to anthrax.

Anearlier attack came from the British-steered South Af-
rican Institute of International Affairsin late June 2002. Its
Deputy Director, Moelets Mbeki, told the Foreign Corre-
spondents Association of South Africa, “The weakness of
South Africa sforeign policy isthat it often does not address
the concerns of the country’ s major constituencies, but rather
what the government thinksisimportant in theworld.” It'sa
false dichotomy, but as for the government addressing what
it thinks is important in the world, South Africa is guilty
as charged!

Vatican Peace Effort
Grows, Despite Italian
Government Betrayal

by Claudio Celani

A magjor rolein the global war-prevention effort isbeing car-
ried out by Pope John Paul 11, who sent his specia envoy,
Cardinal Roger Etchegarray, to Baghdad on Feb. 9, soon after
the Popeand hiscollaboratorsconferred with visiting German
Foreign Minister Joschka Fischer in Rome. The Pope was
thefirst to learn from Fischer about the new Franco-German
proposa for strengthening the inspections in Irag, subse-
quently supported by Russiaand China. Themissionto Bagh-
dad by Cardina Etchegarray, the chairman emeritus of the
Justitiaand Pax Council, wasto convince Saddam Hussein to
accept it. Next, Iragi Deputy Prime Minister Tariq Aziz, a
Christian, is expected to visit Rome, to bring word of Iraq’'s
decision.

The Pope seemsto berejuvenated by the effort to stop the
war, wrote a London Times correspondent on Feb. 10.

Fischer came out visibly impressed by his audience on
Feb. 7 with the Pope, Vatican “Prime Minister” Cardinal So-
dano, and “Foreign Minister” Monsignor Tauran. Hetold the
press. “We have a common preoccupation with the war in
Irag. My interlocutorswereinterested in knowing thevarious
positions on [U.S. Secretary of State Colin] Powell’s report
inorder to study the situation”; that is, to preparefor the battle
at the Security Council.

ThePope sDivisions

Everybody knows Stalin’s famous quote; “How many
divisions does the Pope have?’ Without military divisions,
but with the strength of human reason and faith in God, the
Popeismobilizing against thewar. Inthe days preceding and
following the diplomatic catastrophe of Secretary Powell’s
Feb. 5appearanceat the UN, the Pope’ sdivisionsmoved onto
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the battlefield.

The artillery fire was led by a major editorial document
published under Vatican imprimatur by the Jesuit magazine
Civilta Cattolica, which demolished the so-called doctrine of
“pre-emptivewar” and theargumentsgivenfor itsapplication
against Irag. The document blasted Washington's “sort of
messianic vocation in favor of the human race” shown by its
pursuit of “the creation and the buildup of the ‘ Kingdom of
Good' "— overthrowing dictatorial states which alegedly
threaten U.S. security, including its economic security and
energy supplies. It is argued, the magazine wrote, that Iraq
is such a threat because it has concealed weapons of mass
destruction from UN inspectors. “In redlity, the reason to
militarily attack Irag is seen asweak by many.”

Civilta Cattolica added that of the 91 violations of UN
resolutions so far, 59 have been committed by U.S. allies:
Israel 32, Turkey 24, and Morocco 16.

The Vatican-authorized article pointed to the real reason
for an attack against Iraq: the insane “ Chicken-hawks’ and
their utopian doctrine. This* seemsto bethegeopolitical posi-
tion occupied by Irag in the Middle East,” first of al “the
necessity on the side of the U.S.A. to have secure access to
Iragi oil.” But “for the U.S.A., some remark, it isnot only a
matter of having access to the immense reserves of Iragi ail
but rather also of ‘stabilizing’ the whole Mideast region.”
According to “a position in the U.S. administration, promi-
nently represented by R. Perle, chariman of the Defense Pol-
icy Board, and by P. Wolfowitz, Deputy Defense Secretary,
‘the occupation of Irag should be the occasion of democratiz-
ing and introducing I rag to modernity and globalization. This
would catalyze a deep reform of the entire Arab world.” "

But, the article warned, a “pre-emptive war” is justified
only if thereis“an actual aggression or at least an imminent
one. . .. Asconcerns Irag, thereis neither an actual military
attack against the U.S.A., nor is the threat of an imminent
military attack plausible. One must instead say, that it isIraqg
which isthe object of American and British air attacksin the
two no-fly zones.”

Theargument that Iraq could supply terroristswith weap-
ons of mass destruction and therefore this must be “pre-
vented,” Civilta Cattolica wrote, is “avery dangerous argu-
ment, because it would open the way to endlesswar. . . . If
every country that feelsthreatened were, in order to ‘ prevent’
thethreat of being attacked, to militarily attack first thethreat-
ening country, therewould be endlesswarsall over theglobe.
... Think only about the controversy between Pakistan and
India over Kashmir. . .. Under a moral profile, pre-emptive
war, like any other war, isto be morally condemned.”

A Lesson in Global Strategy

Civilta Cattolicaremindeditsreadersthat the U.S. Catho-
lic Bishops, inaletter sent by their chairman, Wilton D. Greg-
ory, to President George Bush on Sept. 12, 2002, condemned
awar on Irag. The article concluded with a lesson in global
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strategy: “ A war against [ragwill necessarily involvetheinva
sion of Iraqi territory and, because Iragi defenses are concen-
tratedinthelargecities, . . . battlesin thesecitieswill provoke
a large number of civilian victims.” It continued, “On the
other side, if it is predictable that the U.S. will win the war,”
it “will not win the peace. The whole destabilization of the
Middle East can beforeseen, sincethe attack against Irag will
be considered by politicized Islamic masses, which already
nurture adeep hatred against theWest, asan act of war against
Islam and Arab and Ilamic countries. This cannot avoid cre-
ating serious troubles for ‘moderate’ countries. . .. Osama
bin Laden himself, or whoever has replaced him, aiming at
seizing the Saudi oil, would see his objectives at hand.”

The article cautioned: “However, the most serious conse-
guence of awar against Iraq would be arevival of terrorism
against the United States and allied Western countries. . . .
Thus, the‘crusade’ proclaimed by President Bush after Sept.
11, 2001, not only will not defeat terrorism . . . but it would
giveit new energy. It hasbecome evident that terrorismisnot
fought and defeated through war, but through other means,
such as intelligence services and diplomacy. In conclusion,
we cannot but repeat what John Paul 11 said when, in Novem-
ber 1991, President Bush's father unleashed the first war
against Irag: ‘War isan adventure with no return.’”

100,000 Bodybags

On Feb. 6, the day after Colin Powell’sUN performance,
Archbishop Renato Martino, head of the Justitia and Pax
Council, stressed in an interview with the monthly Thirty
Days, that “there is no clear and evident demonstration that
Iraq is among the responsibles of international terrorism, nor
that it possesses weapons of mass destruction, such asto con-
stitute an imminent danger for humanity.”

Martino then reveal ed that “ during thefirst days of Febru-
ary, in the Sigonella military airport,” the NATO base near
Catania, Sicily, “100,000 bodybags and 6,000 coffins have
been delivered.”

On Feb. 10, U.S. Ambassador to the Vatican and Bush's
campaign supporter Jim Nicholson organized a conference
for Michael Novak, the notoriousneo-pagan* Catholic” econ-
omist, who was flown in from the United States. Evidently
finding it impossible to defend the concept of “pre-emptive
war,” Novak changed tactics, defining the war against Iraq as
a“defensive war,” because it would be a continuation of the
prosecution of the 1991 war, waged in defense of Kuwait!
Not daring to attack the Pope, Novak complained that the
Jesuits and “the Curia’ unfortunately are not sophisticated
enough to understand such subtleties.

Upon his arrival in Rome, Novak was summoned to the
Vatican and questioned by Sodano, Tauran, and Martino. As
aVatican source told the newspaper Corriere della Sera, the
high Church representatives got a bad impression of Novak
because of his* apparent lack of will to listen.”

However, the Anglo-American pressureshave negatively
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affected a factor which, in the past, was a major el ement of
the strength in the Vatican diplomacy: its decades-long close
collaboration with Italian foreign policy. Traditionally, Vati-
can and Italian diplomacy have run on parallel tracks, the
former moving where the latter could not, and vice versa,
according toacommonly shared view of international affairs.
Suddenly, after Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi’ svisit with
President Bush on Jan. 31, the Italian government “ betrayed”
the Vatican policy. Berlusconi signed, together with seven
other European countries, a paper in “solidarity with the
United States,” in counterposition to the French, German, and
Vatican position.

Berlusconi’s about-face was even more surprising be-
cause, oneday earlier, Italian Foreign Minister Franco Frattini
had signed acommon statement of all European foreign min-
isterson the necessity of seeking asolutiontothelrag conflict
through a continuation of UN inspections. Even on the day
when Berlusconi left for Washington, Monsignor Tauran had
stated that “Italy has a very reasonable position, which we
share. We have a permanent, very profitable dialogue, and
many coincidences on international issues.”

Accordingly, the disappointment of the about-face of the
Italian government, epitomized by Berlusconi’s nodding
while Bush was saying “the gameisover,” and Berlusconi’s
later attempt to pull Russian President Vladimir Putin on
board the war drive in a visit to Moscow soon after. Ber-
lusconi’ s friendship with the Bush family is not a surprise,
and neither ishiseffort to play the“ U.S. card” in order togain
more political weight in European affairs. But so far, thishad
occurred within the boundary of Italian traditional foreign
policy, which had never caused a split with France and
Germany.

Italy’s Government Under Pressure

The Italian government is now facing not only massive
opposition at home (four out of five Italians are against the
war), but even within its ranks. Significantly, 50 members of
Parliament bel onging to thegovernment coalition had already
signed aletter, called“asignaturefor peace,” against an attack
on Irag. One of itsinitiators, Deputy Chairman of the Cham-
ber of Deputies (Congress) Alfredo Biondi, aformer Justice
Minister, explained on Feb. 1 that the backers of peace are
continuing to organize support for the letter despite the gov-
ernment about-face. “Friendship with the U.S.A.,” Biondi
said, “isnot arule of submission.. . . 1, asan old European [a
sarcastic referenceto Rumsfeld’ soutburst against France and
Germany] who has seen the [Second World] War, who has
lost relatives and friends under the bombs, | tell the U.S.A.
Before using your weapons, you must provethat an enemy is
threatening us.”

Also, onFeb. 9, the chairman of the Chamber of Deputies,
Pierferdinando Casini, openly criticized the Italian govern-
ment position. Casini isthe most prominent Christian Demo-
crat in the government codalition, and his statements reflect
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the Vatican organizing. Similar to Biondi, Casini is helping
the government he supports save face, and therefore he must
formally criticize Franco-German “unilateralism.” But, he
said, referring to Berlusconi’ s Eight Dwarves’ statement of
backing for war, “both methodsarewrong. . . . Bush said that
the gameisover, but the cause of peace deserves extragame-
time. The European peoples and the rest of the world are
demanding thisfrom us.”

Another prominent Catholic politician, Lombardy Gov.
Roberto Formigoni, also expressed disagreement with the
government position. Formigoni, who met with American
Civil Rights heroine Amelia Boynton Robinson during her
recent visit to Italy, is a member of Berlusconi’s party,
Forzaltalia

Blair Holds Berlusconi by the Balls

There is reason to believe that concrete threats—that he
would shareasimilar fateashisold friend Bettino Craxi, who
was hounded out of politics by the “Clean Hands” attack on
Italy’s political system during the 1990s—played arole in
Berlusconi’ sshift. Infact, acorruptiontrial currently ongoing
in Milan against Berlusconi, suddenly became athreat to the
Italian Prime Minister when his lawyer’s request to transfer
thetrial to another jurisdiction was unexpectedly rejected on
Jan. 28 by theappeal scourt. Thismeansapossibleindictment
by theMilanesejudges (whom Berlusconi accusesof political
bias against him) and the threat of an impeachment.

The consensus was broken. By whom? The fact is, that
the prosecution machine against Berlusconi is historically
tied to Anglo-American networks: Transparency Interna-
tional andthe U.S. Justice Department. The main prosecution
witness is a British subject, one David Mills; who, it has
been revealed, isthe husband of British Prime Minister Tony
Blair's Minister for Culture Tessa Jowell. Mills alegedly
built up the offshore holding network used by Berlusconi’s
media concern Fininvest to illegally channel money abroad.
But when Milan prosecutors, after the Cassazione sentence,
arrived in London to interrogate Mills, it was revealed that
Mills is not compelled to be a witness because he is under
investigationin Britainfor thesamecrimes. TheBritishinves-
tigation was opened last Summer, but it was revealed only
now! In the meantime, of course, Berlusconi had signed the
“Eight Dwarves’ statement. Now, Mills' lawyers have an-
nounced that their client is going to decide in four weeks
whether he will appear as awitness, thus hanging a sword of
Damaocles over Berlusconi’s head.

The Anglo-Americans are using not only the stick, but
also the carrot. During his meeting with Berlusconi, Bush
announced that the U.S. government isin favor of appointing
Italian Defense Minister Antonio Martino as the new head of
NATO. Martino is a neo-conservative economist, the only
Italian member of the oligarchical Mont Pelerin Society, and
ison record for having endorsed the concept of “pre-emptive
war” asa“wise” policy.
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Pakistan

Musharraf Looks for
Options in Moscow

by Ramtanu Maitra

Onthefaceof it, Pakistan President Gen. Pervez Musharraf’ s
Feb. 4-6 visit to Moscow was an exercise in futility. India
shouted from therooftop that thetrip was afailure, and sodid
anumber of Russian commentatorswho did not see anything
of significance emerging from thetrip. In the long run, how-
ever, those hasty assessments may prove to be decidedly
wrong.

During the trip, Russia and Pakistan signed three agree-
ments—on security, cultural, and diplomatic cooperation.
The agreement on cooperation between thetwo Interior Min-
istriesisunderstood to be atypical deal, identical to Russia’'s
agreements with other nations. The cultural agreement in-
cludesadraft on bilateral cultural exchanges during 2003-06.
Thethird pact establishes exchanges of trainee diplomats.

True, none of the agreements are of much significance.
Moreover, soon after President Musharraf’s return, New
Delhi ousted five Pakistani embassy officials, including the
Pakistani charge d’ affaires. Pakistan retaliated immediately,
removing five Indian officials from Islamabad. Therefore, it
islogical to concludethat Russia, aclosefriend of India, “ did
not succeed” in closing the vast gap that separates Pakistan
and Indiaat the diplomatic level. However, it would be noth-
ing short of a miracle if Russian President Vladimir Putin,
during a meeting with President Musharraf, had reduced the
hostility that engulfs India-Pakistan relations.

Central AsiatotheFore

According to some analysts, Pakistan was al so |ooking to
ink amemorandum of understanding in Moscow to allow the
Russian natural gas monopoly, Gazprom, to join a planned
project to build a$3.2 billion gas pipeline from Iran to India.
The agreement envisaged Russian assistance for converting
Pakistani diesel vehiclesto the compressed natural gas mode.
However, in recent months, the deal has failed to translate
into any concrete action.

Even if Pakistan had failed to clinch business and eco-
nomicdeal sduringthetrip, itisimportant to notethat Pakistan
and Russia heed each other to maintain stability in a highly
volatileregion. Moreover, Pakistan, although not amajor eco-
nomic power, has close ties with both China and the United
States. Pakistan is also in the middle of what is labelled the
“war against terrorism.” In reality, Pakistan perhaps harbors
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