, “The Reasonable and the Rational”
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Reality is seldom that straightforward, and there are several cases
where a complex discussion on the issue cannot be ruled out.

Actually, if we stay on the domain of the concept of “terrorism” for
what it might meanin purdy logicd terms, wewill find that many violent
attitudes till fit the concept but that they have actually nothing to do
with our present concerns.

Someone who knocks down a neighbour who did not answer to a
good morning greeting would certainly be using an unreasonable
and disproportionate act of intimidation, but thisis not the sort of
issue we are dealing with.

We are dealing with mass socia phenomena—political for short—
where this type of violence is used. Furthermore, we are dealing
with violent actsthat stem from a particular ideology; an ideology
whereaspecific religion servesasjustification of all possibletypes
of crime, mass murder of civiliansincluded.

Terrorism is perhaps the nastier manifestation of this ideology,
but it is not the ideology or political platform that now concerns
us. We can qualify Mafia as a murderer organisation, but we will
not be able to understand it and to effectively oppose it if we do
not understand that murder is just an instrument of organisations
with other aims than murder.

The celebration or worshiping of an ethnic, national or religious
reality is certainly not an evil thing by itself. It only becomes a
negative phenomenon when it conflictswith other ethnic, national,
religious (or non-religious) realities and, in particular, when it
becomes the source of atotalitarian attitude.

So, in my opinion, we are facing atotalitarian and fanatic ideology
that claims to act in the name of Islam, an ideology that, among
other things, uses the weapon of terrorism, and a specific sort of
terrorism, whichissuicida andreligiousterrorism, first defined assuch
by Bruce Hoffman.
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Accordingtothisauthor, thevery first organisationsthat embraced this
new type of religious terrorism were “the Iranian backed Shi’a
organizationsa-Dawaand the Committeefor Safeguardingtheldamic
Revolution™®.

Al-Dawadongsdewiththelranian offspringin Lebanon, Hezbollah, is
identified by theauthor asthefirst suicida organisation®.

Actually, Khomeini brought massterrorismto thefanatic movement.
According to animportant Mudim scholar, it wasAyatollah Khomeini
who broketheexiging consensusamong | damic dericsthat massmurder
wasagaingt Idam.

AsAli binTald Al-Jahni statesin an article published on December 11,
2007:

“Indeed, resistancethat fail sto distinguish between civilians,
including children, the elderly, and the sick, and combatantsis
not legitimate. Such res sance[isnothing but] terrorism. Murdering
human beings, even if politicians, both Sunni and Shiite, try to
excuse it using the slogan of Islam, isforbidden. Thiswasa
consensusin all Islamic schools of thought until thearrival of
[Ayatollah Ruhallah] Khomeini inlran®?

The creation of modern terrorism, that is, the religious benediction
of mass suicidal murder, isin fact acreation of the Iranian Islamic
Revolution. Even the distant predecessors of modern terrorists,

5 Hoffman, Bruce, Op. cit., page 85, the author means SCIRI, the most
important Iranian terrorist outfit in Irag. His first President is the present
responsible for Judicial Affairs in Iran, Ayatollah Mahmud Hashemi
Shahroodi, and he was replaced shortly afterwards by one of the members
of the Al-Hakim clan

& Hoffman, Bruce, Op. cit., page 131

7 Saudi academic Ali bin Talal Al-Jahni in Al-Hayat (London), December 11,
2007 translated in MEMRI, Special Dispatch-Reform Project December 20,
2007 No. 1789
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thefamous Shiiaassassinsfrom Lebanon, targeted their victimsand did
not sponsor mass murder of civilians.

Iranitsdlf, boththroughitsiragi outfits SCIRI or the Iranian sponsored
sectorsof Al-Dawa, started promoting religioussuicidal terrorismin
Irag assoon asthe Iranian theocracy got to power. It actually used it
onindustrial scale during thewar with Irag. Later it specialised its
L ebanesebranch (Hezbollah) inthe promotion of internationa terrorism
using mainly, but not only, suicida tactics.

According to Fred Halliday?®,

“if there was one moment when the Iran-Iraq war became
inevitable, when Iragi strategy moved from angry, but
episodic clashes to a decision to launch an actual war on
the IRI, it was April 1980, following an attempted
assassination of Deputy Premier Tariq Aziz on 1 April by
an Iranian agent, Samir Nur Ghalam, while hewasvisiting
the Mustansariyah University in Baghdad.”

The religious suicidal terrorist activities of Al-Dawa and SCIRI
are not only referred to by academic books, but were also strongly
publicised during the eighties, especially when they weretargeting
the US. State Department reportsreferred extensively to theterrorist
activities of these groups® and it isimpossibleto pretend they were
not known by the US establishment.

The indictment by the Argentinean magistrates of the Iranian
regime structure for the terrorist attack on the Jewish Cultural
Centre of Buenos Aires in 1994 is a masterpiece on modern

8 Halliday, Fred, The Middle East in International Relations, Cambridge
University Press, 2005, ISBN 0-521-59741-2, page 52, footnote 14

® Mohaddessin, Mohammad, Enemies of the Ayatollahs - The Iranian
Opposition’ sWar on Islamic Fundamentalism, Zed Books, 2004, |SBN 978-
1842-7753-18, chapter 8
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terrorism and itsorgani sation and procedures'®.

Iran continuesto openly promote and publicise movementsof religious
suicidd terrorigtsinitsown country and isthe main sponsor of thistype
of terrorist movementsagainst Isradl.

Apparently, Bruce Hoffman, confronted with the choice between
following the public opinion meaning of “terrorism” and creating
atheoretically coherent concept, decided for the former, because
instead of describing the Iranian revol utionary regime asthe creator
of suicide and religious terrorism, he only refers to its Lebanese
and Iragi offsprings.

Thismay be more coherent with the day-to-day language, namely
the notion of terrorism as being actions of non-State organisms,
but it certainly makes us lose sight of the nature of what we are
dealing with. It is crucial to understand the way this type of
terrorism developed in relation to the Islamic fanaticism that
commands it. Depending on the circumstances, terrorism may or
may not be developed by the State, but this should not determine
whether to classify an act as terrorist or not.

b) Islamic Fanaticism

Here, we can distinguish at least five types of approaches. The
firstisto consider Al-Qaedaand Bin Laden as something peculiar
to the Islamic fundamentalism on the whole, and to identify the
problem as a problem with this specific terrorist threat.

From this angle, The Looming Tower, Al-Qaeda and the road to 9/
11" isthe best book | have come across. It does put in perspective
the closest predecessors and partners of Bin Laden. To a certain
extent it correctly puts more emphasis on Al-Zawahiri and his
Egyptian entourage than on Bin Laden; it gives alot of important

10" Poder Judicia de la Natidn, 05/03/2003, Causa 1.156, Autosy Vistos
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personal and operational details, it is superbly written and reads
like a novel; however, it does not aim at explaining the logic of
thisideology.

The most standard approach, followed by most of the Orientalist
establishments as formed in the US under the influence of Bernard
Lewis, isto place the birth of the Muslim fanaticism on the fall of
the Caliphate in 1924 and the birth of the Egyptian Muslim
Brotherhood in 1928, from where we can trace most of the fanatic
movements, with the important exception of the so-called Shiia
current.

Thisis namely Walid Phares’ perspective, who has |abelled the
phenomenon as “jihadism” and made perhaps the most
comprehensive approach existing. Being a Lebanese by birth, Walid
Phares is very well placed to understand Hezbollah, the Iranian
terrorist section in Lebanon, in hisrightful words, that can hardly
be seen as an offspring or somehow the reflection of the mainstream
Musdlim Brotherhood Islamist family.

However, in Walid Phares’ theoretical construction “ Khumeinism”
appears as a sort of cousin—and not necessarily the worst in the
family—of the jihadist threat.

A third variation presented by Robert Dreyfuss'? places the birth
of the phenomena with Jamal Eddine. This is indeed a very
interesting character also known as “al-Afghani”, a surname he
apparently created with the aim to pretend he had been born in
this country instead of having been bornin Iran.

As the title of his book indicates, he sees the fundamentalist

11 Wright, Lawrence, The Looming Tower, Al-Qaeda and the road to 9/11,
Knopf, 2006, ISBN 0-375-41486-X

12 Dreyfuss, Robert, Devil's Game, How the United States helped unleash
fundamentalist Islam, Owl Books, 2005, 978-0-8050-8137-2
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phenomenon more as a direct product of the Western action than
as areaction to the end of the Caliphate or whatever other setback
suffered by the Mudlim World.

Although the author makes avery interesting approach, which, among
various other aspects, highlightsthe crucia role of the Shiia Clergy,
both Iragi and Iranian, on the establishment of Islamism as an
ideological, diplomatic, political and economic system, he seems
to be constrained by some ideological limitations on drawing the
necessary consequences.

Robert Dreyfuss demonstrates at length the perennial, fanatic and
anti-Western character of Muslim fanaticism, but by the end of
the book he feels obliged to criticize the US global policy for not
concentrating only on fighting Al-Qaeda, echoing all those who
deny the existence of a global fanatic threat and equating those
who think that this global fanatic threat exists as the partisans of
the“Clash of civilizations’. Thisisasmplistic view that contradicts
the findings in his own book.

If we exclude this passage—in chapter twelve—the book shows
how dangerous Muslim fanaticism has been and how irresponsible
the West has been favouring it over all nationalist and leftist
tendencies in the Middle East.

To understand the Iragi operation of 2003, it is essential to read
not only Bob Woodward®, but Robert Dreyfuss as well. The fact
that Saddam Hussein had nothing to do with Jihadism and was
rather a product of the ethno-nationalist tendencies made him
more prone to be the target for the Western establishment, however
absurd this might seem.

In a yet different historical and conceptual approach to the

13 Woodward, Bob, Sate of Denial: Bush at War, Part 111, Simon & Schuster,
2006, 978-0-7432-7223-0
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phenomenon, Charles Allen'* centres his analysis on the Pashtun
tribes of present Afghanistan and Pakistan, and their deeply rooted
fanatic traditions in relation with Arabian most famous extremism,
Wahhabism.

Based on different historical data and perspectives, the book
confirms however the persistent fatal attraction of the West to
Muslim fanaticism and questions the most official historical
perspective of the fall of the Caliphate as the main source of
present day surge of Islamic fanaticism. It is very useful to
understand the roots and importance of fanaticism to the north of
the Indian subcontinent, in order to have a broader perspective
on the phenomena.

The fifth perspective is a Muslim perspective, and it is by far the
best informed in terms of the Islamic doctrine. Mohammad
Mohaddessin®®, who is also the Foreign Affairs Committee Chair
of the National Council of Resistance of Iran, stresses some points
of utmost importance.

To start with, the author shows fundamentalism to have been a
permanent feature present in Islam from the time of the Prophet
and really not to have been invented in the aftermath of the Mogul
invasions, the creation of Wahhabism, the appearance of Al-Afghani
or the Muslim Brotherhood.

In doing so, he also characterises fanaticism as derived from
fundamentalism, which is not an indisputabl e feature. As he quotes
from Imam Ali in the beginning of his book*®, on the controversy
between him and the Khargjites (the fanatics of the time):

14 Allen, Charles, God's Terrorists - The Wahhabi Cult and the Hidden Roots
of Modern Jihad, Abacus, 2006, | SBN 978-0-349-11879-6

15 Mohaddessin, Mohammad, Islamic Fundamentalism - The new global
threat, Seven Locks Press, 1993, ISBN 0-929765-32-X
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“They are the ones who use (some) words of truth to allow
falsehood to prevail.”

Secondly, it highlights the importance of the conflict between
fundamentalism and theliving interpretation of |slam. According to
the author, experts on Islam have been far too interested in
differences between Sunni and Shiiaand not as much asthey should
bein the differences between fundamentalistsand evolutionists.

Here, | think, that thoughit istruethat | damic fanaticism extensively
uses afundamental reading of the scripturesto justify itschoices,
thisis not always the case. For instance, there is no way that a
fundamentalist reading of the Quran can justify suicidal religious
terrorism because suicide is something that it literally and clearly
forbids.

Islamic fanaticismisfundamentalist whenever it findstwisting the
fundamental sthe more convenient way (which happens most of the
times), but it becomes evolutionist when adifferent reading of the
scripturesisneeded.

Regarding Islam, without getting into atheol ogical discussion that
would anyway go beyond my capacities, | believe the main
confrontation isnot between I|dam and other faithssuch asthe Jewish
or the Christian, or even between different currentswithin Islam
such as Sunni and Shiia, it isbetween those Muslimswho support a
moderate, tolerant democratic reading of thereligion and thosewho
support afanatic reading of the holy scripts, being either Sunni or
Shiia.

Bruce Hoffman underlinesthefact that the earliest religious suicide
terrorists, like the contemporary ones, were Lebanese Shiia
masterminded by Iran, whichisindeed peculiar.

16 Mohaddessin, Mohammad, Op. cit., page 4
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Themost important distinctive factor on contemporaneousIslamic
fanaticismisthe“Velayat-e-faqih” that is, therule of thejurisprudent.
Thisisadoctrineoriginated in Ngjaf, and itsmost famousinterpreter
wastheAyatollah Ruhollah Khomeini.

Thetwo mostimportant historical familiesof Iragi clerics—theAl-Sadr
and theAl-Hakim—sponsored it and madevery important contributions
toitsestablishment.

According to Ali A. Allawi'’, the Grand Ayatollah Ali A. Sistani
(Iranian citizen, living in Irag where he is now the most important
Shiiacleric) is asponsor of the very same perspective. Neither
Saddam Hussein nor the United States seem to have understood
this. Both Mohammad Al-Awadh and myself thought the
perspective of Ayatollah Ali A. Sistani to be consistent with
“Velayat-e-fagih”.

USintdligentsacreated themyth of 2" quietist” current withinldamic
clericsof which Ayatollah Sistani would bethe main representative,
who opposed the radical onesand would be supporting democracy.
Thomas Friedman went asfar as proposing the Noble Peace Prizefor
Ayatollah Sistani.

One can agreethat therole and objectives of Ayatollah Sistani arenot
obvious; however, | believethat most of the auracreated by theUS
establishment around him, aswell astheinflation of hispolitical role,
had the objective of hiding the blunder made by the US strategists
giving the power to theancient and most deep-rooted religioussuicidal
terrorist groupsin Irag, SCIRI and the I ranian leaning sections of Al-
Dawa.

Whereas the traditional 1slamic fundamentalism of the Muslim
Brotherhood sort envisaged an executive power “bound by the

17 Allawi, Ali A., The Occupation of Iraq - Winning the War, Losing the Peace,
Yale University Press, 2007, ISBN 978-0-300-11015-9
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teaching of 1slam and the will of the people”, Khomeini made a
very important step further: the jurisprudent should himself be the
ruler.

Although Ayatollah Khomeini did not create the dissimulation*®
policy in Idam—severa passages of the Koran might be interpreted
asinvitationsto it—he excelled in the art of hiding hisred intentions
or plainly lying on the most important issues whenever it seemed
convenient.

Another point missed by most of the Jihadist analysisisthe relative
importance of Iran as a country. Iran is not Afghanistan, Sudan or
even Saudi Arabia. It isafairly advanced country with substantial
human resources that can play an important role on aglobal scale.

What most observers disregarded in the analysis of the global
promotion of fanaticism by Saudi Arabia and other Gulf states
after 1979, and, to alesser extent, of other Muslim countries, is
that it was an attempt to keep pace with the Iranian challenge.

When Saudi Arabiainvested heavily in financing Jihadist fighters
in Afghanistan, it was not only aiming at attacking the USSR, a
goal it shared with the US and others; it was also trying to ensure
that the Jihadist movement there would not fall in the hands of
Teheran.

In the same way, regarding Jihad in Algeria, the biggest concern
of Saudi Arabiawas to ensure that it would not be overrun by the
[ranian fundamentalist rivals.

If we now turn to Bin Laden’s organisation, Lawrence Wright*®
explainsthat Bin Laden learned the suicida doctrine and technique
from the Iran-sponsored L ebanese Hezbollah. Al-Zawahiri, who
is actually more important than Bin Laden (Bin Laden’s primary

18 Also known as Tagiyya, from the Arabic. See, for instance, Wikipedia,
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tagiyya
1 Wright, Lawrence, Op. cit., page 173
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role was only due to his former fortune), was always very close
to Teheran®.

c) Teheran and Al-Qaeda

One of themost dramatic miscal cul ations of Saddam Husseinwason
the US perception of hisinflammatory declarationsregarding 9/11, in
deep contrast to the smart way how the Iranian leaders created the
impression they had nothing to do with the attack, and that they could
even be considered onthe same side of the struggle.

Thiswas probably what infuriated George Bush and gave him the
determination to finish up with hisold foe, disregarding evidence
and strategicthinking.

Whoever reads Bob Woodward's* State of Deniad” 2t will certainly be
horrified by the prevailingincompetence and mismanagement at thetop
of the US administration that certainly goesalong way to explainthis
sateof affairs.

It took some time and some calm to see the Congress report on
9/11% establishing that there was no connection between Saddam
Hussein and 9/11 and that in reality the only connections (other
than Afghanistan) which could be established were those between
Iranand 9/11. Iran hel ped make disappear the traces of the passage
of some of the 9/11 terrorists from Afghanistan to the US through
Iran.

2 Wright, Lawrence, Op. cit., namely page 174. Actually, an important Saudi
diplomat assured me, in a bilateral meeting held by the end of 2006, that
Al-Zawahiri was working based in Iran.

21 Woodward, Bob, Op. cit.

22 The Congress of the United States, The 9/11 Commission Report - Final
Report of the National Commission on terrorist attacks upon the United
Sates, Norton, 2004, ISBN 0-393-32671-3
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American and Iragi soldiers at the Al-Khalis Hospital
Photo Sameerah Shibli (December 12, 2006)



Thiswasthe famous and most disastrous spelling mistake that was
pictured by avery telling cartoon in the Washington Post? and that
ledtoajoketoldinIrag by USsoldiers“Wegot 75%right, that is,
thethreefirst letters of the name of the culprit”.

By thistime, however, the damage was done, the oldest religious
terrorist suicidal groups—thelragi Al-Dawa?* and SCIRI—had been
imposed in power inIrag, hilariously in the name of the“war on
terrorism” and the USwas confronted with theimpossible dilemma
of acknowledging they had been duped or going on supporting their
worst type of enemies.

According to recent polls, most of the US citizensstill think that
Saddam Hussein masterminded 9/11, avery telling sign of the power
of theintoxication made on thisevent.

Inthiscontext, itisimportant to understand therel ation of Al-Qaeda
with Iran, for which Robert Dreyfussis an important source of
information.

Therelation between Iran, then under the regime of theformer Shah
Mohammad Reza Pahlavi, and the extreme Islamic forces in
Afghanistan datesfrom 1974 and, after abrief interruption, was
particularly reinforced by thetheocratic regime.

According to Dreyfuss® Iran supported a hard-core Islamist
organisation linked to the warlord Ismail Khan that launched a
revoltinthe Western half of the country, especially in Herat. During
this period the CIA was providing Iran with intelligence on the
USSR, Iragq and Afghanistan, acooperation that wasinterrupted
(temporarily) following the occupation of the US Embassy in
Teheran.

3 Washington Post, May 29, 2003

2 Although the identification might bring confusion, the Iragi Al-Dawaisthe
fraction closer to Iran

% Dreyfuss, Robert, Op. cit., page 264
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From March 1979 and during the eighties, Iran concentrated on
developinginfluencethrough itsroleamong the Shiia.

Themobilisation of Mudlim fanaticsall over the Arab World to what
wasdubiously called a“liberation” war in Afghanistan, but which
could perhaps be better described as abarbaric Islamic revolution
worse than the one that ravaged Iran, allowed the indoctrination
and training of several thousand Arabsin the most extreme fanatic
tendencies.

Their return was problematic everywhere, not least in Saudi Arabia.
Although this country may be described as the earliest extreme
Muslim regimein the contemporaneous World, it isquite different
from Iranin several aspects, namely, on the fundamental issue of
the“Velayat-e-fagih”.

In Saudi Arabia, atemporal royal family, who cannot be described
aspious, usesitsalliancewith afundamentalist clergy, givingitalot
of power, but not the power to occupy the centre stage.

Thelessthan fundamentalist atmosphere of the Saudi royal family
and the prevailing fundamentalist atmospherein the country created
avery tense situation that resulted in open rebellion from timeto
time.

On 20 November 1979, in aseries of eventswhich were certainly
not unrel ated to the ongoing Islamic revolutionin Iran, an armed
rebel group occupied the Grand M osque of Mecca, demanding a
stricter application of Muslim rulesin the Kingdom, namely, the
rupture of diplomatic relationswith the West.

Although the rebellion was ultimately smashed, with unofficial
accounts of casualtiesreaching 4.000%, it certainly sowed the seeds
of further revolt.

% \Wright, Lawrence, Op. cit., page 94
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OsamaBin Laden, briefly arrested during the revolt apparently for
casual reasons, would be quoted five years afterwards praising its
leaders”.

Theclash of Bin Laden with the Saudi establishment wasinevitable
and parallel to similar clashes between other “ Afghani Arabs’ and
their home countrieswhen returning to them.

Both him and hislong term partner Al-Zawahiri found themselvesin
Sudan, shortly after their return, and they stayed there up to theend
of 1995 (Al-Zawahiri) and beginning of 1996 (Bin Laden).

The BuenosAiresindictment analyses extensively therelation
between Hezbollah and Al-Qaedaforerunners and concludes that
the co-operation isintense and that Mugniyah inspired bin Laden
onthesuicidal, religious, and mass murder terrorism.

George Michael’s" The enemy of my Enemy”?°, avery detailed
academic work full of dataon the connections between the various
Jihadist and extreme-right groups, has several referencesto the
I'ranian sponsorship of Al-Qaeda.

Namely, herefersto aterrorist summit convened in Teheranin 1996
that nominated aleading committee composed by the three most
notoriousterrorist leaders, Imad Mugniyah, on behdf of the L ebanese
branch of “Islamic Jihad” (no other than Hezbollah), Ahmed Sala,
representing AymanAl-Zawahiri’ sEgyptian branch of “Idamic Jhad”
and OsamaBin Laden on behalf of Al-Qaeda.

This“terroristinternational” was short-lived and would be shelved
by the new reformist President Khatami according to the author.

27 Wright, Lawrence, Op. cit.

% Poder Judicial delaNatién, 05/03/2003, Causa1.156, Autosy Vistos, pages
478-482

2 Michael, George, The Enemy of My Enemy - The alarming convergence of
militant Islam and the Extreme Right, University Press of Kansas, 2006,
ISBN 0-7006-1444-3
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Inmy opinion, itissimply morerealistic to concludethat thisnewly
created “terrorist international” did not resist the eruption of the
conflict of thetwo most important | amist states supporting terrorism
(Iranand Afghanistan).

Only inthe aftermath of thefall of the Taliban, in 2002, would this
terrorist international conveneagainin Teheran, at thispoint, without
the presence of OsamaBin Laden but with several other figures of
Al-Qaeda and of the Taliban.

Sudan becamearevolutionary Idamic state after Iran and still before
Afghanistan. Its power, however, cannot be compared with that of
Iran; therefore, Sudan could not sustain the pressure of Saudi Arabia
and Egypt, among others, to stop protecting theterroristswho were
causing mayhemintheregion.

Thejump of the forerunners of Al-Qaedato Afghanistan wasquite
logical, asthiswasthethird revolutionary Idamic Stateto beformed.
Under Taliban, Afghanistan had ideal conditions for sheltering
guerrillaforces and it was ideologically closer to their extreme
Jhadism.

Taliban had been created by the Pakistani secret services, thelSl,
which seemsto be a State within the State, and to that matter, quite
closeto the Jihadist doctrine. The main goal of the | SI wasto have
afertile ground to establish and develop terrorist forcesto act in
Kashmir or to destabilise and attack India.

AsWright® claims, ISl saw Al-Qaeda asthe perfect training body
for Kashmir terrorists, and therefore was certainly very pleased with
the move of thosetwo exiled Jihadist |eadersto Afghanistan.

Thiswas certainly not the case of Saudi Arabia, which exerted as
much pressure asit could on Afghani stan for the movements of these
two to becurtailed.

% Wright, Lawrence, Op.cit.
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With Mahmoud Karem, Ambassador of the Arab Republic
of Egypt to the European Communities and the Kingdom
of Belgium, on the occasion of the Arab Ambassadors
solidarity dinner with Iragi refugees
Photo European Parliament (March 27, 2007)



Still, accordingtoWright, the Taliban werebal ancing betweenthese
two contradictory pressuresupto 1999, whenthey finally choseto
supportAl-Qaedainstead of being supported by Saudi Arabia.

Moreimportant than thiswasthe break of relationship between
Afghanistan and Iran. Thiswasquite difficult to understand, given
the obviousideological proximity of both regimesand thefact that
Iran wasthe only alternative in case the other neighbours would
become hostile, which aswe know they did.

The break between Afghanistan and I ran was almost simultaneous
with the Taliban power takeover. One can suspect that Saudi Arabia's
financial support played animportant rolethere, asdid thefact that
Iran wasvery much involved with pre-Taliban Muslim fanatics, as
Gulbuddin Hekhmatyar.

According to Dreyfuss, Gulbuddin Hekhmatyar was the most
atrocious of theleaders of the Islamic revolution in Afghanistan and
certainly did not compare favourably to the Taliban, but he just
becamearival.

Aswe have seen, Afghanistan’s Taliban would also infuriate their
main financial sponsor, Saudi Arabia, disobeying repeated callsfrom
that country to stop Al-Qaeda from damaging its interests and
reputation.

TheTaliban in Afghanistan, in contrast to the Iranian, or for that
matter the Sudanese |eaders, seemed to lack realism. They took
the doctrine of suicidal terrorism to an ultimatelevel, that is, they
appliedit to themselves, whilethe Iranian |leaderswere always able
to combine afanatic ideology with an extreme pragmatism. For the
Iranian theocracy, suicidal terrorism was basically arecipe created
for others, not for their own use.

Nine-eleveninevitably led to an Allied attack on Afghanistan, and
Al-Qaeda s main leaders had to leave the country. A significant
proportion of them, aswe know, |eft for Iran and from there went
ontolrag.
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Chapter 6
WMD and terrorism: Fiction and reality

a) The manipulation

A lot has been written about the fiction of Iragi Weapons of Mass
Destruction and its links with international terrorism. Besides the
opprobrium which the US and other Western country |eaders
brought upon themselves for their responsibility in this fiction
production is nearly unanimous.

However, the specialized literature on the issue, while
acknowledging that Iran was actually the only country intheregion
that was actively engaged in aWMD programme and sponsoring
international terrorism, and was the real winner that emerged out
of the US-led operation against Irag, seemsto consider these facts
as coincidences.

The US Administration’s mishandling of theissueis certainly the
main explanation for the Iragi fiasco. One has to believe only a
tiny fraction of what several books authored by American
journalists state on the issue to be fully convinced of thisfact.

The complete blunder of the Administration isparticularly hard to
understand asvirtually all themain actorsinthe US Administration
who held top positions in 2002 were already familiar with the
ground reality in Irag by virtue of their involvement in the first
Gulf War that took placein 1991.

| erroneously assumed they had understood then that if the US
deposed Saddam Hussein in amilitary operation without extreme
preventive measures, they would put in power the very well
organised Iragi branches of the IRGC. This would explain the
sudden US half turn, back in 1991.
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L ooking retrospectively, however, nothing of the sort seemsto have
happened. The US army turned back in the highway to Baghdad
just because Saudi Arabiathreatened the USwith expulsion of its
forces from the country but not because whoever in the US
Administration had understood the consequences of delivering Irag
to Iranian control.

The Iragi outfits of the Iranian Revolutionary Guards had been
extensively engaged in terrorismin theregion, namely against US
targets. There was no sensible reason to believe that they had
converted to any sort of democraticideology. It goesbeyond belief
that someone with someresponsibility inthe US or the UK thought
thisto have been possible.

Al-Dawa became famous when its faction working from Iran
organised the suicide bombings against US and French Embassies
in Kuwait in 1983, in an action that mirrored the double suicide
attack against the US and French military in Lebanon carried out
by their sister organisation, the Lebanese Hezbollah. From 1984
onwards the armed operations of the Iragi offspring of the IRGC
came together under the Badr Brigade.

One of the key elements of this terrorist attack, Jamal Jaafar
Muhammad, who was elected to the Iraqi parliament in 2005 as
part of the SCIRIY/Badr faction of the United Iragi Alliance? (UIA),
was sentenced to death in Kuwait for planning the bombings.

SCIRI—relabelled SI1C—is undistinguishable from the IRGC, as
it was created asits first foreign branch. After 1984 and during
the Iragi-lran war, SCIRI/Badr Brigade were the main section in
charge of terrorism against both Iraq and the US. For instance,

1 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SCIRI
2 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United Iragi_Alliance
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on June 11, 1987, AP reported extensively the public threats
issued by SCIRI on using suicide bombings against the USif it
dared to attack Iran®.

However, theseterrorist organisationswere being propelled by massive
public relations campaigns, promoted by organisationssuchasHRW
to the point that they were accepted asthe core power el ement, under
the patronage of Chaabi, in the conferenceswhich were preparing the
replacement of Saddam Hussain.

Human Rights Watch wasin fact not only “denouncing” the exact
locations of WMD in Iraqg, it was by far the most efficient
campaigner for military action against Iraq through other
arguments, although pretending otherwise, and openly being in
support of SCIRI, the Iragi main branch of the IRGC.

3 Associated Press, reporting on the 11th June 1987 from Teheran: “An
Iranian Revolutionary Guards leader boasted Thursday that his fast
gunboats could and would destroy any American warship that tried to
attack islands off his nation’s coast.”

“Earlier, a Tehran-based Iraqi dissident group warned it would launch
suicide operations against Americans if they carried out attacks in the
Persian Gulf, Tehran radio reported.”

“Tehran radio said the military unit of the Supreme Assembly of the
Islamic Revolution of Iraq announced that in the event of any
adventurist move in the Persian Gulf by world arrogance, the diehard
Iragi Mujahedeen will carry out martyrdom-seeking operations.”
“The term ‘world arrogance’ is used by the Iranian leaders to refer to
the United States.

‘Whenever officials of the Islamic Republic of Iran give orders, we will
turn the region into a graveyard for American soldiers and agents of
arrogance,” Tehran radio quoted the group as saying in a statement.
The group is an umbrella organisation for several militant Shiite Moslem
Iragi opposition factions, including the Daawa party, responsible for
the 1983 suicide bombings of U. S. and French Embassies in Kuwait.
Seventeen of that group’s members are currently in jail in Kuwait. The
group is financed and supported by Iran’s fundamentalist government.
Followers fight alongside Iran in the war with Iraq”.
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In adeclaration issued in December 2002 called “Justice for Iraq”,
still available at its web site, significantly both in Farsi and English?
languages but not in the Iragi language that is Arabic, HRW
pretended that it “takes no position on the advisability or legitimacy
of the use of force against Iraq” but “as the possibility of armed
conflict and a possible transition increases in Irag, however, it is
necessary to consider how such crimes should be brought to
justice.”

In January, HRW continued its campaign to present the IRGC
terrorist outfit in Iraq as a group of romantic freedom fighters
risking their livesfor the noble cause of the Arabs from the marshes,
thus preparing the policy of allowing their hold to power that
actualy followed®.

HRW strongly stressed the point that there was afailure of the
UN to act, this being the most important argument used for the
US-led intervention, as we know.

Thanks to the disclosure of confidential documents of El Paysin
September 2007 we now know that there was an on-going Arab
states attempt to convince the US to alow atransitional government
under the aegis of UN. Saddam Hussein would be exiled. The
Iraqi dictator did not only agree with the proposal but was aready
discussing the money he could keep in his possession in exile.

So, HRW was most likely more afraid of the UN possible action
than of itsfailureto act, since this action could bring in dissidents
of the Baath regime, instead of Iran-leaning forces.

4 http://mww.hrw.org/backgrounder/menalirag1217bg.htm

5 “The Iragi Government Assault on the Marsh Arabs’, A Human Rights
Watch Briefing Paper, January 2003,
http://www.hrw.org/backgrounder/mena/marsharabsl.htm
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By the end of November, an executive director of the Middle
East and North Africa Division issued a declaration, significantly
titled “U.S. Needs to Screen Iragi Opposition Allies’® in which he
warned the Allied forces against using Baathist dissidents to depose
Saddam Hussein.

Iran started planning the Iraqi takeover after the Western military
operations as early as December 22, 2001 at the highest level, a
Supreme National Security Council attended by Khamenei and
Khatami’. Asa U.S. military intelligence officer quoted by Thomas
E. Ricks® concluded “ The difference between Tommy Francks
and Tehran was that the Iranians had a good phase 1V plan”®.

Charles Glass'® describes extensively how Chalabi forces, the
supposedly Western allied forces, got into Iragi Kurdistan months
before the invasion, after being welcomed in Teheran and escorted
to the border by IRGC troops. According to Glass®, the SCIRI/
Badr brigade forces which concentrated for the invasion in lraqgi
Kurdistan, near Halabja, numbered 3000.

Most of IRGC commandos got into Iraq through the South, closely
following the US Army advance®.

¢ http://www.hrw.org/press/2002/11/irag-denmark.htm

7 Mohaddessin, Mohammad, Enemies of the Ayatollahs - The Iranian
Opposition’s War on Islamic Fundamentalism, Zed Books, 2004, ISBN
978-1842-7753-18, page 153

8 Ricks, ThomasE., Fiasco - The American Military Adventurein Irag, Penguin
Books, 2006, ISBN 978-0-141-02850-7, page 123

® phase IV isthe occupation phase

10" Glass, Charles, The Northern Front - A Wartime Diary, Sagi, 2006, |SBN
978-0-86356-770-4

1L Glass, Charles, Op. cit., pages 185, 197

2. Time Magazine, August 22, 2005, vol 166, n° 8
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The Badr brigade came into Iraq without their tanks and other
heavy equipment, but according to plans coordinated by the Iranian
leadership. They ostensibly occupied several areas, but tried not
to appear as an organised army.

Surprisingly, the US forces were not expecting the Iranian move
and they even clashed directly with the IRGC when their military
presence was ostensible.

Asweweretolearnlater, American and I ranian diplomats negotiated
in Genevaonthelragi intervention, and the US committed itself to
bomb and destroy the lranian opposition basesin Irag, in return for
Iran not invading Iraq.

The US duly bombed and arrested the PMOI membersin Iraq,
but that did not deter Iran from intervening in Irag.

Contrary to the common belief in the endless might of the political
power, international public opinion seemed to forget two essential
pointsin the course of eventsthat led to the Iragi operation: (1)
ignorant and incompetent political power iseasily manipulated and
(2) it would have been impossiblefor the US establishment to find
the necessary support in the public opinion for the Iragi operation
without the campaign madewithinthe“ civil society” by organisations
suchasHRW.

Intrying to understand the I raqgi disaster too much emphasisisplaced
onthe Machiavellian responsibility of the US administration instead
of onitsincompetence that madeit an easy prey for manipulation
by vested intereststhat werenot at all concerned with thewell being
of Iragisor the strategic interests of the US.

The majority of the stories regarding WMD or Al-Qaeda links
with Saddam Hussein’sregime wereinvestigated by ThomasE.
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Ricks® and wereall established asbeing spread by Ahmed Chal abi
and hisassociates.

Asthe USforces seem to have understood too late, Ahmed Chal abi
wasworking in close co-operation with the Iranian secret services.

However, it is useful to single out for analysis two stories about
Saddam’ s WMD which made it to the front pages of the press and
which, although less effective and damaging than HRW
propaganda, also had a considerable impact.

The first famous story appeared in the “The New Y orker” on 25
March 2002 and is authored by Jeffrey Goldberg. It is worth
reminding that this newspaper can hardly be labelled as the
mouthpiece of frantic neo-conservatives in search of the good
motive to punch at Saddam.

The source of the tale is an Iranian held by the secret services of
the PUK in Suleymania. It aso includes proof of thelinks between
Saddam Hussein and Al-Qaeda.

The story and the informant were described as fabrications by
Charles Glass', Guy Dinmore (Financial Times, May 22, 2002)
and Jason Burke (Observer, February 9, 2003).

The most famous of all the fabrications on WMD, not because of
its relevance, but because it got into a Bush “ State of the Union”
speech, was the one of Saddam Hussein’s purchasing of uranium
in Niger.

As it was aready established, the very same network that made
the 1985 “Irangate”, namely the Iranian agent Manucher

13 Ricks, ThomasE., Op. cit.
14 Glass, Charles, The Northern Front - AWartime Diary, Sagji, 2006, |SBN 978-
0-86356-770-4
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Ghorbanifar, wasresponsiblefor thischarade (theliterature hereis
immense®).

For such outlandish fabricationsto be able to pass the scrutiny of
the vast mgjority of the public opinion of the US (and beyond),
someone very competent must have been in charge of its
dissemination.

Most likely, only a small proportion of those who have been
promoting the Iranian agendain the US act consciously aslranian
agents. Most do it out of ignorance or even out of pure lunacy.

According to Robert Dreyfuss'® some of the US sponsors of the
intervention in Irag, such as Richard Perle and David Frum,
suggested mobilizing Shiiafundamentalists against the Saudi state.

“Becausethe Shiitesare apowerful force along the shore of
the Persian Gulf, where Saudi oil fields are, Perleand Frum
note that the Saudis have long feared “ that the Shiites might

15 see for instance;
Hallmark, Clayton, Karl Rove, Michael Ledeen Spies procured forged Niger
documents, 29/07/2005, BellaCiao,
http://www.bellaciao.org/en/article.php3?id_article=7256
Raimondo, Justin, Niger Uranium Forgery Mystery Solved?, 19/10/2005,
AntiWar.Com, http://www.antiwar.com/justin/?articleid=7681
Sale, Richard, The Niger Forgeries, 25/10/2005, Sic Semper Tyrannis,
http://turcopolier.typepad.com/sic_semper_tyrannis/2005/10/the niger

forge.html  (contd. next page)
Alexandrovna, Larisa, American who advised pentagon says he wrote for

magazine that found forged Niger documents, 17/01/2006, The Raw Story,
http://rawstory.com/news/2005/American_who_consulted for
Pentagon_says 0117.html
Who is Manucher Ghorbanifar?, 16/10/2006, Letters Nobody Will Print,
http://www.johnmitchell.org/blog/2006/10/who-is-manucher-
ghorbanifar.html

16 Dreyfuss, Robert, Devil's Game, How the United States helped unleash
fundamentalist Islam, Owl Books, 2005, |SBN 978-0-8050-8137-2, pages
337-338

154



someday seek independence for the Eastern province - and
itsoil.” They add:

Independencefor the Eastern Provincewould obviously bea
catastrophic outcome for the Saudi state. But it might be a
very good outcome for the United States. Certainly it’san
outcometo ponder.

Even more certainly, we would want the Saudisto know we
areponderingit”

So, what has been the core strategi ¢ thinking of the Iranian Theocratic
Imperialism aimed at conquering the Middle East and devastating
the US influence is here presented by two of the best known
ideologues promotersof thelragi operation asavery good step for
the US. Furthermore, they felt it was necessary to givetheideato
Saudi Arabiain particular and to the Arab World in general that the
US might become astrategic partner for the lranian takeover of the
Greater Middle East.

This is perhaps the best piece of literature to understand how
disastrous the reasoning of the US core advocates of the Iragi
interventionwas.

Inbrief, therearetwo strong motifsfor seeing Iran, and not the US
administration, asthe ultimate source of thelragi deliria. Thefirstis
that Iran isthe only common denominator to all these stories, the
second isthat it was Iran, and not the US, that profited from these
fabrications, all the other presumed cul pritsbeing ridiculed.

b) The challenges to the Rule of Law

Thelragi dramaof 2003, aswe have seen in the preceding chapter,
cannot be understood without considering the seriousAllied Forces
shortcomings on the understanding of the situation and actors. The
organisations which founded what we should consider to be the
“modern terrorism” (that is, religious, suicidal, mass murder
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terrorism) weretreated as “ freedom fighters’ whereas those who
were the potential allies of the West were treated as enemies or
eventerrorists(PMOI).

Aswehaveadso seeninthepreviouspart, thiswasadditionaly helped
by avery successful deceiving campaign masterminded by Iran and
those who, for whatever reason, acted consistently and repeatedly
supportingit, suchasHRW.

Furthermore, one also hasto consider the historical Western biasin
favour of religious fanaticism as exposed by Robert Dreyfuss, and
especially concerning the US attitudes after 1979".

Asweal know, the West kept treating the most murderousterrorist
fanatics in Afghanistan as “freedom fighters’ in spite of the
overwhelming evidence of their crimes and hate towards any of
the Western values.

The same bias exists regarding the Iranian theocratic dictatorship,
but that is less well known. Robert Dreyfuss reveals that the US
cooperated with the Iranian regime from 1979 up to 1986. The
hostage crisis only forced the cooperation to become covert, but
did not halt it.

Apparently, in the run-up to the 1980 elections both the Reagan
campaign chief in Paris and the Carter Administration in Athens
negotiated secretly with Iran regarding the US hostages, promising
armsin case the hostageswere rel eased after the el ections (Reagan)
or before the elections (Carter).®

Aswe know, the hostages were freed only after elections, which
revealed the preference of the Iranian clerics for Reagan. Close,
although discreet cooperation continued afterwards with Iran, the

17 Dreyfuss, Robert, Op. cit, namely, pages 292 - 302
18 Unpublished records of the Iran contracommittee found by reporter Robert
Parry, publicised by Iranian opposition activist Banafsheh Zand-Bonazzi
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Iran-contraaffair being the most notorious episode of thislong lasting
afar.

By 1986, the US policy turned consistently against the Iranian push
over Irag. However, theaggressive moves of Saddam Hussein'sregime
intheregion, namely hisinvasion of Kuwait and the subsequent Gulf
War, created the conditionsfor aUSreversa totheold policy regarding
Teheran.

Although with different actorsand logic wewill see an appeasement
policy towards Teheran to continue in the Clinton administration.
This policy will flourish completely after 1997.

Theelection of a“reformist” clericleader as President of theldlamic
Republic in 1997, together with the growing dissent between Iran
and the new fully-fledged Islamist state, Afghanistan, created the
Impression that there was an Iranian Islamic third way closer to
democratic values than the extreme pan-Arabist Baathist regimes
and the even more radical Sunni inspired Islamist states, such as
Afghanistan.

Instead of understanding the course of these eventsastactical rather
than strategic changes in the region, most of the opinion leaders
started seeing advantages of Shiiaover Sunni religiousfanaticism;
an origina Islamic way to democracy being discovered by the
Iranian clergy; a strategic partnership existing between Iran and
the West (or at least with Israel) because of thousands of old
historical moves and so on.

It wasthisideological environment that created the conditionsfor
an lragi operation where Iran would not appear as the most
important obstacle to democratic change in the region but rather
asaWesternaly. Thisappliesto the so-called “ neo-conservatives’
as it does to whatever other main opinion trend in the US, not to
mention Europe.
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The Iranian diplomacy infiltration strategy in the West, already
developed since the beginning of Khamenei’s era, reached new
heights with the arrival of a“reformist” president.

The fact that from that point onwards Iran stopped directly
promoting terrorist actions in Western territory certainly also
contributed to this situation.

Thisfavourable “détente” moment with Iran was also the moment
when the Clinton administration launched a new policy on terrorism
that included the “ Anti-terrorism Effective Death Penalty Act”
(AEDPA) of 1996 modifying the “Immigration and Nationality
Act” to form the legal basisfor the “Foreign Terrorist Organisations
List"2.

Although Iran was the magjor sponsor of international terrorism,
and specifically religious mass suicide terrorism targeting Western
countries or interests, it was very favourably treated by the 1997
US State Department terrorist list.

In 1997, neither the IRGC, nor its Iragi branches (SCIRI/BADR
and the Iranian factions of Al-Dawa), nor even Al-Qaeda were
included in the black list, although they were by then the most
obvious promoters of international terrorism. In 1999, Al-Qaeda
was included in the list, and in 2007 the IRGC was a so included,
but the IRGC Iragi sections never became part of thelist.

However, the main Iranian political opposition group, the PMOI,
was included in the terrorist list from the first moment and was
never taken out, ostensibly, as a goodwill gesture towards the
Iranian regime.

19 Tanter, Raymond and others, Appeasing the Ayatollahs and Suppressing
Democracy: U.S Policy and the Iranian Opposition, IPC - Iran Policy
Committee, 2006, |SBN 1-59975-297-2, page 49
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In Paris, at an Iranian resistance gathering with
Iraqi political leaders
(June 30, 2007)



The US legal framework would later be followed, in different
ways, by most of the Western countries.

The so-called troika (United Kingdom, Germany and France), that
for some reason spoke in the name of the EU, cameto the point of
officially publishing the offer to keep the PMOI in the European
terrorist list in case the Iranian regime would suspend nuclear
enrichment®,

Thepolitical optionsof theUSin 1997, in particular viewed adecade
later, appear asamajor symbol of what iswrong in the Western
combat on terrorism.

Thepoalitical circumstanceswhenthelist wasfirst drafted certainly
play avery important rolein explainingitsfailures, but | believethe
problem lieswith its disrespect for the principle of separation of
powers.

From the pure penal point of view | do not think itisagood ideato
introduce the concept of terrorismin asociety whereall men are
equal. A murder isamurder and amass murder isamass murder,
ashuman livesarelost whatever the motifs behind the acts.

Therefore, | think there is a serious confusion on the way that
terrorism has been dealt with. From thelegal point of view, terrorism
should be dealt with asany other crime shall be. Besidesthelegal
issueterrorism hassevera other dimensions, starting with thepolitical
one; but thisdoes not mean it should not be dealt with like any other
crime.

2 AFP, Preparatory text for European proposalson | ranian nuclear program, 21/
10,2004
http://www.iranfocus.com/fr/nucl eaire/nucl eaire-le-texte-preparatoire-des-
propositions-des-europeens-liran.html
and last paragraph of the Agreement as published by the EU High
Representative for the CFSP, S0304/04, 15/11/2004
http://www.consilium.europa.eu/ueDocs/cms_Data/docs/pressdata/en/
declarations/82680.pdf
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Itistruethat international terrorismisarather more complex issue
than domestic terrorism, asindeed any form of international crime
ismore complex than domestic crime, but this does not mean that
thepoliceor judicia systemsshould bereplaced by foreign affairs.

Asmentioned in chapter 5, the best work on international terrorism
that | have ever read is the indictment of the Iranian political
|eadership prepared by the Argentinean prosecutors®, and thiswas
because of therigour of thework, thefact that European information
which had remained classified up to that date was used (unfortunately,
the UK and the USA did not cooperate with the Argentinean
authorities) and that there was no attempt to make “foreign affairs’
out of it, only justice.

Onecan hardly think of anything more antonymic than “justice’ and
“affairs’. Theideaof putting those who are responsible for the
conduction of foreign affairsintherole of judgesand prosecutorsis
ablatant contravention to the core principle of separation of powers
that lies on the basis of democracy.

Why such an awful idea made its way in the US (and was then
copiedinmost of theWorld, including by the UN) asitisclearly the
country where the principle of separation of powersis more deep-
rooted, goes beyond my comprehension.

The Middle East European Institute for Research (EUROMID)
organised aWorldwide Security Conference on 22 February 2007
for which it produced a remarkable research paper that gives a
thorough review of the subject and highlightsthe failures of the
promoters of “war on terrorism” to separate what can be called
legitimate“resistance” from “terrorism”#,

21 Poder Judicial delaNation, 05/03/2003, Causa 1.156, Autosy Vistos

22 European Institute for Research on the Middle East (EUROMID),
MANTOVANI, Eugenio, Confronting Terrorism: assessing the legal and
political challenge, February 2007
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Inthisregard, itispathetic that the very same Council that approved a
framework decison (2002/475/JHA) classfying asterrorismany threet
or act of violencefor politica reasons, regardlessof thepolitica context,
made an annex declarationto it, without legal value, stating that the
decison:
“cannot be construed asto argue that the conduct of thosewho
haveactedintheinterest of preserving or restoring these[described
above] democratic values, as was notably the case in some
Member States during the Second World War, could now be
considered as“terrorist” acts.”

This pious declaration simply highlights the fact that those who
acted using or threatening violence in the “interest of preserving
or restoring democratic values’ either during the second World
War”, or indeed during the Portuguese 1974 revolution, are
unequivocally labelled terrorists by this Council decision, and that
at least some representatives in the Council had a bad conscience
on the outrageous legal decision they took.

Emphasising the descriptive and non-normative nature of the EU
definition of terrorism, the authors of the EUROM D research paper
call the attention of the legal vacuum within the EU legal order,
inconsistent with a Community based on the rule of law, caused
by the lack of jurisdiction of the European Court of Justice on the
Council third pillar rulings, legal vacuum that the European Court
of First Instance, however, filled in its ruling of December 12,
2006, in case T-228/02 of the PMOI against the Council®.

In this historical ruling, the European Court not only stated that

2 Council of the European Union, Revised Addendum to the Draft Minutes of
the 2436th Meeting of the Council Justice and Home Affairs and Civil
Protection, point 17, 9958/02, JAI 138, 16 July 2002

2 http://eur-lex.europa.eu/L exUriServ
LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:C:2006:331:0028:0028:EN:PDF
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theremust bearight to effectivejudicia protection that the Council
disrespected, but also that other basics of the Rule of Law, namely
the obligation to state reasons and the right to afair hearing, have
to be respected as well, contrary to the opinion of the Council.

The Council maintained during the process that it did not have an
obligation to formul ate its accusation since thisinformation could
be used by the defendant to his own benefit. To my knowledge, at
least in Portugal, one would have to go back to the Inquisition to
be confronted with thistype of argument. Not since constitutional
times, including the anti-democratic Constitution of 1933, could
we find anything of the sort.

The whole of the European procedure on terrorism causes shivers
to whoever has anotion of what isthe Rule of Law. Asit wasthe
case with the PMOI, the Council feels entitled to blacklist an
organisation, or for that matter any individual, on the basis of the
following procedure:

1. Anundisclosed national public authority makesthe claim that
Mr. A or organisation X isaterrorist;

2. Theindictment is secret; the defendant has no right to know
what heis accused of;

3. A secret committee whose existence has never been
acknowledged and that islabelled the “clearing house” judges
and condemns Mr. A or organisation X;

4. Mr. A or organisation X do not have theright to be heard, and
of courseeven lessto appeal, animpossibility since you cannot
possibly defend yourself from an unknown accusation (Kafka
isfully alivein European twenty first century, as we can see).

5. No Court hasajudicia scrutiny on the whole of this process.

It istrue that the whole of the situation should have been changed
after the European Court of First Instance ruling in December 12,
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2006. Although the Council did not appeal on the Court’sruling, it
smply ignored it and stated through acivil servant daysafter theruling
that it would not enforce the Court’sdecision.

Only afterwards, through amockery of “legal opinions’ and actions
that would have had to be taken before, not after theruling, did the
Council try to givetheimpressionit wasnot dismissing the European
Court.

| personally challenged the Council time after time, using my
Parliamentarian prerogatives, to give me an explanation or any
motifsthat could justify its condemnation of the PMOI and always
got the same answer; in short: “none of your business.”

| was therefore rather relieved when, at the public session of the
procedure of the PMOI against the Council, | heard a judge
summing up the answers of the Council to the Court regarding the
basis for their blacklisting of PMOI exactly this way, “you are
telling this Court: thisis none of your business.”

At least it was nothing personal against me; the European leaders
who speak on behalf of fully democratic nations do not recognise
Courts or Parliaments as limits to their power.

The European Court ruling annulling the blacklisting of the PM Ol
by the Council asaterrorist organisation isalandmark of the Rule
of Law in Europe, but we still have along way to go if we are to
get this result, namely by compelling the European Institutions to
respect Courts rulings.

The public session on this procedure also had another advantage:
the Council acknowledged, for thefirst time, the country of origin
of the mysterious public authority that had labelled the PMOI as
terrorist: the United Kingdom.

This gave new impetus to a group of 35 members of the House of
Commons and the House of Lords in the United Kingdom to
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challenge the decision of the United Kingdom to blacklist the
PMOI.

The UK authorities did not dare to deny to the British Court
system the full procedure of the PMOI blacklisting, contrary to
what the Council had done with the European Court. Therefore
the British Justice could rule on the substance of the affair, contrary
to the European one, and the ruling was unequivocal; it classified
the British action as “perverse” and ordered the Government to
annul the blacklisting of the PMOI.

One of the biggest misconceptions on the “fight against terrorism”
isthat there is atrade-off between being tough against terrorism
versus following the principles of the Rule of Law.

Redlity proves otherwise. The main terrorist conglomerate—IRGC
and outfits—was never blacklisted in Europe since their terrorism
is too effective and scares Europe out of blacklisting it.

Europe can have such an unfair and, ultimately, suicidal approach
to terrorism because of the malfunctioning of the Rule of Law, not
the other way round.

The existence of transparency mechanisms within the Rule of Law
environment would never have allowed this to happen.

c) Containing Teheran

One of the reasons that led to the increased diplomatic pressure
from Teheran over the European ingtitutions to persecute the PMOI
was the role of this opposition organisation in denouncing the
Iranian nuclear plans, whose advances were extensively
documented in an Iranian Resistance press conference held in
August 2002.

Although the evidence on Iran’s nuclear plans was overwhelming
and the US was ultimately forced to acknowledge its veracity, the
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European Commission, in awritten reply to my questions dated
January 2003 on the nuclear issue stated that:

“While noting with satisfaction that Iran has adhered to the
Non-proliferation Treaty, the Biological and Chemical
Weapons Conventions, the Union continuesto encouragelran
tojointhe International Atomic Energy Agency Additional
Protocol for Nuclear Material Safeguards. It appearsthat Iran
ingenera hasbeen complying, including accepting inspections
of itsnuclear sites.”

Furthermore, the Commission stated that:

“Thus, while the situation in Iran still remains far from
satisfactory on many fronts, the Commission continuesto
support the Union’s global approach towardsthat country,
aiming to support the reformists. The Commission has been
given the mandate to pursue negotiations for a Trade and
Cooperation Agreement, negotiationsthat arelinked to paralle
negotiations on political dialogue and counter-terrorism
(Council conclusions of 17 June 2002). These negotiations
provide the Commission with an additional forum and giveit
added leverage as — even if there are no direct, explicit
conditions - they arelinked to expectations of progressinthe
areas of concern.” %

Dated 19 December 2002, in a reply letter to my query of 21
November, Javier Solana acknowledged that:

“In the course of a meeting with me on 19 November 2002,
Foreign Minister Kharrazi requested that the EU place the

25 ChrisPatten, H-0867/02, 14/01/2003
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/
getDoc.do?type=CRE& reference=20030116& secondRef=ANN-
01& language=BG& detail=H-2002-0867& query=QUESTION

% Chris Patten, Op. cit.
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National Council of Resistance of Iran (NCRI) onitslist of
terrorists. He handed over some documents which he said
would support this request. | responded that the EU would
look into the matter.”

These statements reflect the general tone of the Commission and
Council appeasement attitude towards Iran in the crucial period
that led to the Iragi invasion, that extended to the persecution of
Iranian internal opposition and “anti-terrorism” cooperation.

It is clear that the general attitude of the European institutions
regarding the crucial question of who was the main sponsor of
international terrorism and WMD was not ultimately different from
that of the US.

Whereas the European Institutions as such did not approve of the
tacticsthat led to the Iragi military operation, their opposition was
never done on geopolitical grounds, as they also dismissed all
existing evidence of the Iranian extensive involvement with WMD
and international terrorism.

Asthe US spokesperson of the National Council of Resistance of
Iran, Alireza Jafarzadeh, clarified® the Iranian nuclear ambitions
were not recent when they were photographically documented in
2002; they had been a priority of the regime at |east from 1988
onwards.

As | wrote in the Jerusalem Post?8:

“The theocratic doctrine that came to light in the second half
of the 20th century in the main Shi’ite school of Ngjaf in
Iraq, later to be put in practice by Ayatollah Khomeini in
1979 in Iran, introduced three devastating elements: (1) the

27 Jafarzadeh, Alireza, Thelran Threat, President Ahmadinejad and the coming
nuclear crisis, Pagrave, 2007, ISBN 978-1-4039-7664-2
28 Jerusalem Post, Holding back imperial Iraniantheocracy, May 3, 2008
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principle of the rule of the religious authority; (2) suicidal
terrorism as amajor political-religious-military tool; and (3)
world domination, the first step being “through Karbala to
al-Quds [Jerusalem],” with the ultimate goal of “introducing
the Islamic revolution to al of mankind”

The nuclear issue cannot be dealt with on atechnical perspective,
ignoring all the political factorsthat involveit. Iran’sbomb ispart of
an expansionist agenda, wherethe main tasks of theldamic Republic
of Iran are®:

“By Grace of God, such a movement [culture and
administrative structure reform] began as of thevictory of the
Islamic Revolution, despite the entire heavy obstacles and
hindrances on itsway, which have been removed one after
the other, and the movement of the Islamic Revolution aimed
at constructing amodel society has kept on accel erating ever
sincethen.

“QOur nation’s second important mission isintroducing the
Islamic Revol ution to the entire mankind. Today, the mankind
has reached a point of dissatisfaction with the status quo of
thesocial lifeand isso desperately in pursuit of better lives
that the nation’smindsare quiteripefor grasping such truths.”

Asl alsowroteinthe previously quoted Jerusalem Post article“the
Iranian clergy’straditional weapon of manipulation and dissimula
tion has so far proved more successful than any other”. However,
frommy point of view, Ahmadi-Negjad snomination for presidentis
more relevant as aswitch of communication strategy than as any
real change of policy from the Iranian theocracy.

The nomination of Ahmadi-Nejad reflects a post-Saddam Iran

2% Ahmadi-Nejad to Iran's Assembly of Experts, IRNA, February 25, 2008,
trandated by MEMRI, Special Dispatch 1854, February 29, 2008
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where, for its expansionist agenda, the Western cooperation or
neutrality is not perceived as important as to keep the leadership
of the global jihadist movement.

Inlrag, Iran hasdeveloped adual strategy ever sincetheinvasion.
Ontheonehand it usedits proxies, namely the SCIRI/Badr brigade,
to get hold of power in the country through alot of devious means
but never confronting the Allied Forces. On the other hand, Iran
sponsored all the forces that were willing to combat the Allied
presence, both groupswith linksto the Iranian establishment, mainly
JAM, but also Al-QaedainIraq, aswell asthose who were actually
foesof Iran, likeformer Baathists.

Iran bets on the evaporation of the US determination to keep its
commitment in Irag to happen sooner than any possible Iraqi
independent political block will be ableto get hold of the political
power in the country.

If the US leaves Irag with an Iragi government aligned with
Teheran, Iran will be much more immune to any pressure the
West might try to exert, regarding the nuclear weapons or whatever
else. Otherwise, an Iran-dominated Irag will be an open gate to
dominate the Gulf militarily, politically and economically and to get
the necessary leverage to fix the oil price policies of OPEC and,
consequently, of gas aswell. In thisregard, the strong presence
of the Iranian L ebanese Hezbollah outfits in Western Africa and
the alliance with Chavez will also be very convenient. With this
tremendous influence on the West, the domination of the entire
region by Teheran will be a strong possibility.

The strategy to confront Iranian Imperialism hasto break with the
dominant logic of appeasement policy applied by the West, but it
cannot solely rely on military meanseither.

The first point of the strategy is to understand what the Islamic
Republic of Iranisall about. Instead of referring to a plethora of
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open or disguised Iranian regime publicists, the best way to
understand the Islamic Republic of Iran isto read carefully the
statements of its President, as he is the first high political
responsible without specific clerical training in the arts of disguise
and dissimulation.

It is also necessary to understand the political, cultural, economic
and strategic dimension of the country, instead of patronising it as
adeveloping or third World country (which in fact it isfrom a
variety of points of view, but not from the most important ones to
keep in mind here). In this context attention has to be paid to the
proximity of the country to Western culture.

The second point isto bet on the Iranians to get rid of the Islamic
Republic. It goes without saying that this means not only taking
the PMOI from terrorist lists, but also to engage with it in order
to have the biggest opposition organisation in Iran as a close aly.
It also means engagement with all other democratic political forces
of the country as well as with the civil society.

A particularly thorny issue is the nationalities issue. The West
should draw lessons from what went wrong in the former-
Yugoslaviaand Irag and try not to repeat the errorsin Iran, which
isaconsiderably larger nation. The full respect for the language,
religious, and culturd rights of minorities together with aconsiderable
degree of autonomy in several cases are inherent to any
democratisation process. Then again, to incite ethnic/religious
cleansings would be the biggest tragedy we could bring to the
country.

Thethird point isto isolate Iran as much as possible, diplomatically
and economically, without putting in jeopardy economic conditions
of its people. Economic and diplomatic sanctions will work, if
they are enforced in an intelligent way and if they are integrated
inanintelligent strategy.
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Mohammad Hossein Al Awadh and Falah Hassan
in Geneva in solidarity with the PMOI
(October 4, 2006)



The last point concerns a policy of containment of Iran, namely
inits most important strategic objective, Irag. Thisentails stabilising
Irag and assuring that Iragq has an Iragi government, not an Iranian
Embassy extension asis the present case.

Timeisrunning out for thispolicy to beimplemented. If weallow Iran
to succeed in Irag the situation will be compl etely different, and the
West may then beginto redlisehow big theblunder of thelragi operation
has proved to be.
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Chapter 7

A new relation with the Arab World in the
context of a solid transatlantic partnership

a) Oil or democracy?

Francis Fukuyama's famous “end of history”! is perhaps more
convenient as a beginning of our contemporary history, since the
end of the Soviet Union was the starting point for anew era.

The crumbling of the Soviet Union surprised a vast majority of
experts and observers, who had to struggle to find a convenient
explanation for the sudden end of the longest war ever fought
without a single shot (that is, if we only think of the main direct
battlefield).

Some saw the wisdom in Ronald Reagan's tough stance, some
otherson thelong containment policy, conveniently forgetting how
disastroudly it failed in Southeast Asia, Africaand the Middle East,
and Fukuyama decided to amuse himself using the philosophical
Hegelian dialectics of Marxism to explain the failure of Marxism.

What can only be read as an act of humour became the most
significant masterpiece on the post-Berlin wall doctrine, and most
inthe West decided to believe in the charade that made the advent
of democracy so dead certain as the socialism and communism
had been in the historic determinism of the Hegel-Marx cocktail
(whose main cook was Stalin).

So democracy wasto ruleeverywhere, if you just allowed theforces
of history to carry out their job.

In general terms, in the absence of any political strategy, democracy

! Fukuyama, Francis, The end of history?, The National Interest, Summer
1989, http://www.wes ones.com/eoh.htm
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flourished where it had old roots but did not prevail where these
roots did not exist.

Some important exceptions and qualifications however need to be
highlighted.

The main successful exception was clearly in East-Asia, with
Taiwan and South K oreabecoming fully fledged democracies and
severa of their neighbouring countries making important stepsin
this direction.

The most important qualification has to do with India, and to a
certain extent Mexico and Brazil, where democracy existed before,
but was particularly reinforced afterwards.

Other successes can be pointed out; to me the most spectacular,
perhaps because | know it personally, is Cape Verde. Although it
isavery poor country with no natural resources whatsoever, the
democratic system in this small archipelago stateisfirst class.

Russia, Central Asia, nearly all of Sub-Saharan Africa, a large
chunk of East Asia and a disturbingly important slice of Latin
America have failed the democracy test.

Of particul ar importance was the democratic failurein China, asit
isthe clearer example of thefailure of conventional wisdom. Here
the historic deterministic logic assumed that one just had to wait
for the average Chinese to get sufficiently rich for the totalitarian
state to be abandoned like a snake abandonsits old skin.

The possibility of thiswealth becoming the motor of dictatorship,
not only in China but also in the rest of the World, was never
considered. But this was indeed what happened. Recent events
confirming Chinaas one of the champions of world’ sdictatorships
from Burma to Zimbabwe reflect how wealth has become the
driving force for dictatorship rather than democracy.
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Even before the fall of the wall, but particularly afterwards,
democracy had a no-go zone—the Greater Middle East.

Saudi Arabia and other conservative regimes in the area were
believed to be the guarantee of the flow of oil to the World
economy. The idea of destabilizing them, even in the name of
democracy, was always a non-starter.

Secondly, the relation between Islam and democracy was and is
not particularly well-understood. There was avagueideathat they
could be incompatible or that there could be a sort of “Islamic
democracy” asit existed in Iran, which actually is worse than al
other existing dictatorships.

Thirdly, there isthis preposterous idea that the main problem has
to do with the Isragli-Arab conflict and that the solution for it
(presumably by the extinction of the only democracy intheregion)
will somehow be a condition for establishing democracy.

Infact, | believe that, quite on the contrary, the intolerant attitude
of the Arab world regarding the Jewish minority is perhaps the
most important obstacle in the way to democracy.

It isimpossible to understand the barbarity of Saddam Hussein's
ethnic cleansing of Kurds, Turcomen, and Arabsfrom the Marshes,
amongst others, as well as the full-fledged ethnic cleansing that
targeted eventually everyone after the fall of his regime, without
looking carefully to the ethnic cleansing of Jewsin 1941 and 1948,
or indeed the ethnic cleansing of Armenians in the first World
War and the Assyrian-Chaldeansin 1933.

The Jewish ethnic cleansing from the Arab World that followed
the 1948 declaration of independence was particularly harsh in
Irag?.

2 Rahmani, Moise, Réfugiés juifs des pays arabes - L’ exode oublié, Editions
Luc Pire, 2006, ISBN 978-2-874-15636-6
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With Tzpi Livni, Israel Minister of Foreign Affairs
(May 24, 2006)



The Western problem in this equation has systematically been oil,
asthe West seems ready to accept whatever goes onintheregion,
overlooking the xenophobic attacks on Israel being one of thefirst
concessions, if only the flow of oil is not threatened.

September 11 brought an abrupt end to the Berlin dream of the
“end of history”. Not only was history still going on but it had
really very nasty actors in its making. After al, democracy did
need a push to impose itself. The unique nature of Islam - in fact,
the unique importance of the region’s oil rather than Islam - can
not be accepted as areason to keep the Greater Middle-East out of
this democratic challenge.

TheWest, especially the US, suddenly found arenewed interest in
promoting democracy and started acting accordingly.

However, asthe lragi experience wasto proveinthecruellest way,
the West neither understood the nature of the problem it faced in
the region, nor did it create an intelligent way to deal with the
democratic challenge within it.

There were clever and pro-Western Iragis, such as Adnan Al-
Pachachi and Ayad Allawi, who explained the possibleway forward
for aWestern intervention in Irag.

They understood that the Baathi st ideology had crumbled. Decades
ago lragq was perhaps the most advanced country in the Middle-
East (with economic, social, and even some political indicators
better than in my own country, Portugal) but it became a disaster
with Saddam.

If not a fully-fledged democracy, it would at least have been
possibleto establish an authoritarian but benign state (like Egypt),
which would not threaten its neighbours, would give a better life
to its citizens, and could constitute a platform from which to face
the fanatic beasts.
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To do so, you did not need much. Asthey correctly assessed, the
Tikrit clan was moreisolated than ever, and the bulk of Iragwould
feel relieved to get rid of Saddam Hussein.

US departments such as the CIA which have often been accused
of being responsiblefor the major blunders of the country’ sforeign
policy were backing this perspective, but their sound advice was
ignored.

Thelragi operation isthe best example of what should not be done
if one wants to bring democracy to the Greater Middle East. No
tactical move based on common sense, however necessary, can
replace the need for clear strategic thinking on the issue of
democracy. As long as the authoritarian rulers will benefit from
the open-ended clout of managing the oil wealth, as long as the
Western policy will be seen only as an attempt to get oil on the
best conditions, hiding it with cynic declarations on democracy
and human rights, there will be no chances for a democratic
challengeto thereligiousfascismor to the older nationalist extreme
views for that matter.

The challenge is very hard to address as the most obvious
alternativesto oil or gas are not sensible alternatives.

Nuclear energy technology is more and more difficult to keep apart
from nuclear armstechnol ogy?. To sponsor thefirst will inevitably
lead to sponsoring the second. In any circumstance, for the nuclear
energy to make a difference, its use would have to be multiplied
by several times, and this would mean the rapid disappearance of
natural uranium?,

3 Thisismy personal conviction after participating in several seminarswithin
the framework of the NATO Parliamentary Assembly, namely those | had
the opportunity to assist in the Lawrence Livermore Laboratories in the
summer 2006.

4 There are several ways to provide nuclear alternatives to natural uranium
used in fission process, but they have not been sufficiently tested yet.
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Whether it ispossiblefor nuclear fusion to replace nuclear fission,
is something that remains to be seen and that does not seem to
have an impact within the timing that the oil challenge has to be
answered.

Agro-fuels have always been seen as a very odd alternative, but
their inconvenienceisnow too obviousto beignored. Will second
or third generation bio-fuels be able to overcome the problems of
thefirst generation? A big question mark exists here.

Coadl is clearly a bad aternative because of the CO2 levels and
overall pollution it produces. Investigation on the ways to
dramatically reduceitsemissionsisbeing carried but does not |ook
too promising.

So, the World will have to think much more carefully about
alternative energies used in more efficient ways.

The question here is not to get rid of oil and gas or to make an
economic blockade against the Greater Middle East: it is just to
ensure that there are sound enough alternatives to oil and gas so
that accessto theregion’sail will not become an absol ute condition
for economic survival.

The appeasement policy, and sometimes even open cooperation,
with the Iranian regime, the political epicentre of fanatic Islamism,
which can only be understood in the continuation of the logic of
cooperation with autocratic states to assure the flow of ail, is
creating the conditions for a bigger oil shock than the ones we
have seen in the past.

If the present policy continues Iran will have the leverage to
dominate the whole of the Gulf area. Together with allies such as
Chavez and some actors in Western Africa Iran will be able to
command the prices of gas and oil in amanner that Saudi Arabia
and the Arab World were never able to in the past.
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So, if the West insistson its option of oil regardless of democracy,
it will most likely end without either one.

b) Photo opportunity

One of the most interesting observations of Patrick Cockburn’s
account of hislIragi experience regards the reconstruction:

“In the summer of 2005, agovernment-owned newspaper in
Baghdad ran a laudatory article about reconstruction in the
capital. The text highlighted new achievements and spoke
hopefully of others planned. But the paper faced a delicate
problem when it came to illustrating the piece. Despite
billions of dollars supposedly spent on reconstructing the
capital over the previoustwo-and-a-half yearsthere were no
cranes visible on the skyline. This was despite ‘the biggest
rebuilding project sincethe post-war rebuilding of Europein
1945’ . When | took thelift to theflat roof of the HamraHotel
to see where bombs had exploded | never saw any signs of
old buildings being repaired or new ones under construction.
The paper’ s editor proved equal to the challenge. When the
article appeared it included a striking photograph of alarge
crane beside ahalf-completed building. My trand ator Haidar
looked mystified when he first saw it and then, after
examining it carefully, began to laugh. He pointed out to
me, between guffaws, that the picture wasindeed of acrane
in Baghdad but one which had been standing abandoned since
2003 beside agiant mosque which Saddam Hussein had under
construction when he was overthrown.”

Being the spokesperson for the socialists of the Budgetary Control
Committee, thisisindeed my most important responsibility within

5 Cockburn, Patrick, The Occupation, War and resistance in Irag, Verso,
2006, ISBN: 978-1-84467-100-7, page 172
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the European Parliament. | was particularly interested to know the
whereabouts of the 800 plus million Euro that had been approved
within the European budget for the Iragi reconstruction in thefirst
fiveyearsof the post-Saddam era, and | was puzzled to realise that
none of my Iragi friends, members of the Parliament, Governors
or former ministers, had ever heard of any European cooperation
effort to Irag.

Although modest in comparison with the bilateral budgetary efforts
of themain Allied forces, the European budget isindeed the largest
contributor to the International Reconstruction Fund Facility for
Iraq (IRFFI) and this should be visible somehow.

Thiswasmy starting point for aquery to the European Commission
on what has happened with the European budget for Iragi
reconstruction. This would prove to be an exhausting and time-
consuming task, but in the end rewarding. The Commission took
severa months ignoring my questions before answering with an
eight-page- summary made in partnership with the Iraqi
Government. | found this partnership rather awkward.

There | learned that the European Commission had hired a
consultant who claimed to be an international organisation as a
“global facility” for organising itsactionin Irag, without tendering
procedures with the argument of urgency (athough the contract
was established by the end of 2006, more than three years after the
invasion).

| learned afterwards that contracts had been established with the
very same company for similar tasks in Palestine and Lebanon,
always without public tendering procedures.

The bulk of the European funds was attributed to the IRFFI and
was managed by the UN and the World Bank. Asfor the rest, the
Commission had made some bilateral contractswith UN agencies
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and with the Iragi authorities and substantially financed the Iragi
electoral process.

| could hardly believe that the European Commission had spent
all thismoney onthelraqgi eectionsand would not even haveinvited
the European Parliament to monitor the elections. Actualy, the
Commission did not make any thorough public appraisal of the
electoral process and did not respond to the generalised criticism
of the electoral failures. Given the general attitude of the
Commission | would not have been surprised if they had not even
bothered to make any sort of observation in spite of the 136 Million
they invested in the electoral process®.

Theanswerswereceived from the UN or the World Bank regarding
the funds used in amultilateral way were far from satisfactory, to
say the least, and we decided to ask for on the spot controls of at
least some of the huge numbers of schools, hospitals and all sorts
of infrastructure that the European funds had presumably helped
to build or rehabilitate.

The answers seemed confused and elusive and always hard to
obtain. | asked to accompany the Commission in a mission to
Baghdad to get aglimpse of what was going on over there, but the
Commission turned down my request since it would not respect
theindependence of theinstitutions. Surprisingly, thisexplanation
came from the very same European executive that answered the
Parliamentary Budget Controls queries in joint papers with the
Iragi Government.

Evidenceonthelack of reliability of the Iragi authoritiesregarding
public funds was everywhere and could be seen in the main

6 This amount is indicated in a letter from Commissioner Benita Ferrero-
Waldner to Paulo Casaca, 14 December 2007, A/07/4271 - D/07/1985,
Annex 1
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European as well as American media. Iraq was indeed classified
as the second most corrupt country in the World, only bypassed
by Haiti. Anyway, | did my best to ensure the Commission could
not argue with lack of information and handed them extensive
media reports on the general Iragi mismanagement.

Finally, the European Commission proposed the participation of
COCOBU in an observation mission that would be organised by
the World Bank. The World Bank duly met with COCOBU. By
thistime many of my colleagueswere aso very curiousto find out
what had happened to EU fundsin Irag.

A mission was organised to Nasyriah. The meeting point was at a
hotel in Abu Dhabi, early in the morning of 18 May 2008. After
wewere supplied with helmetsand bullet proof vests, we embarked
in amilitary Italian aircraft to Talil, the airfield of an enormous
military complex in the Southern flank of Nasyriah.

Aswe got there, we were told that there would be no visits to the
famous projects we had been so curiousto seefor security reasons.
Actually, we never left the military compound during our stay,
although it was huge and comprised, among other things, the
ancient ruins of Ur with its famous Ziguratt.

The World Bank, which was supposed to have had the idea of the
mission and which had prepared the participation of our committee
for quite some time did not bother to show up or to give us an
explanation in advance of its absence.

The team leader of the Dhi Qar Provincial Reconstruction Team
(PRT) / Reconstruction Support Unit (RSU), AnnaProuse, abright
and active ltalian lady, showed usamobile surgery hospital offered
by the Italian cooperation performing eye surgeries. Thiswas our
only chance to get in touch with common Iragi citizens and with
something that wasreally working for the benefit of Iragis (although
not financed by our European budget).
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For the rest, we had the opportunity to hear the political speech of
the local Governor as well as the speech of the Iragi genera in
command plus theatrical performances, music and the rest of
entertaining activities, thewhole of it amounting to atypical tourist
political act with the main difference that al of it was performed
in aheavily guarded security perimeter.

S0, although the visit was of little use to learn about the real Irag,
it was very useful to understand the logic of the main actorsin the
financial cooperation effort. With the exception of the World Bank
and some embassies, all the main financial actors in this
reconstruction effort were over there, namely representatives of
several UN agencies.

The UN people included two Iragi refugees who were hired in
Amman to help the reconstruction effort. One of them was an
Armenian doctor from Basra and the other a Baghdad Kurdish
engineer. | found the UN agencies idea brilliant, although very
telling on the political solution to the problem: to allow refugees,
for themost part professionals, to come back and help their country
out of the problems of “capacity building” (using the Euro-jargon
in the meantime fully absorbed by the local Iragi Governor).

Otherwise the UN teams were made of people—interesting, kind
and humblefor the most part—who redlly reflected anideaof trans-
national commitment for human valuesthat you normally associate
with the UN. One of the staffers was an absolutely charming
Pakistani lady, from the South of Waziristan, whose style contrasted
with the image one has of this nest of Islamic fanaticism.

The presentation of the work of the several UN agencies was not
outstanding, and one got the idea that the several agencies were
basically doing the same sort of things using the same sort of opaque
wording to describe what they were doing. The Iraqgi people,
however, conveyed the image of being actively engaged in real
productive work on behalf of Iraq.
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The diplomatic community present, including a Japanese
representative, was not happy with the performance, and would
have apparently appreciated morethekind of approach of theWorld
Bank that handed the money directly to the Iragi Government.

Although the stories about the corruption of the Iragi authorities
filled the prime time and first pages of the media, (I really do not
know about Japan, but | doubt it was any different) the diplomatic
community was just eager to grant the money to the Government
and showed littleif any interest in the sound financial management
of these funds.

| then understood that my criticism of the UN agencies' work had
little to do with the one made by the Western diplomatic
community. | did realisethe UN agencieswere performing poorly
in terms of coordination between themselves, not to mention with
the outside World, they tended to be plagued to alarger extent by
the same negative phenomena | knew from the European
administration, and had apoor record on efficient reporting, but in
theend they had in their ranks people who werethereto try to help
Iragis out of their dramas, and they were trustworthy people.

The logic of the foreign affairs community seemed to be quite
different. Cooperation money is perceived as a diplomatic tool to
be used in the relation with the native authorities. Inthisregard, it
isquite secondary to know if these authorities are a competent set
of people, able to contribute to solve the real problems of their
citizens, or if they are mostly a cleptocratic clique supplying
themselves with money; what is important is that they get the
money so to be able to return whatever gestures diplomats are
expecting from them.

With this reasoning, the UN became a nuisance, not because it
was inefficient in handling the funds but becauseit prevented it to
be perceived as a gift by the Iragi authorities, whereas the World
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Bank wasgreat: thelragi Government received the checksdirectly.
If it had not been for the disastrous remarks of the most senior
officia of the UN present, | would even say that they had passed
the exam, although with low marks. However, the senior UNAMI
(United Nations Assistance Mission for Iraq) official decided to
explainto mewhy | should be happy seeing films and photographs
of what has been done instead of the real projects that | came to
see.

Ashejusdtified, hewasoncein chargeof overseeingaprojectinMecca
and, not beingaMudim himsdlf, hewasnot authorised to seewhat was
going on. “Never mind” he said. He controlled the project through
pictures!

| wasastonished, and sowereseverd other diplomatsand UN officids,
who had travelled thousands of kilometresto listen to thiskind of
nonsense.

Just by coincidence, | wasthen carryingwithmeand | wasfindisingthe
reading of “ Bankrolling Basra’ which atitsend fully explained thelogic
of budget controlling by photograph:

“During ‘our watch’ in the south we kept atight control over
funds and saw relatively little corruption. But a friend who
worked in Basra sometime later found that fraud wasrife. The
westerners who controlled the cash were unable to get out of
the bases because of the worsening security problem. This
meant that they had to rely on photographs and documents to
‘prove’ that the buildings, bridges, and roads were being built
as promised. ‘A whole new industry in forged documents,
receipts and photographs had grown up’, said my friend. ‘ They
were ingenious, though not always very thorough in the fraud.
| said to one of the Iragi officials one day “if you are going to
show me fabricated photographs of the project at least show
me photos of the same place!” The pictures he was showing
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me the project being completed came from at least two

separate locations’.” ’

What was more amazing was the ability of the most important
Western actorsin the Iragi scene to ignore what could easily be
found in the press, on specialised literature or, for that matter, just
getting into the Red Zone and speaking with people and yet taking
decisions that were crucial to all of us.

The Nasyriah mission coincided with alot of attention given to the
accusations of Judge Radhi, in all the Western media (front page
in Le Monde, for instance?). The former head of the anticorruption
forcesin Baghdad till he had to ask for asylum on the US, accused
the Iragi authorities of systematic embezzlement and, furthermore,
denounced the existence of regular diversion of funds to terrorist
groups and militia.

Having lost 31 members of his staff and escaping several times
from attempted murder, Judge Radhi only gave up in face of the
frontal refusal of the Government to allow him to do his job.

Asusual, Maliki never cared to give explanations on any of the
accusations on his Government, but decided to accuse Judge Radhi
of being corrupt himself, which is the typical way of the Iranian
theocracy and their disciples to get rid of their opponents: to
accuse their victims of the crimes they committed themselves.

One of my first questions to the countless Iragi sheiks, religious
and political leaders | met in June 2008 in Ashraf was about what
they thought should be done to support Iraq financially.

7 Alderson, Andrew, Bankrolling Basra, Robinson, 2007, ISBN 978-1-84529-
510-3, page 258

8 LeMonde, 17/06/2008,
http://www.lemonde.fr/proche-orient/article/2008/06/17/fraudes-en-irak-
23-milliards-de-dollars-ont-disparu_1059185 3218.html
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All of them, without any exception, answered that no money should
be handled to the Iragi Government unless a strict control wasto
be made, asthey al thought Judge Radhi’s position to be common
sense: otherwise money would be stolen and a large part of it
would find its way into supporting terror.

The photo opportunity wasjust the most deliriousway out of reality
chosen by the West, the most pathetic symptom of the “Green
Zone syndrome”.

As| came to understand by this Iragi episode, we have to change
dramatically the way that we manage our cooperation effort with
third countries. If we alow this to be held solely as a business
between governments through diplomacies we will risk seeing
scenarios like the Iragi one repeating endlessly.

The only way out isto cooperate much more openly with scrutiny
from Parliamentsaswell asfrom the pressand the publicin general.
I think atruthful cooperation effort hasto be asecond pillar in the
relation we might establish with the Greater Middle East.

c) Building bridges

No bridges were actually left standing to the South of Kirkuk on
the road to Ashraf city when we came down on 13 June 2008. The
large number of carcasses of bombed cars and trucks, together
with the ever prevailing signs of former roadside bombs were a
testimony to the kind of violencethat had devastated the areasince
the last time | had used that road in January 2007.

Otherwise the situation was much calmer. The check points were
relaxed and in every village we could see people carrying their
normal lives under the protection of lightly armed Awakening
Council members.

InAshraf city, wewerereceived inamore discreet way than the year
before, and | hardly had timeto get to the place before the meeting
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Bridge on the road from Kirkuk to Baghdad Photo Ana Isabel Alves (June 13, 2008)




started. | had left Brusselsearly inthe morning of the very sameday
when | wasintroduced to my first brainstorming meeting with Iraqgi
shelks.

My Iranian PMOI hosts explained that the next morning | could
participateintheceremony of thehandling of threemillion Signatureson
a petition of Iragi Shiia asking for the expulsion of the Iranian
Ambassador and theclosureof dl thelranian diplomaticfacilitiesand,
conversaly, allowing afreehandtothe PMOI.

Indeed thiswas quiteadevelopment. Thevast mgority of Shilawere
no longer supporting thelranian led partiesand, quite on the contrary,
they had becomethe core of theres stanceto the undecl ared occupation
of the country by Iran and itsagents.

Enthusiasmfor provincia eectionswasrife, and difficult negotiations
were being devel oped aiming at the formation of anon-sectarian
alternativeto the Iranian block of Al-Hakim (SIIC) and Maliki’s
Al-Dawafaction.

The Kurdish block seemed quite stable and impossible to move,
whereasthe secular Arab tendenciesseemed to havedifficultiesto come
totermswith theldamic Party, themain confessiona Sunni party. The
Kurdish block saw thedistinct possibility of afedera Iragasaway to
reinforceitsautonomy inalarge part of the country.

The Kurdish perspective did not appear realistic to me, aslIran, or
even Turkey, would not accept anearly independent Iragi Kurdistan.

Apparently, it was now the Arab Shiia community that better
understood the dangers posed by this partition, asit would place
them under the thumb of the Iranian dictatorship with a status
close to those of the Ahwazi (Arabs of Iran), one of the most
discriminated and persecuted minoritiesin the region.

To my amazement | met in Ashraf not only the traditional
disfranchised Shiiasin Ashraf but important personalities of both
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the Dawa Party and the Sadr movement who were ready to cometo
termswith asecular codlition whereyou could find nearly every ethnic
groupandreligiousaffiliation.

During my stay in Ashraf, Saleh Al-Mutlaq became the attending
leading figure of a promising coalition, as Ayad Allawi was
represented but not there in person.

Thelranian-Iragi conferenceheldinAshraf city wasthereforeamajor
success. It turned around the handling of thefileswith threemillion
signaturesof support fromIragi Shiiatothe PM O, broadcasted dive
by themainArab TV channels.

Thelragi Government’s spokesman, Ali Al-Dabbagh, one of the
most important I ranian agents controlling the Iragi government,
responded the next day with arenewed enraged attack where he
threatened the PMOI and all of those who had beenin Ashraf (this
timel wasa so included) and demanded the handling of Ashraf from
the UStothelragi forces.

Againthemain problem seemed to be the US position, embroiled now
inanegotiation withtheMaliki government on thefuture statute of US
forces.

The US rightly understood that Iraq would become a full puppet
of Iranif they just left. The US continues to oversee the action of
the Iragi Armed Forces and therefore, it did not allow its
transformation into a sectarian force asthe pro-Iranian government
tried to.

However, asthey had given the Iragi government all the pretence
of an independent and legitimate government, they were now
dependent on their authorisation for continuing in the country.

S0, the US basically had to obtain permission of their enemiesto
be able to control them, using as only favourable argument their
still existing leverage made of their military force on the ground.

193



Addressing the Fourth annual session of the Solidarity Congress of the Iragi People
Photo Henrique Burnay (June 14, 2008)



Once again, the US decision-makerswere caught in the same sort of
“catch 22 Stuation” they had dwaysbeeninsncethe 2003 intervention.

Thisistheideal battle ground for the excellent Iranian chessplayers
and Levantine negotiators and one where the US rigid structures
of command and square-minded approach isleast prepared for.

So, the Maliki government madeit quiteclear: if the USwanted to
have authorisation to stay, it had to give green light for Maliki to
get rid of the opposition to an Iranian ruled Irag.

The question, of course, isthat without the civil society opposition
to the Iranian rule the US military force in Irag would be useless,
but thisis what remains to be understood by the West.

The Iranian authorities made it known that they did not want the
USforcesto remain, therefore allowing Maliki to act asif hewas
not only following Iranian orders but was a truly independent
player.

In 2007 the US Ambassador to NATO, Victoria Nuland, cameto
the European Parliament’s delegation for relations with NATO
Parliamentary Assembly to explain the European defence shield
against Iranian missiles. On the occasion, | challenged her with
the US policy blatant contradiction: how could the US confront
Iranian nuclear threats on the one hand and on the other hand propel
its expansion into neighbouring Irag?

She was positively enraged when she answered me, guaranteeing
it was obvious that the Iragi government had nothing to do with
Teheran. The very same “ State of Denial” that Bob Woodward
brilliantly described in the US Administration® regarding the
situation in Iraq continued unabatedly.

9 Woodward, Bob, State of Denial: Bush at War, Part 11, Simon & Schuster,
2006, ISBN 978-0-7432-7223-0
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TheUSdecision makers, and most in particul ar, the neo-conservative
ideol ogistswho had been heavily infiltrated by the most sophisticated
fundamentalist ideol ogy, did not want to cometo termswith theredity
that their major military operation since Vietnam had propelled their
enemies(Iranian religiousfascism) into control of themain strategic
area in dispute (Irag) and they would use any argument and any
opportunity totry to hidethisredlity.

Theproblemisthat without understanding thisredlity they will never be
ableto succeed, regardlessof their military power and political will.

Europeplaysanegativerolehere. Itsleadersaredivided into onegroup
that fully alignedwiththeUSandisaskeen astheUSto hidetheredity
and not to confront its col ossal errorsand the other that did not align
only on procedural pointsbut otherwise never understood that theway
theentire Iragi operation was conceived would only fuel the Iranian
religiousfascismthrest.

And yet the best teachers on these issues are the peoples of the
Greater Middle East, especially the oneswho learned the hard way,
experiencing afully fledged “Idlamic Revolution”. Contrary to what
the politically correct ideologues of the West think, peoplein the
Middle East are not essentially different from any one of us; they
want development, freedom, the Rule of Law in a democratic
society.

The bridge that we have to rebuild across the Atlantic will haveto
use glue from the Greater Middle East. Thisglue will not be made
of ail, not even of the one-sided fear of the Islamic fascism nuclear
bomb, even less of the “politically correct” tolerance towards the
local totalitarian ideologies; it has to be made of the will of the
people of the region to become an integral part of the free and
developed World.
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The claim was unanimous and expressed in so many different ways
that |1 could understand how genuine it was: “we want free, fair
and fast elections.”

| was particularly impressed because these people, survivorsfrom
a tremendous nightmare that was to a large extent made in the
name of “democracy”, insisted on elections.

Political, religiousand tribal leadersthey all assured meinour last
gathering in Ashraf city in June 2008: give usthe opportunity, and
we will have non-sectarians in Provincial Governments of Irag.
For the first time | saw mainly Shiia but also Iragis of other
convictions united in a common objective.

They were consciousthat there would be no conditionsfor elections
if there was not a strong monitoring presence from all sorts of
international organisations; they were conscious that the five-
million plusrefugees and displaced peoplewho would be prevented
from voting would be the most likely to vote for an Iragi anti-
sectarian platform; they were consciousthat those who would dare
to defy therulerswould risk their lives, as so many lost their lives
for their political convictions, but they still saw elections as the
only way out.

| could hardly understand how these people still kept their energy,
or at least, so many of the Iragi people still did, since clearly you
had so many otherswhose post-traumatic syndrome was so intense
that their interest in life was gone.

So why do the Western leaders, five years after the initial Iragi
operation, seem unable to hear the message and do what they
miserably failed to do previously: ensure a proper monitoring of
the coming provincia elections so that results can be trustworthy?

199






Regarding now Iran, why do they not understand that the only
way to avoid the building of the nuclear bomb by the founders of
modern mass, suicidal, religious terrorism and an armed conflict
of unpredictable consequences is to empower the Iranian people
in their fight for democracy?

Why don’t they understand that the short-sighted oil obsession
commanding their political options will backfire, as oil and gas
will definitely dipinto theinfluence of their main foeif they allow
the whole of the Gulf to be dominated by the same totalitarian
forces?

The Western leaders who decided to go forward with the invasion
of Irag aswell asthose who seem comfortablewith itsresultshave
to get out of their “ state of denial” and ask themselves how it was
possi blethat an operation which was supposed to start ademocratic
revolution didin fact start an I slamic revol ution that mimicked the
Iranian one.

Thereisyet no consensual estimation of the number of victims of
al sorts of violence that ravaged Irag since 2003, but the most
likely estimates point to hundreds of thousands of casualties.

Last year the United Nations Special Rapporteur on the
independence of judges and lawyers, Leandro Despuoy, appealed
tothelragi Government not to carry out the death sentence against
Mahmoud Sa’ eed, who confessed to have participated in the deadly
August 2003 attack at the UN headquarters in Baghdad, which
killed Sérgio Vieirade Méello and 21 others.

As Leandro Despuoy pointed out, this execution would hinder the

right to know the truth about thisterrorist act. Needlessto say, the
UN appea wasignored and the presumed implicated on the murder
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was rapidly and swiftly executed®.

Asyet, thereisnot asingle major crime committed in Iraq that can
be said to have been investigated and tried without procedurally
flawed legal processes. It is not only Mr. Sérgio Vieirade Mello
relatives and friends who have been deprived of the right to the
truth, but the whole world.

The history of Irag has proved that the absence of proper
investigation and trial of crimes of agenocidal dimension leadsto
its repetition with ever bigger targets.

Thisiswhy | think theinternational community owesto thevictims
of the Islamic Revolution in Iraq aspecialised international Court
for Irag that will investigate, put on trial and punish those guilty of
crimes against humanity.

Furthermore, the international community must make an effort to
take the necessary lessons of what went wrong in Iraqg. Clearly,
parliaments should promote thorough inquiresinto the matter, as|
did propose in the European Parliament, but unfortunately was
disapproved by the majority.

Unless we fully understand what went wrong in Irag, we will not
understand what we have to do right. To blame George Bush,
Donald Rumsfeld, Paul Bremer, or the neo-conservative ideology
for al the problems means to miss the complexity, the dimension
and the reasons of the disaster.

1 United Nations General Assembly, 06/08/2007, A/62/2007, page 18, Death
penalty and the right to the truth,
http://daccessdds.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NQ7/451/70/PDF/NQ745170.

pdf ?0penElement
and United Nations General Assembly, 25/10/2007, GA/SHC/3894, page

11, Independence of Judges and Lawyers,
http://www.un.org/News/Press/docs/2007/gashc3894.doc.htm
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Kenneth Pollack, a former US civil servant with main
responsibilities over the region, wrote three well-documented and
professionally researched books which are fundamental to
understand the reasoning of those who led the US into the Iraqi
disaster.

On Iran? he authored the “ Persian Puzzl€”’ that mainly reflects how
puzzled hefeels, or he wants hisreadersto feel, with the policy to
be followed by the US with the country, rather than how puzzling
the country is. Thisisacompilation of doubts, contradictions and
uneven appraisals that show hisinability to draw conclusions and
invites to a no-policy, that is, freedom for the Iranian theocratic
expansionism.

On Irag? he authored “ The Case for Invading Irag” that is amost
the reverse of the latter book. No doubts or contradictions exist
there: Saddam Husseinisthe single devil, thereisonly one possible
path: the invasion. Most shocking is the description of the Iraqi
section of the IRGC as an opposition group that balances between
Iran and the USwho, unfortunately, was not strong enough to make
the*“ regime change” without outside help. To engagein the biggest
military involvement since Vietnam to replace Saddam Hussein
by the puppets of the Iranian theocracy is such an act of “suicidal
policy” that one cannot overlook it.

Hislast book* advises the US to take a step further in the suicidal
policy resulting from the two previous he advised: to allow Iran to
direct a “security organisation” of the Gulf where the US would

2 Pollack, Kenneth M., The Persian Puzze - The Conflict between Iran and
America, Random House, 2004, ISBN 1-4000-6315-9

3 Pollack, Kenneth M., The Threatening Storm - The case for Invading Irag,
Random House, 2002, ISBN 0-375-50928-3

4 Pollack, Kenneth M.A path out of the desert, Random House, 2008, |SBN
978-1-4000-6548-6
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not be present. Thisisindeed the most important next objective of
the Iranian Theocracy.

Inthemodern World, thereisagrowing perception that power lies
more in the media, the so-called fourth power, than in the formal
political structures, and that the political structures have better and
more active mechanisms of control than the media.

The Iraqi crisis proved that there is yet a fifth power subject to
even less scrutiny than the fourth and this is made of NGOs and
think tanks. The most outlandish inventions regarding WMD and
the overall sectarian and less objective reportsregarding Irag were
produced by “Human Rights Watch”.

However, HRW was able to do it with no scrutiny whatsoever.
There is no public scrutiny on the financial sources of this
organisation, on the political career of its research staff, on the
conflict of interests of its board members, indeed on their political
responsibility for the tragic consequences for million of Iragis of
the liesit produced without any sort of apology.

A large part of the problem though liesin the region itself, and in
particular inthe Arab World. The Arab mainstream public opinion
hasto cometo termswith its own reality and stop blaming the US
or Israel in particular, and the West in general for what isadirect
consequence of its autocratic structures.

Thereisno doubt that errors and even crimes have been committed
by the Western forces in Iraqg, but it is only fair to take in
consideration that the West wasthe only to have punished some of
itsown abuses, and it is simply not true that the Allied forces are
directly responsible for most of the terror, death and destruction.
For the most part, these were crimes committed in the name of a
fanatic reading of Islam.

The leaders of the region should therefore stop hiding the main

204



problems they face behind others but consider the fight against
fanaticism as their main task and the full democratisation of their
societies as the only long-term solution to their problems.

To know Iragi people in the Red Zone is to understand how the
“war of civilizations” has no grounds. Iragis are the ones who are
the staunch opponents to terrorism since they have suffered
extensively from it; they are the ones who understand better than
any others the importance of having proper democratic rulers
instead of dictators who misuse nationalism or religion; they are
the ones who understood in real life how fanaticism jeopardises
the future of their children, their opportunities for economic
improvement and their dreams.

Thetheocratic dictatorship of Iran istrying to dominate the whole
of the Greater Middle East starting by waging war in Iraqg, Lebanon,
Israel and Palestine and this is where we shall confront it if we
want to avoid confrontations in much more difficult scenarios.

The present year will be crucial in defining where we are aiming
at, either at aglobal confrontation or to the beginning of an era of
tolerance, respect and understanding in the region.

The aggression mode of Teheran is a direct consequence of the
Western disastrous policies in the region. If the West does not
understand thisit will not be able to succeed.

I hope the lessons from the dramatic events that resulted in an
Islamic Revolution in Iragq can be learnt to change our course of
action in the Greater Middle East, and that we might confront the
totalitarian regimeswith what they fear most: thewill of their own
citizens.
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