George V, and instructed to form a “National Government,”
withtheConservativesand Liberals. Wewent ontosay, “ Seri-
ous political observers would do well to keep the historical
precedent in mind, before they get too irrationally exuberant
over Tony Blair.”

Traitor Blair, Traitor MacDonald

When MacDonald made this drastic 1931 move, he was
universally denounced, among the working-class Labour
Party base, as a “traitor,” and Labour stalwarts were in the
habit of turning his photographto facethewall. Now, in 2003,
EIR has learned, that a recurrent theme, among Labour anti-
Irag war advocates, isthat Blair himself isa“traitor,” of the
MacDonald variety.

One Labour individual who addressed this matter pub-
licly, was Lord Kenneth Morgan, a member of the House
of Lords, and a professor at Queen’s College, Oxford, who
trained some of the people now in the Blair Cabinet. Morgan
made a strong attack on the Irag war policy, during a parallel
House of Lords debate on Feb. 26, and wrote an adaptation
of this speech, for the March 1 London Guardian. In biting
language, Lord Morgan stated that Blair’s pro-war message
“has been elucidated. The spinners have spun; the plagiarists
have plagiarized; and the people are more hostile than ever.”
Why isitthat no onebelievesthegovernment?Morgan chalks
it up to four reasons: First, no oneis convinced that Saddam
Hussein is athreat to Britain; secondly, no one is convinced
of alink between Iraq and terrorism; thirdly, people distrust
the motives of the United States, not because of anti-Ameri-
canism, but because of oil and the U.S. hypocrisy in not deal -
ing with an aggressive Israeli regime that consistently defies
UN resol utions*and deniesfundamental human rightsto Pal-
estinians.” The fourth reason is, that “the British people fear
war because they think that it will be barbarous and will lead
to the death of hundreds of thousands of innocent people
inlrag.”

Morgan aso chalenged those, like Blair, who compare
Saddam Husseinto Adolf Hitler. “What nonsense. Saddamis
not another Hitler. Where is his Mein Kampf? Where is his
dream of universal conquest?’

Morgan concluded: “Tony Blairisabravemanwho prides
himself on being another Churchill. Hemust bewary of being
another Ramsay MacDonald.”

WEEKLY INTERNET
AUDIO TALK SHOW

The LaRouche Show

EVERY SATURDAY
3:00-4:00 p.m. Eastern Time
http://www.larouchepub.com/radio

38 International

Click here for Full Issue of EIR Volume 30, Number 10, March 14, 2003

Nemesis Hits
Spain’s Aznar
by Elisabeth Hellenbroich

Spanish PrimeMinister Jose MariaAznar, oneof thestaunch-
est dlies of the Bush Administration initsIraqg war drive, is,
likehisclosefriend British PrimeMinister Tony Blair, finding
himself confronted with amassivepolitical uproar in hisown
country, whichmay very well lead to hisremoval from power.
While Aznar’ spopular approval still stood at 37% ayear ago,
it dropped to 18% in January.

The ever-widening gulf between the government and the
popul ation—all opposition partiesin Parliament, the leading
trade unions, and many layers of the Catholic Church (includ-
ing the Catholic Bishops Conference, the Cardinal of Barce-
lona, the Archbishop of Tarragona, and the Archbishop of
Seville)—springsfrom several factors. Morethan 80% of the
population are opposed to awar in Irag, and the mgjority of
Spaniardsare disgusted by theintransigent and sel f-righteous
hawkish positionwhich PrimeMinister Aznar and hisgovern-
ment have been taking. Aznar has been denounced for acting
“moreinthe name or theinterest of U.S. President Bush than
intheinterest of the people of Spain.” ThenthereisMadrid’s
mishandling of Nov. 15 breakup of the Prestige ail tanker,
off the coast of Galicia, which hascaused an ecological disas-
ter, and will have catastrophic economic effects.

Thirdly, there is a deepening gap between rich and poor,
thanks to the country’s major economic crisis. Spain’s 21%
unemployment is one of the highest in Europe, and growing.
Asresult of thegovernment’ sfree-trade policy and adherence
to globalization, 50,000 Spaniards lose their jobs annually,
accordingtothemagazine Cambio 16. Discontentisvery high
among small farmersand fishermen. In addition—asresult of
the deepening world economic crisis as well as the major
repercussions of the Argentine and Ibero-American debt cri-
ses, the Spanish banking sector isin avery fragile condition
with many banks threatened with going under in 2003.

The outrage against Aznar’s policy, and the conflict be-
tween him and the political opposition, broke out in late Janu-
ary, when European newspapers published the “ Open Letter
of the Eight”—an unconditiona “loyalty oath” to Bush Ad-
ministration war policy delivered by eight heads of state and
government. Aznar was the primary organizer of the letter,
signed by the leaders of Britain, Spain, Italy, Poland, Hun-
gary, Portugal, Denmark, and the Czech Republic. It became
clear during severa hours of tumultuous parliamentary de-
bate on Feb. 5, in which Aznar explained his Iraq policy, that
key figures of the opposition interpreted the letter as an “act
of treason” by the Prime Minister, who had gone behind the
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back of hisEuropean allies, and without consulting the parties
in the Spanish Parliament.

The original text of the Jan. 30 letter had been conceived
at the Wall Street Journal, which had sent it to Aznar, whoin
turn, after along telephone discussion with Blair, “person-
ally” organized the signatures from the six others. Those are
the states which—as U.S. Defense Secretary Rumsfeld later
provocatively put it—are part of the “New Europe” that
Rumsfeld declared is more allied with the United Statesthan
with the “Old Europe” of France and Germany, which have
allied to oppose the war. The letter was a direct response to
the Franco-German initiatives in January, to more closely
collaborate in the fields of foreign, economic and security
policy, and aim their diplomatic efforts to find a peaceful
solutionto an Iraq war.

Aznar, a small-minded former financial official, gained
his“military” reputation as commander during the spectacu-
lar Pergjil Island Affair. Thisis atiny island off the coast
of Morocco, only inhabited by goats, which Aznar tried to
reconquer by dispatching an entire Spanish Armada in June
2002. The Premier is personally obsessed about reviving
Spain asaworld power.

The state of mind of the Spanish Prime Minister became
clinicaly clear during an address he gaveto the directorate of
his People’s Party (PP) on March 3. This was the eve of a
second major parliamentary debate on the Irag policy which
took place March 4; Parliament voted in secret ballots on two
motions: one presented by the PPin support of Aznar’ spolicy;
and one by the opposition favoring a peaceful solution in the
context of the UN Security Council. The PP motion prevailed
by 183-164 withthree abstentions. Aznar had said to hisparty
leaders: “We don’t want to see Spain sitting in the corner of
history, in the corner made for those countries [he didn’t say
which countries he meant] which don’t count, which don’'t
serve, and which don’t decide. Wewant to seeit in adifferent
place, and we have fought for this for many years.” With a
clear jab at France and Germany, Aznar had then criticized
“those countrieswhich try to divide the UN Security Council
or the Atlantic Alliance, or which claim to have the ‘ monop-
oly’ onthe Europeanvoice. . . . It would be astep backward,”
he concluded, “if the government listened to the protesters.”

Warn of First Use of Nuclear Weapons

The revealing parliamentary debate of Feb. 5 had been
convoked upon theinsi stence of the opposition whichwanted
to force Aznar to officially explain his Irag policy. Aznar
voiced his unconditional support for aU.S.-led war, saying,
“Either Iraqimmediately disarms or we makewar.” One par-
liamentarian after another from the opposition strongly de-
nounced his policy. Socialist Party (PSOE) Chairman Luis
Rodriguez Zapatero took thelead, expressing hisfirm solidar-
ity with the Pope' speace policy. Rodriguez Zapatero attacked
theconcept of “ pre-emptivewar” asrepresenting afundamen-
tal break with the principles of civilization; one could not
declare war on a country to disarm it, he maintained, when it
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is clear that there is no immediate danger from that country.
A war would mean bombing and killing tens of thousands of
civilians, and leave the country in ruins, Rodriguez Zapatero
warned. Hethen sarcastically charged Prime Minister Aznar,
“Y outook your decision alone, without consul tation, and now
you tell us you want to offer us consensus. What is the new
consensus you have proposed? It is everything which Mr.
Bushissaying.”

Rodriguez Zapatero wasparticularly outraged by Aznar's
treacherousrolein the “Letter of the Eight.” “ Spainisnot on
the side of the allies which reperesent the motor of the EU,
referring to Franceand Germany, hesaid, “ but it seemsrather,
that today we are on the side of the Euro-skeptics, and thisis
not in our national interest. The EU wasweakened initsfor-
eign policy, and you personally are responsiblefor this.”

Significantly, Rodriguez Zapatero also accused Aznar of
damaging Spain’s relations with the |bero-American coun-
tries by his self-righteous step. “Patriotism is dignity, and
nothing is more anti-patriotic than total submission” to the
U.S. and British war-hawks, he concluded. He was follwed
by the United Left (IU) Chairman Gaspar Llamazares, who
calld Aznar “ Secretary of the U.S.A.” Llamazares also told
Foreign Minister Ana Palacio that she knew perfectly well,
that the United States and Great Britain would not refrain
from the “ use of nuclear weaponsin thewar against Irag.”

Nationwide Protests

The debate was the prelude to a nationwide protest storm
which swept through the country on Feb. 15. In the context
of the unprecedented protests worldwide against the war on
Irag, more than 4 million Spaniards protested in 57 cities
against thewar policy of Aznar. These were the largest dem-
onstrationsin Europe, with 1.3millioninthecity of Barcelona
alone, and 1 million in Madrid.

A week later, on Feb. 24, some 250,000 people went into
the streets of Madrid to denounce the Aznar government’s
catastrophic handling of the Prestigeaffair. OnNov. 15,2002,
theagingand unsafeoil tanker Prestige, charteredfor £13,000
aday by theMarc Rich-linked Crown Resourcesraw material
trading company connected tothe Russian M afiyagroup Alfa,
sank off the Galician Coast, with dramatic effects on Spain’s
ecology, fishing and tourism. The government’ s mishandling
of the Prestige accident ranged from anincompetent decision
to pull the wrecked oil tanker 120 miles out to sea, creating a
gigantic oil spill polluting the Spanish, French, and Portu-
guese Atlantic coasts, to the very insufficient aid given by
the army to clean up the coasts. The protesters demanded a
parliamentary investigation to bring out the truth behind the
affair and shed light on those responsiblein the government.

The scale of the pressure on Aznar was shown by arecent
commentary intheWall Street Journal, which said that Aznar
has indicated to the United States that he needs “help” from
Washington to withstand the mounting political pressure he
faces at home. Aznar suggested to President Bush that he
should have “less Rumsfeld and more Powell”; to restrain
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Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, whose public outbursts
have created animpossibl e situation for the European backers
of awar against Irag.

All over Spain, booktables are now organized to gather
signatures against the war, while there are plans made for
possi ble nationwide demonstrations on March 15 and March
21. The unprecedented ferment could indeed sweep the un-
popular Prime Minister out of office sooner than hethinks. In
an op-edinthedaily El Paison March 4, the chief magistrate
of the AudienciaNacional, Balthazar Garzon, wrote, “I can’t
recall adegree of protest and authentic popular rebellion, like
that which your position as PrimeMinister of thegovernment
isgenerating in al layers and social classes of Spain. | also
cannot recall the degree of cynicism displayed by leading
politicians who use demagogy and manipulate the media, to
play on the fears of the citizens by bombarding them with
lies.”

Garzon told the Aznar to defend the right of justice, join
with the Pope, and decide “whether he wants to be a great
statesman and takeapositionwhichtheentirecivilized world,
the French, Germans, Russians, Chinese, and Syrians have
taken, and join the battle cry in the opposition against war.”
He ended by asking Aznar, at what price he is willing to
participate in the war, “a price which will be covered by the
blood of thousands of innocents’ and which ultimately will
mean political suicidefor Aznar.
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Chirac Flanks U.S.
War Drive—in Africa
by David Cherry

French President Jacques Chirac arrivedin Algeriaon March
2 to ahero’ swelcome, as his open-top motorcade, travelling
the nine miles from the airport to downtown Algiers, was
greeted by cheering, confetti-throwing crowds numberingin
the hundreds of thousands.

The meaning of his visit was not lost on London and
Washington. Chirac “is leading the diplomatic campaign
against a U.S.-led war in Irag” and his visit to Algeria “is
expected further to strengthen his standing in Africa and the
Middle East,” wrotethe British Financial Timeson March 3.
“He seeks to prove that France remains a global power, . . .
and is an alternative voice to Washington,” said London’s
Daily Telegraph on March 4.

In aninterview on Algerian TV on March 1, Chirac had
said that he hoped to establish close rel ations between the two
countrieslike those between France and Germany.

Moroccan sociologist Mohammed Tozy told the French
newspaper Libération that “everyone is talking about . . .
American hegemony, and the Europe-U.S. confrontation. It’s
asif the Arab world were uniting behind the French and Ger-
man duo and that the Arab hero were Chirac.”

Thereis potential for more than political realignment in
Chirac’s move. If war cannot be avoided, and France and
Germany break from the free-trade and globalization strait-
jacket to defend themselves against the ensuing economic
chaos (see EIR Feb. 21, p. 4), they will require arelationship
with thedevel oping sector much morefavorabletoboth sides.

Addressing both houses of the Algerian Parliament on
March 3, Chirac spoke of hisvision of an “exceptiona part-
nership.” He referred to the bitter Franco-Algerian war of
1954-62, by which Algeria eventually obtained its indepen-
dence, as “atragedy whose name, these many years, we did
not wish to speak,” but which “we must neither deny nor
forget.” But, he said, “avast new vistais opening before us.
... The destinies of Algeria and France are deeply inter-
twined. . ..” He expressed his “esteem and respect” for an
“lslam open to the world.”

Chirac called upon Iraq to “cooperate more fully” with
UN weapons inspectors, adding that “We must maintain
strong pressure” on Saddam Hussein “to reach together and
inpeace, our established objectiveof eliminating Iraq’ sweap-
ons of mass destruction.” His 30-minute address received a
prolonged, standing ovation.

Chirac presented Algerian President Abdelaziz Boute-
flikawith thesilver seal of thelast Dey of Algiers—seized by
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