to make goods more competitive, as well as facilitating cus-
toms and inspection procedures.

Senator McCain, unwilling to see Thailand address the
real poverty of itsneighbors, denounced Thai Prime Minister
Thaksin Shinawatrainapublicletter, threateningtointroduce
legislation imposing sanctionson Thailand (asthe Senate has
aready against Myanmar) if Bangkok refuses to join in the
McCainiacs subversion of its neighbors.

In Cambodia, the economy is the top priority. An esti-
mated 36% of the population live under the official poverty
line of $1 per day, and nearly one-third are illiterate. At a
time when the globalized “free trade” system is collapsing,
Cambodiais putting perhaps too much hope on becoming the
first least developed country, or LDC, to enter the World
Trade Organization during the Cancun meeting on Sept. 10-
14. Cambodian negotiator Sok Siphana expects to seal the
last bilateral trade agreement for entry with the United States,
Panama, and India within weeks, barring unforeseen disrup-
tionsor interference. In 2001, Japan’ sInternational Coopera-
tion Agency (JICA) signed a proposal for astudy on regional
development of the Phnom Penh-Sihanoukville Growth Cor-
ridor, which defines amajor industrial manufacturing center
involving a range of secondary and tertiary industries. Such
an initiative would open up a broader range of employment
opportunities, in which the for-export garment industry is
currently the largest national employer after agriculture.

On the political front, His Magjesty King Norodom Siha-
nouk, one of Southeast Asia’smost adept political survivors,
issued a statement to the nation on Aug. 10, dismissing as
“naive” Rainsy and Funcinpec’s curious tripartite formula-
tion, instead recommending a CPP-led coalition with Hun
Sen as Prime Minister and a Deputy Prime Minister from
either Rainsy or Funcinpec, similar to the previous CPP-
Funcinpec coalition. Acknowledging the dominant role of the
CPP, King Sihanouk also proposed that CPP President Chea
Sim serveasPresident of the Senate and that CPP el der states-
man Heng Samrin be appointed President of the National As-
sembly.

In making his proposal, the King sent avery strong mes-
sagetoall concerned, especialy Rainsy and Funcinpec: “The
present ‘ problem’ issimple, but if certain politiciansand cer-
tain political partieswant to makeit ‘complicated’ then there
will inevitably be unrest, or even serious political crisis and
national division.” In closing, the King added, “But | repeat:
The King reigns but does not govern. What | have written
here is only the humble opinion of aKhmer citizen.”

As of this writing, Funcinpec and Rainsy, despite the
King' sadvice, have announced that their representatives will
travel to Europe and the United States, seeking support to
overthrow their nation’ s election. According to the Constitu-
tion, National Assembly seatswill be announced on Aug. 14
and Sept. 6, followed by the convening of the Assembly on
Sept. 25. The new government should take officein early Oc-
tober.

EIR August 22, 2003

Click here for Full Issue of EIR Volume 30, Number 32, August 22, 2003

NATO in Afghanistan:
New Bottle, Rancid Wine

by Ramtanu Maitra

In the presence of Afghan President Hamid Karzai on Aug.
11, NATO’s Supreme Allied Commander in Europe Gen.
James L. Jones raised the organization’s green flag in Kabul
to formalize NATO's first-ever operation outside European
soil. The aliance will now be in charge of the 4,600-strong
International Security AssistanceForce(ISAF) “indefinitely”
after taking over from Germany and the Netherlands, which
have been in joint command of the operation since February.
The very same day NATO took charge of maintaining
peace and security in Afghanistan, a geopolitical analysis
group, Stratfor, reported the Taliban wresting control of most
of the southeastern Zabul province. Two days later, on Aug.
13, violence erupted throughout the country. According to
available reports, during a span of 24 hours, 61 were killed
and dozens wounded in a series of violent incidents across
Afghanistan. The most significant of these incidents were an
all-out war between government troops and rebels in Uru-
zgan, a south-central province, which took at least 25 lives,
and a bus bomb which killed 15 in Helmand province in the
south. In fact, besides Zabul, both Helmand and Uruzgan,
alongwith the southern and southeastern provincesof Kanda-
har, Paktika, Kunar, Paktia, and Nangarhar, are shifting into
the hands of anti-Kabul, anti-U.S., and anti-NATO rebels.
Most of these rebels are Pushtuns and likely followers of the
Taliban, and even a-Qaeda. The control of the U.S.-backed
regimeof President Karzai does not extend beyond the capital
city of Kabul, and it islikely that the situation will only get
worse before the Summer isover, NATO or no NATO.

What To Expect

The arrival of the NATO command was preceded by a
steady deterioration in the security situation in Afghanistan.
ISAF was involved mainly in maintaining law and order in
Kabul. Despiterepeated requestsby President Karzai, and the
non-governmental organizations (NGOs), which lack protec-
tion for their work, the small contingent of the ISAF did not
deploy itstroopsto any of the provincial towns. On the other
hand, the 11,000-odd strong United States troops were in-
volved in hunting down al-Qaeda and Taliban remnants.

In recent weeks, the U.S. troops were more involved in
trying to figure out whom to fight—America s Pakistani ally
or its Taliban enemy; or is it true that both of them were
working together against the United States and President
Karzai? It is evident that the U.S. troops, despite confident
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utterancesto the media, have not figured out thismystery yet.
On Aug. 12, they came under attack from Pakistani troops
along the Pakistan border of eastern Afghanistan. Theretaia-
tory military action saw two Pakistani soldiers dead, and an
angry |slamabad protesting U.S. killing of Pakistani soldiers.

Onemay ask at thispoint: If the United States after its 18-
months stay in Afghanistan, and working hand-in-glove with
Pakistan, could not figure out who isthe enemy, what chance
has NATO under the circumstances? In fact, NATO hasvery
little to offer to help the Afghan situation. But neither the
Germans and Dutch, nor the earlier Turks, were willing to
carry around their necks the abatross, otherwise known as
maintaining peace and stability in Afghanistan. When four
German troopsin the ISAF got killed last Spring, Berlin de-
cided to pipe down fromits earlier announcement, when they
offered to enhance German troop strength in Afghanistan.

Ontheother hand, NATO may eventually help the United
States get out of Afghanistan. Never meaning to be there for
long, Americafor all practical purposeshad used Afghanistan
as the launching pad for troop mobilization in an area where
two of the three“evil” nations of President Bush’s“axis’ are
located. While one cannot pin down what exactly was on
the agenda of the policymakers in Washington when they
launched the Afghanistan invasion in October 2001, subse-
guent moves of Washington give aglimpse.

Game of Deception

Time magazine of Aug. 11 reported that last Fall, as the
United States began planning the invasion of Irag, Washing-
ton shifted many of its highly classified special-forces units
and officers who had been hunting Osama bin Laden for a-
most ayear in Afghanistan, moving them to Irag where they
performed covert operations before the war began. By De-
cember most of the 800 specia forces personnel who had
been chasing al-Qaeda for a year were brought back home,
given afew weeks' rest, and then shipped out to Irag. Along
with the special operations personnel, high-tech eguipment
and Arabic speakersleft Afghanistanfor Irag. Andwhilethey
wererepl aced by freshtroops, many of the new unitscomprise
reservistswho, rather than specializing in countering Islamic
threats, were trained for operations in Russian- and Spanish-
speaking countries.

Theweakening of American determination to take on the
Taliban, and to cut the Pakistan/Taliban/al-Qaeda umbilical
cord, has not gone unnoticed. Karzai, who is quietly getting
closer to both India and Iran, has virtually declared war
against Pakistan. The much-disputed Durand Line, drawn by
the British Rgj in the late 19th Century, has become again
thesubject of Afghan-Pakistani contention. Unfortunately for
Washington, it isright in the middle of it. Two of its virtual
client statesareready to spill blood over their common border.
But the sole superpower seems most unwilling to get in-
volved.

The inability of Washington, Kabul, and Islamabad to
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agree on how to bring stability has been exploited by the
anti-Kabul, anti-U.S. Taliban and the Pushtun mgjority. The
Pushtuns, who were kept out of all powerful positionsin the
Karzai government, weresuspectsintheeyesof U.S. analysts.
Now, the Pushtuns are up in arms to settle their score against
the minority ethnic communities who control Kabul. The
scene was exactly the same just before the Taliban came to
power in 1997, and for that matter, throughout most of Af-
ghanistan’ shistory. So, themembersof the Bush Administra-
tion, who believe they are imbued with superior republican
ideals, have not taught these tribal bigots much.

American effortsto bring Afghanistan back into normal cy
arenow athing of thepast. Followingtheinvasion of Afghani-
stan in October 2001, the United States had a six-month win-
dow, during which reconstruction should have taken off in
full earnest. Instead, Washington chose to expend energy to
“set up puppets’ and hunt down al-Qaeda. It never occurred
to the policymakers that the first thing that the United States
should have done was to earn the trust of the majority of
Afghans—and not simply of Tajiks or Uzbeks or Pushtuns.

That window closed quickly when the Americans on the
ground began to deal with the opium warlords to get bin
Laden. The warlords got stronger, and as a corollary, Kabul
got weaker, and the Afghans saw what the U.S. policy wasall
about. Now, the window has closed. No reconstruction can
bedone. The Afghanswill sabotageall reconstruction efforts,
trying to drive the Americans and their puppets, out.

Did Washington learn from any of these experiences? It
does not seem so. Washington is now proclaiming from the
rooftops of Baghdad who isagood Iragi and who is not, and
making new enemies every day. In Afghanistan, the United
States was keen to keep Pushtuns out because in its view,
Pushtuns were the Taliban. The already-divided Afghanistan
was further divided. Thisinane approach led to al the prob-
lemswith the Afghans and Pakistan.

Why NATO?

For the record, it should be noted that NATO had lent its
support to the invasion of Afghanistan at the very outset.
Secretary General Lord George Robertson had said that
NATO members had “expressed full support for the actions
of the United States and the United Kingdom.” The primary
reason that NATO was called in to carry out the thankless
task in Afghanistan now, isasastepinthedirectionto get over
the bitter geopolitical differences that the Irag war created
between the U.S. and European pillars of NATO. By being
an eager helper in Afghanistan, NATO may live, no matter
what happensto Afghanistan. OnNov. 22, 2002, NATO | ead-
ers launched aradical overhaul of the Western aliance at a
summit in Prague. Admitting seven new members from the
former communist bloc, they created a rapid-reaction force
to fight anywhere in the world. The 19 NATO leaders also
agreed to set up a 20,000-man strike force to be used “wher-
ever needed.” Theforce wasfirst suggested by Washington.
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