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Bush Shows Signs of Serious
Mental Strain at APEC Summit

by Michele Steinberg

The most significant development at the Oct. 23-26 APEC
summit (Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation Forum) of 21
Asian and American heads of state and government, at Los
Cabos, Mexico, was the obvious sign that President George
W. Bush displayed, of suffering serious mental problems.
When a President of the United States demonstrates the kind
of stressed-out state of mind that Bush showed at L os Cabos,
it isamatter of strategic concern. And while it may not have
struck the President, the countries he subjected to his bizarre
behavior in Mexico, are the same ones that he needsin order
to“build acoalition” against Irag.

By Oct. 31, at the United Nationsin New Y ork, the effects
of Bush’s Mexico antics spilled over into the 15-member
Security Council proceedings, leaving the situation “ jammed
up.” Despite daily pressure, threats, press conferences, and
special emissaries from the “war party” in Washington to
get support for the U.S. resolution giving the green light for
military action, France, Russia, and China continued their
opposition towar language. German Foreign Minister Joshka
Fischer reiterated Germany’ sstand against an Iraqwar, while
reminding Washingtonthat Germany still hastroopscommit-
ted to the “war against terrorism” that Bush rallied against
Afghanistan—and now, apparently, wantsto exit, unfinished.
Making matters worse for the increasingly insecure Bush,
new Security Council members, including Mexico, joined the
opposition to the U.S. resolution, and supported a two-phase
process, first giving the inspectors' mission a chance to suc-
ceed. Inshort, the UN Security Council membersarerefusing
to pass a U.S. resolution that would violate the UN charter
and international laws.

Itisasif the UN is—diplomatically—implementing the
advice offerred by Lyndon LaRouche, when he declared on
Oct. 4, in a Presidential campaign press release: “By their
pattern of bizarrebehavior, the President—andtheVice-Pres-
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ident—of the United States, have shown themselves to be
insane. . . . Therefore, the United Nations Security Council
must recognize this fact, and it should suspend its current
debate and negotiations over the insane demands being made
by the President of the United States. Stop negotiating over
thedemandsof amadman! The United Nationsshould declare
that the President of the United States is insane, and then
proceed from that standpoint.” LaRouche didn’t leave it at
that, but called for urgent bipartisan action to help him in
bringing sanity to the White House. In an Oct. 19 interview
with The LaRouche Show, broadcast on the Internet, he said:
“Nov. 5thiscoming up. Wherever wecan, aroundthecountry,
build up, around the Democrats, or Republicanswho are sane,
and get them in; change the composition of the Congress,
shakeupthemachinery, and get rid of, and weaken, thisbunch
of draft-dodging Chicken-hawks who want to make war ev-
eryplace. And if we do that, we can change the country. . . .
[T]he objective, my objective, is, as soon as possible, to be
ableto get abunch of peopletowalk intotheWhiteHouse, and
say, ‘Mr. President, we' |l saveyour Presidency, andyou'’ |l be
asuccessif you dowhat wetell you. But you'vegot togetrid
of these bums. And we'll come in here and straighten this
thing out, and you'll beasuccess.’” That'sthe objective.”

What Happened in Mexico

Events since that Oct. 19 statement show such interven-
tion to free Bush from the neo-conservative “bums’ to be
more urgent than ever. The latest victim of Bush's erratic
and bizarre behavior, and the wrath of the neo-cons, is the
government of Mexican President Vicente Fox. Mexican
leaders stood in amazement as Bush rambled, sometimes in-
coherently, during the APEC summit. The Washington Post
reported on Oct. 28, “aMexican official who asked not to be
identified,” told them that “Bush . . . istoday a different per-
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President Bush, in consternation throughout the APEC summit meeting in Los Cabos,
Mexico, had National Security Advisor Condoleezza Rice, on Oct. 26, attempt to
explain things to him—hisreverseson Iraq war policy, perhaps?

son than he was when he met Fox in Guangjuato and at the
White House—visits that now seem alifetime ago.”

None of the leaders of this“economic” summit could get
aword out of Bush about the economic disasters facing the
world financial system—from the meltdown of the world's
three largest banking systems (the United States, Japan, and
Europe), to the collapse of world trade, to the coming bank-
ruptcy of the International Monetary Fund. Fox tried to focus
the President on a follow-up meeting on free trade—once a
banner Bush issue—only to get the terse response, “We may
be at war,” according to the London Guardian. Fox retorted,
“But you are not at war now,” which élicited aconfused |ook
on Bush' sface, said the Guardian.

The Washington Post accounts were graphic, indicating
that Bush displayed such impatience that it bordered on a
major diplomatic breach. The Oct. 27 Post story reported:
“Bush haslittle patience with ceremony and has always kept
hisvisitsto international gatheringsasbrief aspossible. With
other leaders not rushing to embrace his plans, he did not
conceal histestinesstoday. The only time he spoke to report-
ers was during a photo session with Fox, and he glowered
during Fox’ swindup and looked annoyed at the unruliness of
the cameracrews. Thelast straw waswhen acell phone went
off, which infuriates Bush. . . . In abreach of protocol, Bush
cut off the trandlator before Fox’ s answers could be rendered
in English, and the White House transcript ignored Fox’'s
words, saying simply, ‘ Answered in Spanish.” ”

The Oct. 28 Post noted that “the man who once made
Mexicansfeel relaxed and wel come now makesthem nervous
and often irritated. The Mexicans . . . say they are puzzled
over the administration’s seeming inability to pay attention
to more than one foreign policy issue at a time;” and that
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Administration officials say privately that
they wonder “why Mexico cannot be more
understanding of the international and do-
mestic pressures Bush is under, and the
enormous security concerns he hasto deal
with.”

Coaalition? What Coalition?

By Oct. 29, it became obviousto Mex-
ico, how Bush’'s “handlers’ use the Presi-
dent’s confusion to jack him up into awar
mode. The neo-cons modus operandi
showed in an editoria in the Wall Street
Journal, “ Our Friendsat the UN: Saddam’s
Amigos South of the Border,” which virtu-
ally declared war on Mexico and its pro-
freetrade, pro-Bush President, for taking a
stand at the UN Security Council against
the U.S. war resolution. The Journal said,
“TheMexicangtiff-armonlrag’ meant Re-
publicans will see Mexico as“more useful
as political pifatas than as partners. . . . It
isonething for aMexican President to cede
his foreign policy to the left for some blather about global
poverty. But helping the French block the U.S. inthe Security
Council, and on a matter of vital national interest, is some-
thing Americanswon'’t soon forget.”

This is the same newspaper that called one year ago, on
Oct. 30, 2001, on Bush to launch war against Saudi Arabia,
surfacing a scenario for U.S. takeover of the Saudi oil fields.
Now the Journal, voice of America’s sunken stock markets,
virtually declared war on the whole world in its diatribe
against Mexico, saying, “President Bush repeated yesterday
that the U.S. and itsreal friendswill proceed in Iraq with or
without the UN’s blessing. That little league of nations is
going to haveto decide whose sideit’son.”

What real friends? is the question for an Administration
that doesn’t collaborate, but threatens. M orethan 80 countries
opposed the Iraq war in statements before the UN Security
Council. Germany, with the largest NATO basing in the
world, will not participate; Arab countries, led by Saudi Ara
bia, which bore the brunt of the cost of the 1991 Gulf War,
support a diplomatic solution. That leaves only Britain—
where deep rifts in the oligarchic establishment surface al-
most daily over the Bush adventure—and Israel, whose gov-
ernment coalition fell apart on Oct. 30, in no small part due
to the disaster of Bush’sMiddle East policy.

And, while peddling utopian rhetoric about “a U.S.-led
codlition” to support his policy, Bush stiff-armed another
friend of the U.S. on Oct. 31, when he refused to meet with
Germany’ s Foreign Minister Joschka Fischer, who wasvisit-
ing Washington. Fischer met Secretary of State Colin Powell,
and thentold several interviewersthat Germany still hasmili-
tary forces committed—at Bush's request—in Afghanistan!
He was voicing the concern that many other nations have:
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Bush Offers APEC
Worse Than Nothing

Despiteitsname, Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation, the
APEC headsof state summitinLosCabos, Mexicoon Oct.
23-26 was preoccupied with terrorism, while President
Bushignored the pleasfor serious discussion of the global
economic crisisand itsimpact in Asia.

Thetwo “results’ of the APEC forum were a counter-
terrorism agreement, and an offer from the United States
to allow members of the Association of Southeast Asian
Nations (ASEAN) to beg for afree-trade pact, but only if
they agree to follow globalization dictates. The “ Secure
Tradeinthe APEC Region” (STAR) initiative, introduced
by President Bush, is* designed to enhance security while
increasing trade,” a White House statement said. “The
STAR initiative commits APEC economies to accelerate

action on screening people and cargo for security before
transit, increasing security on shipsand airplaneswhileen
route, and enhancing security in airports and seaports.”
Bush’s efforts to get support for an Iragq war, or stiff de-
mands on North Koreain regard to their nuclear program,
were not successful, however.

Bush'’ soffer totheten Southeast Asian nationsto apply
for Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) with the United
States—called the “Enterprise for ASEAN Initiative”—
has the smell of a corpse inviting guests into the coffin.
According to the U.S.-ASEAN Business Council, which
praisedtheplanasa“crucia stepforward,” thedeal alows
those countries “that are committed to market liberaliza-
tion and market-oriented reform” to apply to the U.S.
Trade Representative for abilateral FTA.

Any serious discussion of Asian responses to the
global financial-economic collapse will have to wait for
the ASEAN+3 heads-of-state meeting (the ASEAN na-
tions plus China, Japan and South Korea)in Phnom Penh,
Cambodiaon Nov. 4-5. —Muichael Billington

What happened to the U.S. “war on terrorism,” in Afghan-
istan?

Bushisleft withtheunpleasant reality that bullying hasn’t
worked, and he might have to move unilaterally to war. The
Associated Press reported on Oct. 31, “For seven weeks,
American diplomats have been unableto swing France, Rus-
sig, and China, [which] . . . haveveto powers, behindtheU.S.-
British draft.” That day, in a South Dakota campaign swing,
Bush lectured the UN, “you need to do your job” or “we will
lead a coalition of nations’ to do it without you. With the
President in this mode, the unfortunate Colin Powell was
reduced to telling the pressthat the UN cannot “ handcuff” the
United States. But recent polls—loaded and unreliableasthey
are—indicatethat UN constraintson Bush’ srecklessness, are
just what the American people may want.

TheBoy Emperor

An Oct. 28 poll put out by the Pew Research Center,
reported that 73% of Americanspolled oppose unilateral mil-
itary action by the United States. Overall, the poll showed
that support for war against Iraq plummeted by 9% sincemid-
September, despite Bush and the neo-cons’ unrelenting war
propaganda. Though 55% of Americans polled still support
war on Iraqg, that figure was close to 70% in August! And it
55% dropsto 27%, if the United States starts a war without
alies.

Will theUtopianseventually declarewar onthe American
people by police-state measures? Some American critics
think Bush may be that far “off the deep end.” On Sept. 30,
syndicated columnist Arianna Huffington, aformer neo-con
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insider, wrote, “People under stress often regress to earlier
stages of development. It appears that Bush is so intent on
getting Saddam, so obsessively tightly gripped by a need to
succeed where his war hero dad failed, so determined to lay
the murderous 9/11 assault at Baghdad' s door, that he's re-
gressedtothat level of childhood devel opment wherefantasy,
reality and wish fulfillment areall mixed up. . . . Now, I'mno
psychologist, but | believe there is a clinical term for this
condition: going off the deep end.”

Then, on Oct. 20, Pulitzer Prize-winning columnist Mau-
reen Dowd skewered Bush and Richard Perlein a New York
Timespiece. “The Boy Emperor picked up the morning paper
and, stunned, dropped his Juicy Juice box with thelittle straw
attached,” wrote Dowd. “ *Oh, man,” he wailed. ‘North Ko-
rea’ sgot nukes. Sheriff Musharraf washelping them. Al Qae-
da sblowing stuff up again. The Pentagon’ s speculating that
thesniper might really be Qaedadecoy teamstryingtodistract
thelaw whilethey plan abio-blitzkrieg or adirty bomb attack
on the capital. Tenet's broken out in hives about the next
9/11. Powell spends all histime kissing up to the Frenchies.
Saddam’ s ranting about a river of American blood. Jebbie's
in aworld of hurt. The economy’s cratering. . . . Thisis not
the way my new doctrine was supposed to work. We are
supposed to decide who we pre-empt and when we pre-empt
them. . . . Condi and Rummy said once we finished off Sad-
dam, nobody would messwith Americaagain. . . . Some peo-
ple are actualy talking about my doctrine leading to World
War 111! Karl saysthat would be bad.” ”

Dowd ended with the horrifed Boy Emperor calling for
the comfort of Nanny Rice.
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