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Prince Abdullah’s Peace Plan,
And the Drive for War on Iraq

by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach

OnFeb. 17, theNew York Times published an articleby senior
correspondent Thomas Friedman, who reported that Saudi
Crown Prince Abdullah had spoken to him of a new peace
proposal for the Middle East. According to the account, if
| srael wereto withdraw to the 1967 borders, the Arab govern-
mentswould not only recognize Israel, but enter a process of
normalization of relations.

Since the publication of the Friedman piece, up to 40
governments have supported the Saudi idea, including most
Arabs, the Europeans, the United States, and Russia, and it
appears that Prince Abdullah will present it at the Arab
League heads of state meeting on March 28 in Beirut.

Theproposal initself isnot new; former Saudi King Fahd
made a similar offer in 1974, and reiterated it during the
Reagan administration years. Fahd had spoken of diplomatic
recognition of Israel in return for withdrawal, whereas Prince
Abdullah has spoken of normalization.

Behind Adbullah’s Proposal

Why was the proposal put forward now?

This question has to be considered within the broader
context of ongoing preparations for a U.S. attack against
Irag. Several well-informed Arab sources reported to EIR,
that the Saudi proposal, floated by Friedman, constituted an
attempt by Prince Abdullah to thwart athreatened operation,
cooked up by U.S. policymaking circles, to destabilize the
kingdom. According to a high-ranking diplomatic source,
pressure had been being exerted on Saudi Arabia, specifically
to back a U.S. attack against Irag. The pressure included
the threat that, were the Saudis to refuse, they would be
next. There was also talk of reviving old scenarios dating
back decades, to fuel conflict between the Hashemite Monar-
chy of Jordan and the Saudi roya family. Saudi Arabia, it
was said, could be destabilized, and even broken up; its oil-

36 International

rich areas brought under control of a U.S. puppet regime;
while control over the holy places Mecca and Medina, could
be given to the Hashemites.

Under this pressure, the report continued, the Abdullah
proposal was made public, in an attempt to appease those
threatening forces inside the United States, and prevent the
worst from happening. Saudi Prince Bandar, Ambassador to
Washington, was referenced as the person promoting theini-
tiative, as part of a broader public relations effort to improve
the image of the kingdom. This analysis was echoed in an
article in the Arabic daily Qods al Arab on Feb. 27, which
referenced reportsthat U.S. circles had made concrete offers
to the Hashemites, in this direction. Furthermore, high-level
Kuwaiti political figures leaked the information, that similar
pressures have been exerted on the Kuwaiti royal family, not
to balk at the anti-Iraq operation, or their oil fields could also
be taken over.

No one who has followed devel opments since Sept. 11,
can deny that an unprecedented campaign against the Saudi
roya family has been mounted, by those neo-Conservative
circlesinside the United States associated with the Clash of
Civilizations strategy to unleash religious war. The official
line on the Sept. 11 attacks, was that the al-Qaeda/bin Laden
group were responsible, and that the Saudis had played a
leadingrole. Twelveout of the 19 nameswhomthe FBI called
the hijackers, were Saudis. Polls recently released in the
United States show that a vast majority of the population,
subjected to this mediabrainwashing, believethe Saudis sup-
port terrorism.

Besidesthe general press campaign, specific threats have
been published by the same neo-Conservatives, in the New
York Post, the Wall Sreet Journal, and other media outlets,
totheeffect that a Saudi destabilizationwill occur and“force”
the United Statesto movein and take over the oil fields.
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Thelrag Factor

That the Iraq option is on the table, is beyond reasonable
doubt. Following President Bush’ s* axisof evil” speech, both
he and other members of the administration—including the
formerly moderate Secretary of State Colin Powell—made
clear that U.S. government policy wasfor a*“regime change’
in Baghdad. Several among the options being discussed in
Washington to effect this regime change, are based on the
illusion that the “ Afghan war can be repeated in the Persian
Gulf,” i.e., that under the cover of massive aerial bombard-
ments, forces on the ground—the counterpart to the Northern
Alliance—would move in to topple the government.

According to a Washington Times report of Feb. 28, a
large conferenceis planned at the end of Marchin or around
Washington, at amilitary site, bringing together the political
andmilitaryforcesrequiredto overthrow the SaddamHussein
regime. The gathering is to include some 200 military and
security officials, emphatically not limited to the Iragi Na-
tional Congress (INC) opposition umbrella, which is ajoke.
Among the military expected to attend is former Brig. Gen.
Najob Salihi, once chief of staff of Iraq’s Republican Guard.
The meeting had been discussed last month with Undersecre-
tary of State for Political Affairs Marc Grossman.

The March/April 2002 issue of Foreign Affairs, the jour-
nal of the New Y ork Council on Foreign Relations, included
aprominent article by Kenneth Pollack, the Council’ sDeputy
Director for National Security Studies, headlined, “Next Stop
Baghdad?’ which bluntly declared, “The United States
should invade Irag, eliminate the present regime, and pave
the way for a successor prepared to abide by itsinternational
commitments and live in peace with its neighbors.”

The Pollack articlewas of particular significance for two
reasons. First, given hisposition with the CFR, the article had

EIR March 8, 2002

The Mideast peace initiative put
forward by Saudi Crown Prince
Abdullah has generated great
international discussion and
commentary by governments, frank
and otherwise. Why isthe initiative
put forward now?

the character of a policy endorsement on the part of the Wall
Street Establishment for afull-scaleinvasion of Irag. Pollack
called for the deployment of up to 400,000 American troops
toassuresuccess. Second, Pollack, aformer Clinton Adminis-
tration National Security Council director of Persian Gulf
policy, had been aco-author of aJanuary/February 1999 For-
eign Affairs article, “Can Saddam Be Toppled?’” which ar-
gued that any effort to overthrow the Iragi government would
resultinaBay of Pigs-typefiasco, and pressed for acontinua
tion of the sanctions/containment policies of Clinton.

The thinking in Washington, among those planning the
regime change, isthat it requiresthe acquiesence, if not sup-
port, of the Arab world. In order to achieve this, a carrot
must be offered, in the form of promises that the Middle East
conflict can beresolved. On Feb. 21, Richard Haass, the State
Department director of Policy and Planning, arrived in | srael
and went on to Cairo. Haass, who had had nothing to do with
the peaceprocess, isaveteran of thefirst Bush administration,
andin 1991 played akey rolein building the coalition against
Iraq. Following his meetings with Palestinian and I sragli of -
ficias, it was announced that the Palestinians had arrested
three suspects in the murder of Isragli minister Rehavam
Z€ evi. This was the condition set by Sharon’s part, for the
release of Palestinian Chairman Arafat from house arrest.
Sharon ordered a partial release.

Following Haass, Vice President Dick Cheney isto tour
the region later this month, visiting all the Arab leaders (ex-
cept Arafat), aswell as Israel and Turkey. His mission isto
prepare the anti-Irag coalition. In this context, it is expected
that the United States will attempt to establish an aura of
peacemaking, using the Abdullah proposal, and activities or-
ganized to support it, asameansof cgjoling Arab leadersinto
supporting aregime change in Baghdad.
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Iraq IsNot Afghanistan |1

It must be stressed, that no matter what elaborate plans
are being made to overthrow Saddam Hussein, it will not be
aseasy astheplannersbelieve. First, onthe diplomatic level,
no matter what carrots and sticks are used, most Arab leaders
will not agree to any military action against Irag. Egyptian
President Hosni Mubarak, aswell asPrince Abdullah himself,
in an interview with Time magazine, have made clear their
opposition, as have other Arab leaders. Secondly, if the
United States were to go ahead regardless, with the support
of perhaps Britain, there is no guarantee that the operation
would succeed. Iraqg is not Afghanistan, as severa political
figures have stressed, among them former Russian Prime
Minister Y evgeni Primakov, in an interview with the Saudi
Asharq al-Awsat on Feb. 25. Primakov pointed out that there
isnothing in Irag (or in exile groups) which approximatesthe
experienceand capabilitiesof theNorthern Alliance. Further-
more, “inside Irag, Saddam Hussein has several strong secu-
rity agencies which can eliminate every effective opposition
movement inside the country.” Primakov added, “I do not
think Kuwait itself will cooperate,” and concluded that “a
U.S. military attack will trigger a process that could quickly
spin out of control. This could lead to instability in the entire
region. We might end up in athird world war.”

One aspect of the regiona effects would be Iran’s re-
sponse. As sources inside Iran have indicated, if Iraq is at-
tacked, Iran will not remain neutral, but will defend itsneigh-
bor. Thesituation is utterly different from that of 1990-1991;
thistime Iran would respond, in perhaps unpredictable ways,
becauseit knowsthat after Irag, it would be next.

Primakov’ swarningsarenot abit exaggerated. Theinten-
sifying diplomatic efforts undertaken by Russia, and espe-
cialy by UN General Secretary Kofi Annan, whoistoreceive
Iragi Foreign Minister Naji al-Hadithi Sabri on March 7, are
the expression of their well-founded concern that, if adiplo-
matic solution is not found to settle outstanding matters with
the UN, then catastropheis certain.

LaRoucheWeighsIn

Primakov’s warnings mirror the broad denunciation of
this folly by Democratic Party Presidential pre-candidate
Lyndon LaRouche. LaRouche emphasi zed that the war drive
against Saddam Hussein is, in reality, the cutting edge of the
Bernard Lewis-Brzezinski-Huntington drive for a Clash of
Civilizations global war.

LaRouche al so cautioned against any polyannahopesthat
the peaceinitiative of Crown Prince Abdullah, however well-
intended, could possibly succeed in the climate defined by the
Anglo-American policy of provoking that global war with an
invasion of Irag, now probably scheduled for thelate Summer
or early Autumn of 2002.

The number-oneissue for American patriots, and leading
policymakers in Russia, Europe, the Arab world, and other
world capitals, is to stop this Iraq war scheme immediately.
Were the Bush Administration pulled back from the brink of
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provoking adark ageof continuousreligiouswarfare—which
thelragi military operation would spark—prospects of agen-
uine Mideast peace initiative, like the Abdullah Plan, could
proceed. But nothing short of a total defeat of the present
war-drive emanating from Washington and London, is even
worth considering.

A Double-Edged Sword

If it is true that the Abdullah peace proposal reflects a
Saudi attempt to avert catastrophe, it isalso true that the pro-
posal, if aggressively pushed, could effectively lead to much-
desired changein theregion. The merit of the proposal isthat
it has restated the actual reasons for the conflict: the Isragli
occupation of lands in the 1967 war. Its demand that Israel
withdraw completely isarestatement of theterms of therele-
vant UN resolutions, firmly based in international law. The
Saudi Ambassador to the UN, Fawzi Shobokshi, stressedina
session onthe Mideast on Feb. 27, that | srael has consistently
refused to comply with international law. “Israel claims that
it wants peace and islooking for a safe, secure, and peaceful
neighborhood, and claimsthat itisthe Arabswhoarerejecting
peace and work towards its destruction,” he said. “Now the
world is sure that the Arabs are calling for peace, for good
neighborly relations. That’ swhy the crown prince’ sinitiative
has been met with overwhel ming international support which
strengthens this strategic choice. . . . Isragl has no desire for
peace, no desireto settlethe Middle East problem or toimple-
ment resolutions, and thus it drags the international commu-
nity into aviciouscircleof security considerations, to prevent
it from considering the very essence and substance of the
Middle East which lies in Israeli occupation of Palestinian
lands. Is this security an exclusive right for Isragl? We ask,
whereissecurity for the Palestinians?’

He went on to say that “the objective of Israel was and
remainsto expel the Arab peoplefrom Palestineand to occupy
even more Palestinian territory in order to set up an exclu-
sive state.”

Whether or not the protestations of support for the Abdul -
lah idea are merely cosmetic, depends on momentum gener-
ated politically to force Israel to comply.

The proposal has, as indicated above, already provoked
variousresponsesinside Isragl. Among the broad I sraeli pub-
lic, which does not want war, optimistic reactions have been
voiced. Most importantly, the situation of PrimeMinister Ar-
iel Sharon hasbecomedesperate. A growing movementinside
the military is challenging the Sharon-1sraeli Defense Forces
(IDF) drivefor general war, whilethecoll apse of theeconomy
is creating widespread dissatisfaction with the government.

Never beforehas Sharon’ swar policy against thePal estin-
ians come under such ferocious attack, by Israglis. The most
straightforward attack to date, came on Feb. 27, by Ha' aretz
senior commentator Gideon Samet, inacommentary entitled,
“It'sHim or Us.” Samet wrote: “It’ stimeto start saying that
the Sharon government is irresponsibly cooperating in the
slaughter of itscitizens. True, no statement canbemoredamn-

EIR March 8, 2002



ing. But for sometimenow, the primeminister haspractically
been inviting it. His guilt for not preventing more casualties
reached anew climax this week. The Palestinians, of course,
bear their own shareof theblame. But the | sraeli leader makes
their despicable work all that much easier.”

Furthermore, Samet wrote, since becoming prime minis-
ter, Sharon “has done everything in his power, over and over
again—and with determination—to miss every opportunity
to calm the situation.” As for the Saudi peace initiative,
“ Sharon hasnothing but contempt for any chancefor anagree-
ment, but he' snofool, heavenforbid. He' saclever fox. Some-
onewhoisn't ready to exploit any chance for calm can not be
suspected of readinessto genuinely discussamuch morefar-
reachinginitiative. He' Il kill it with politeness. Theblood will
flow in the streets and the prime minister will go on accompa-
nied by his entourage of sycophants from the Labor Party.”

This may very well be the tactic that Sharon will take.
However, as the peace movement grows inside the country,
and if international support for the Abdullah proposal grows,
Sharon will be driven into a corner, forced either to agree,
or resign, as called for in a recent editorial in the London
Guardian, which described hisutter failureasprimeminister.

There are forcesinside Israel who will lobby for the Ab-

dullah proposal to go through. However, what is decisive, as
Ha’ aretz senior commentator Akiva Elder stressed on Feb.
26, isU.S. action. Elder’ scommentary on the peaceinitiative
by Prince Abdullah, was based on an interview with Henry
Siegman, of the New York Council on Foreign Relations,
who, himself, recently called Sharon the key obstacle to
peace. Siegmantold Elder, “1f Bush doesn’t comeoutinfavor
of theinitiative, nothing will come of it.” He said Bush faced
the dilemma, of having to prove seriousintentions for Pales-
tinian-1sraeli peace, in order to gain Arab consent to an attack
against Irag, while facing domestic U.S. political pressures
in an election year. Siegman reported that his meeting with
Foreign Minister Shimon Peres convinced him that the La-
bour Party was not prepared to fight for the peace proposal,
and that the government was not responsive.

The Abdullah proposal, whatever its origins, can be
wielded to effectively call the bluff on the Israelis— and also
onthosein the United States who are promising Middle East
peace, as a cover for war against Iraq. The only way that
the proposal can be implemented, is through the exertion of
overwhelming pressure from abroad, especially from Wash-
ington. If thisis not forthcoming, it will lay bare the fraud of
peacemaking rhetoric generated by the Saudi move.

Primakov Warns of
World War Over Iraq

The London-based Arabic paper Al-Sharqg al-Awsat on
Feb. 25 published an interview, done in Paris by Amir
Taheri, with former Russian Prime Minister Y evgeni Pri-
makov, in which Primakov spoke very bluntly about mat-
tersin the Middle East, the region of his professional ex-
pertise.

On the threat to Irag, implicit in President George
Bush's “axis of evil” formulation, Primakov said he did
not think the United States was preparing military action
against Iran or North Korea, “but the case of Irag is com-
pletely different,” and the Americans “are not interested
in any change in the regime’ s conduct, but they are inter-
ested in changing the regimeitself.”

Primakov debunked the notion that the Afghanistan
campaign could beamode for actionsin Irag: “1 have no
ideaabout what the Americansareplanningfor, but | know
that Irag is not Afghanistan. The Americans have suc-
ceeded in Afghanistan for several reasons, including the
fact that many countries, especially Russia and Iran, as-
sisted them to a great extent. This will not be the case
concerning lrag.”

Primakov continued, “ Arab countries are not expected

to cooperate with the United States on trying to topple
Saddam Hussein. | do not think Kuwait itself will cooper-
ate. Therefore, aU.S. military attack will trigger aprocess
that could quickly spin out of control. This could lead to
instability in the entire region. We might end up in athird
world war.”

Asked if he were exaggerating, Primakov replied,
“When the issue has to do with war and peace, exaggerat-
ing is much better than downplaying the magnitude of
risks.”

Primakov also welcomed the consultations between
the foreign ministers of France and Russia, “who are now
working together on a plan to convince Washington to
accept Saddam Hussein asareality and include himin the
search for asolution to Irag’ s problems. . . . The best way
is to lift the sanctions on Iragq and allow it to restore its
situation to normal. This will allow the outside world to
be present in Irag and influence devel opments directly.”

Primakov welcomed the current Saudi initiative as“a
courageous step based on the land-for-peace principle,”
but said it could only succeed after some time, because
Ariel Sharon“isnotinterestedintheland-for-peaceprinci-
ple.” But, added Primakov, “Sharon has led Israel to a
dead end. Apparently, he cannot stay in his post as prime
minister. Once heis gone, there will be new prospects for
peace. The Saudi initiative indicates that the Arabs are
ready for peace. It is now Isragl’s turn to be ready for
peace.”—Rachel Douglas
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