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| |EDITORIAL

After the Desert Storm

castie built on sand. Saddam Hussein overstretched his luck and carried his 'strategic
defiance’ to the point where physical survival becomes worse than suicide and, audacity

overdrawn on rhetoric, is reduced to mock-heroics. He allowed the odds turn 0 heavily against his
field army as to leave it little chance even for an orderly withdrawal let alone room for strategic or
operational manoeuvre. Tens of thousands of his glite Republic Guard Corps fell like flies to
unrelenting Allied bombardment during their disorderly retreat.

he desert storm has blown over leaving behind an enormous wreckage of many an illusory

When the Iraql soldiers emerged from their trenches after the prolonged sitzkrieg they were 100
broken in body and spirit to stand up and fight. The ‘enemy’ had already “shaped" the battlefield for
the land battie according to his plan. It might have been transformed into a veritable killing zone for
men and a graveyard for much of their armour and artillery knocked out during the aerial
bombardment.

Irag’s much-publicized air force hardly ever took off to interdict or engage the intruders. The only
time it would come into view was during its several escape missions eastward into lran for sanctuary.
What might have been Saddam’s strategy in letting his air force fly out of the Irag when it was needed
most to defend its air space and provide close support to the land forces, remains an enigma difficult
to explain. Why would a reckless supreme commander like Saddam, who had staked the lives of ten
of thousands of his countrymen—soldiers and civilians— together with the security of the country itself
have shown such pathetic concern for the safety of his air force? It leaves one logking for an answer.
Even with his mind closed to sane counsel Saddam would have known the fleeing aircraft would never
return to their home base.

Alliad forces C-in-C, General Norman Schwarzkopf embarked upon the land war only after having
pulvarized the Iragi land forces, cormmand/control centres and rear echelons for five long weeks. The
ground phase was the most-dreaded operational phase in terms of heavy human casualties feared
‘hrough this phase. Allies sought to keep the casualties to the absolute minimum. Saddam Hussein
had threatened to make the Americans “swim In their blood”. Gen. Schwarzkopf saw to it that before
he launched the ground war, he imposed such deadly attrition on lragi men and war machine as o
leave them unfit for action even before the battle would be joined. Only Saddam, encaged in his
Baghdad hide-out, won't realize that.

He launched his “Mother of All Battles" on the delirious note of certain victory. Barely a hundred
hours after the "Mother of All Battles” would end as the “Father of All Defeats™ Kuwalt was 'liberated’
over the dead bodies of lragjis; and Saddam on the verge of making history ended up in history’s trash
can—villain or victim—time alone would decide. His determined stand through six long months
collapsed suddennly like Solomon’s Staff—structurally in one piece foundationally moth-eaten.

Western media, its latest fetish, CNN, in particular would have the world believe in Irag’s status
as the world's fourth largest military power. A million-strong army, an air force with nearly thousand
advanced aircraft, over four thousand tanks, as many artillery pieces, piles of missiles, chemical and
nonconventional (nuclear?) weapons. Nearly all military experts and analysts would forecast a long
and costly war against a battle-tested and well-armed force. That battle-tested army is also a battle-
weary army; and that no well-armed army could possibly be better-armed than the US-led coalition
forces, was conveniently forgotten or underplayed.

Delenca Journal {3, 1991)
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The war as a whole might have been the most one-sided in all history in terms of the vast disparities
in the fighting potential of the contending forces. The number of casualties alone suffered underscored
the one-sidedness of the conflict. Allies' casualities for full 43 days between January 15 and Februrary
28 included 149 killed and 513 wounded as against over 100,000 deaths and injuries among the
Iraqis. It was military history's first technological slaughter.

From the day the Allies mounted their air offensive—a virtual danse macabre—the outcome of the
conflit had never been in doubt. Only Saddam was taken in by his own high-sounding rhetoric.

What encouraged Saddam's admirers and supporters to have faith in him, among other things, had
been the apparent pusillanimity of the Americans, their deep fear and horror of the land war so
unreservedly expressed. It helped Saddam’s military image to wax beyond its physical reality and that
of the Allles plunge to a level where it would generate all sorts of misgivings about the Allies’ military
prowess. America was porirayed and dismissed as a paper tiger waiting for yet another Vietnam.

Hooked onillusions, the Muslim psyche invested Saddam Hussein with the trappings of a Messiah,

a knight in shining armour equipped with superhuman spiritual and physical powers. Newspapers

carried on thelr front-pages the picture of a dour- looking Saddam Hussein and a bearded, saintly old

_man behind him as his guardian angel. The caption sald the hoary apparition stayed with Saddam
Hussein all the time and was the prime source of his strength.

The doctored portrait together with the mounting Western folklore deduced from the quatrains of
Nostradamus reinforced the popular belief in the emergence of a blue-turbaned hero of Islam in West
Asia. And who would answer to the description better than Saddam Hussein.

A confirmed Ba'athist and secularist, Saddam was portrayed as a Mujahid and an Isiamic warrior.
A press photographer showed him with bended knees on his prayer carpet in the correct text-book
attitude of Namaz. The picture was reproduced in colour and circulated widely. Such was the force of
mass imagination, anchored to the archetypal symbols of heroism, that admiration for Saddam turned
into unquestioned hero-worship. The utter horror of Saddam Hussein seen after his rape of Kuwait and
the deep sympathy felt for Kuwait gradually gave way to unreserved support for Saddam. The
custodian of Islam's holiest places, Saudi Arabia, was openly ciriticized for inviting U.S. to come fo its
rescue aginst fraternal Irag—the only Islamic country to stand upto a superpower and its allies.

Whether Saddam was lured into the war by his own blinding ambition or by America’s make-believe
posture of positive neutrality in the event of dire contingency arising between lraq and Kuwait, is
essentially an academic question. Before Kuwait, Saddam had invaded Iran in spite of the Algiers
Treaty of 1975 settling the Shatt-el-Arab dispute.

The popular story of Saddam being tacitly assured by U.S. ambassador to Baghdad, Ms. April
Glaspie of her country's detachment from Irag's economic war with Kuwait even if partially correct,
would only serve to underscore his pathetic gullibility more than anything else. How could a diplomat,
even one as strongly-placed as the U.S. ambassador in Baghdad, be ever taken at his/ner word on
matters of peace or war with a third country. At any rate, heads of state and governmentdo not confide
to foreign envoys their grand military designs before launching them. In fact, it was Saddam’s own
overinflated self- image of his military power aggravated by his pressing economic compulsions that
lured him into his adventurist trap. US had indeed actively encouraged and supported Saddam in the
war he had imposed upon Iran. That would not, however, guarantee similar support and encourage-
ment in a totally changed situation. The odds, moral, diplomatic, economic and geo-strategic, in the
case of Kuwait had been materially different from those in the case of the Irag-lran war. For one thing
U.S had an adversarial relationship with Iran and, for other, no other neighbouring country felt
threatened by Iraq in the same way as Saud| Arabla had to compell it ask for the U.S. support.

Saddam Hussein invaded and stayed in Kuwait entirely at his own initiative and has himself to
blame for the disaster he brought upon his land and people in consequence.

Defence Jouma (3, 1991)
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For six long months he would persist in the criminal folly of defying the United Nations, the United
States, the Soviet Union and the rest world by rejecting out of hand his best opportunities offered to
him to leave Kuwait honourably. He could have got away with all the loot even with a piece of vital real
estate — the pied -a- terre — he wanted. Between November 29, 1990 when UN Security Council
adopted 678 sanctioning, In principle, the use of force, to get Iraq out of Kuwait and January 15, 1991
the deadline set for his immediate and unconditional withdrawal, he remained impervious to all sane
counsel. OnJanuary 16/17, the Allies launched their asrial blitz with a concentration of firepower quite
unprecedented in military history. It was hell let loose, all the pinpoint targeting the Allies claimed to
reduce "collateral” damage to the minimum), notwithstanding.

The U.S. forces used the air-land doctrine with telling effect. Said Gen. Colin Powell at a Pantagon
briefing: “Firstwe are going to cut it and then we are going to kill it." In simpler language, it meant hitting
the enemy’s rear echelons, his command and control cuntres, supply lines, munition depots, the entire
combat infra-structure, that is, before luring him into land battles to kill him. The Iragis took the
punishment with an almost bewildering calm but without a coherent riposte. The Iraqi tactic to provoke
the Allies into precipitate ground action all but misfired. The attack and occupation of Khafji, a-small
Saudi border town by the Iragis was a flash in the pan. It was their first and last effort to wrest initiative
collapsing after an Allied counter attack.

Within three days of the land war Gen. Schwarzkopf at a press briefing said that Irag had lost more
than two third of its tank force in the Kuwait theatre and a proportionate percentage of other armoured
vehicles, artillery and trucks. Whatever was still left of the Iragi war machine was a jumbled mass of
hardware scaltered allover the battlefield in penny packets and isolated positions without the capacity
to operate as a coordinated force.

Time for Saddam to sue for peace: to surrender unconditionally. But he would continue to hedge
his bets and drive a hard bargain. In a final bid to help Saddam save his face, President Michael
Gorbachev sent his personal adviser, Yevgeni Primikov out to Baghdad to tell Saddam to call ita day.
Primikov met with Saddam on February 12, less than a fortnight before the ground war began. He told
him that the Americans were "determined" to launch a large-scale operation to “crush” the Iragi forces
in Kuwait. Saddam was responsive but unrepentent. He and his foreign minister Tarig Aziz argued and
argued in the hope of clinching a deal to their satisfaction.

His archenemy, George Bush, poised for the final kill had no patience leit for diplomatic niceties.
He would settle for nothing less than the total humiliation of Saddam and destruction of his war
machine.

As an eminent American historian, James MacGregor would put it Bush “personalized” the issue
with all his talk of "kick the ass”, In his opinion economic sanctions were a “very appropriate response”.
One reason why the economic sanctions failed to produce the desired result was Bush's one
magnificent or morbid obsession to kick the Vietnam syndrome. And the land war was ths shortest cut
and after the devastating and wholly unopposed air war, the safest way to it. Saddam’s much-vaunted
Republican Guards sat through the war without joining the battle. Western media had projected a
larger-than-life image of this body of men (a) to underscore the odds the coalition forces would be up
against and (b) to prove to the world their own prowess against overwhelmingly superior odds. Allied
commanders had consistently warned against overoptimistic assessments of an early and successful
conclusion of the ground war until it was all over. Perhaps the biggest surprize of the 100-hour ground
war was the total inaction on the part of Saddam Hussein and his military high command. They just
sat in their bunkers hoping against hope for a miracle to happen to crown the “Mother of All Battles”
with ultimate victory. They would sit It out as their beaten soldiers wended their way home under
mounting Allied bombardment.

The Allied high command pounded the fleging Iraqgis mercilessly. Young pilots vied with each other

Defence Journal (3, 1921)
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for missions to make easy kills without running claculated risk to their life or limb. They lived fully upto
Clausewitzian description of war as an ‘inescapably bloody business’. The 18th century German
soldier—philosopher Carl Von Clausewitz remains one of the greatest military writers and historians
of all times. The following quotation from his classical work “On War" is significant:

“The fact that a bloody slaughter is a horrifying act must make us take war more seriously, but
notprovide an excuse for gradually blunting our swords in the name of humanity. Sooner or later
someocne will come along with a sharp sword and hack off our arms’.

The celebrated military historian and strategic thinker Sir Basil Liddell Hart called Clausewitz
'Mehdi of mass massacre". Gen, Schwarzkopf took a leaf from Clausewitz's '‘On War'and turned the
Iraqi retreat from Kuwait into "bloody slaughter”. He won't worry about such moralistic time-worn
cliches as “In victory, magnanimity’. He subjected the retreating Iragis to the incessant bombing —
easily the fiercest of his aerial blitz. Gen. Schwarzkopf's unrestrained use of the massive firepower
at his command against a demoralised enemy on the run would, however, be debated in military
academies for its moral and material implications and impact on the art of war.

Would he have used the same brutal tactic in the face of proportionate if not exactly equal hostile
riposte? One wonders!

When war is persued as a tribal vendetta in an environment of uncontrolled violence it loses
much of its political rationale and moral justification, if any. Waged for the “liberation” of Kuwait
the Gulf war progressively developed into a Bush-Saddam war; a bloody clash between
presidential vanities. Gen. Schwarzkopf would not care where to hold his horses.

Whether the Gulf war was just another war.or @ justwar is yet another question waiting for an
answer. A ariposte to lrag's treacherous invasion and annexation of Kuwait, its moral rationale cannot
be exaggerated. It would be equally hard, however, to overlook or belittle its ulterior motivation. What
goaded the United States into action, among other factors, had been its own ambition to project its
military power far away from its own shores and its ability to underwrite the security of Israel against
an Arab military threat. Through a judicious combination of diplomacy and militarism, US played the
pied piper and also called the tune while others paid the bulk of the cost of war, Out of an estimated
$ 70 billion U.S. share would be a mere $ 15—16 billion. Fielding the largest number of men and
women. U.S. would also be main bengficiary of total pool. All the 450,000 American soldiers would
be re-imbursed from the common monetary pool called the Defence Cooperation Fund (DCF). Of the
principal donors Saudi Arabia and Kuwait top the list, with a promised share of $14 billion each. Japan
($ 9 billion) and Germany ($ 1 billion) follow. An additional $ 8 billion is expected from other mainly
Britain and France.

A former British prime minister Edward Heath denounced British attempts to get “other nations”
to help finance its Gulf War efforts. He said: “We are becoming mercenaries.” Britain had some 42,000
military personnel deployed in the Gulf. Strong feelings had existed in U.S. itself against the
deployment of American soldiers in the defence of despotic and reactionary Arab regimes. No blood-
far-oil had been the principal slogan of the anti-war protestors. It must be left to the Americans
themselves to decide whether they acted as mercenaries or crusaders in the Gulf.

Gen. Mirza Aslam Beg, in one of his major public statement,s observed that the Allied forces were

j “counting their gains” in terms of dollars. "Those who defeated Hitler never counted their dollars.

Rather they paid in blood and sweat to achieve the objec.dve.”

Whatwould be the shape of things to come in the Gulf would depend largely on the US perceptions
and policies at leastin the foreseeable future. The Gulf and the Middle East (less Iran) lies at America’s
feet today. Much as America woula proclaim its intent and resolve to see territorial status quo and
political stability in Irag, without Saddam Hussein,ws Iraq remains in the grip of a bitter civil war with

Defence Journal (3, 1891)




Saddam still in the saddie. He must either collapse or be liquidated soon. There is little hope, however,
for a stable Iraq emerging from the ashes of war. 'Lebanization’ division of the country into disparate
spheres of influence appears to be a near possibility.

Iran’s rele inthe process of Irag's destablization (even if less than feared) would be substantial and
natural in view of the bitter memories of the long deadly war. In military terms, Israel is thé only gainer.
It stands today as the unnchallenged military behemoth in the region, and the massive infusion of US
arms would make it practically invincible. Syria and Egypt stand next to Israel as material gainers
mainly as U.S. allies or surrogates. They have been admitted to the six-nation Gulf Cocperation
Council to participate in the regional security arrangement. There seems little or no likelihood,
however, for Syria and Egypt to devslop and stabilize their relations on a purely bilateral basis. The
chronic intra-Arab animus would continue to shadow their relations. Iran is not admitted yet into GCC
and is not too happy aboutit. It shows an uneasy consciousness of its status as the biggest country
of the region and remains as a sort of square peg in the Arab circle. Restoration of Saudi-lran
diplomatic ties is a welcome sign. How far it goes to help establish a firm base for future Arab-lran
collaboration remains to be seen, however.

Except for mounting anarchy and looming destabilization of lrag and de-urbanization and
devastation of Kuwait, status quo prevails, by and large, in the Gulf. All the other Arab Gulf states Saudi
Arabia, UAE,Qatar, Bahrain and Oman stay as before and there seems o be no immediate threat to
their security. Israel continues to remain in occupation of Syria’s Golan Heights, the West Bank, Gaza
and Al-Quds. And American forces stay put In the region apparently for a long haul. g

After lrag and Kuwait the Palestinians - more definitively the PLO— and dordan are the biggest
losers. They "backed on the wrong horse” and lost. Jordan's King Hussein fried to play the honest
broker while leaning too heavily on lrag's side to incur the displeasure of the Americans — his old
friends and the mainstay of his country’s economy and defence. The King has a common fate to share
with his Arab peers. '

Saudi Arabia is rightly annoyed with King Hussein and would not look at Yasser Arafat for their
support to Saddam Hussein. It must be said to King Hussein's favour that he catagorically denounced
the use of military force for solving political and economic problems. He stood all along for an Arab
solution of the Irag-Kuwait dispute to the exclusion of Western powers. In Saudi Arabia's perception
thatwas as bad as outright support of Saddam Hussein. A notorious survivor King Hussein is still there,
despite the great upheavel. Riyadh discreetly suggests to unite the West Bank and Gaza with a
Greater Jordan minus King Hussein.

The Gulf emirates, sheikhdoms and the solitary kingdom have apparently absorbed the shocks of
the region’'s worst ever crisis. What will be the shape of things to come under President Bush's 'new
order’ and its impact on the Gulf's geo-politics?

“Absolute Arab monarchies are on the downside of history's curve”. Says Murray Gart, an
American commentator,

A s for Pakistan, the Gulf crisis underscored the fragility of the political process and a staggering
gap between the popular and the official civi—military perceptions, Apparently not enough

homework had been done to measure the dimensions of the crisis and its likely impact on the internal
situation. Hence the plethora of confliciting views and voices when it did occur.

—Brig. Abdul Rahman Siddigi (Retd).

Defence Joumal (3, 1991)
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Turgat Ozal

An Unwanted War
Became Unavoidable’

T he invasion and subsegquent an-
nexation of Kuwait by lraq were in
direct violation of all norms of intar-

national order and the fundamental prin-

ciples of the United Natlons charter. Irag's
act destroyed the peace and was the first
satious challenge tothe new world order. In
standing logather to confront this crisis, the
intarnational community has proved iis
determination not 1o parmit agaression.
What we have witnessed since Aug. 2
remarkable: tha Unitad Mations and its

After all these Ez})fomaffc ef-

forts were exhausted, it was

obvious that the Iragi leader-
ship wasunwilling to withdraw

from Kuwait,

Security Council exarcising their
peacekeeping function in the name of the
International community to enforce interna-
tional law.

Turkey follows the motto "Peace at
home, peace in the world” in its foreign
policy, and has econtinually advocated
respect for international law. Fram the first
day cf the crisis, Turkey has takan a detar-
minad stand, insistingon tha unconditional
withdrawal of lragi forces from Kuwait,
restoration of Kuwaiti independence,
soversignty and terriforial integrity and
reinstatement of its |egitimate government.
When the Security Council mandated sane-
lions against lrag, Turkey responded im-
mediately.

We cut off the two oil pipalines that
cross our country and sealed off our bor-
ders with one of our majortrading partners.
Even though we realized the sacrifice
involved, compensation was not a
considaration, nor self-interest a

maotivation. | emphasize that our stand
has been and remains one of principle.

By immediately implementing the
sanctions, TUrkey played a significant
role in the formation of the international
coalition, The cast of halting all trade with
Irag has been stesp, especially whan
calculated in terms of our ralations with
tha lragi people, with whom we enjoyed
closaand friendly relations, and of Turkey's
developing economy. The international
community should carsfully considar the
equilable sharing of the burden that Tur-
kay willingly shouldered for peace.

President George Bush's efforts in
bringing together the international coal-
tion to respond to this aggression are
commendable, aswersthe many attempts
made by the United States and cthzr
coalition members to rasolve this conflict
through diplomacy, After all these diplo-
matic efforts wera exhausted, it was
obvious that the lragi leadership was
unwilling to withdraw from Kuwait. The
international community has moved io
fulfiflthe terms of the UN Security Council
resolutions. | vary much regret that the
Iraqi leadarship did not have the commeon
sense to abide by the will of the Unilad
Nations. Mo one wanted this war. Nevar-
theless, in the intersst of securing peace
it became Unavoidabla.

Turkey supports the actions takan by
the multinational forces to meet the objec-
tivas setby the United States. To this &nd,
the Turkish parliament authorized tha
govarnment o send Turkish armedforces
to foreign countries and to host and Lsa
foreign forces in Turkey. The scope,
timing and necessily of thase actions ara
to be determinad by tha gavernmant.

In light of this authorization, and in
accordance with Hesaolution 678, we have
declded to extend additional suppor to
our coalition partners In the multinational




operation by approving wider use of the
jeintmilitary installations in Turkey. Thisis
in additiontothe increased daployment of
the Turkish army aleng our border with
Irag, whare we have been pinning down
eight or mora lragi divisions,

The parfiamentary authorization o
sand Turkish troops ocutsids our borders
is a precautionary maasura. | emphasize
that Turkish armed forces will not engage
in operations against lrag unless we are
attacked, Wa do not covet lrag's nor any
other country's, soil, noris a single inch of
our own tartitory negotiable.

The Turkleh government greatly
hopes that the operation initiated against
the lragl leadarship will ba short, incur
minimal casuzalties and secura the objec-
tives set by the United Nations. Wa can-
not fail; we can only hope that Saddam
Hussain will soon see that he cannot

| possibly win, Turkey has nothing against

tha Iraqi peaple, and hopes that once the
crisis Is over we will again enjoy close
relations.

MNow that the [baration of Kuwait has

| begun, the international community must
| start thinking about ways to stabilize the

. ragion afterthe conflict. Thers is no guas-

tion but that the erisis has had, and will
have, repercussions in the Middle East.

Onca the Gulf crisls is behind us, the
Arab-lsraeliconflict must be addressed at
tha maost fundamantal level and resolved.
Turkish policy on this contlict has always
baen clear, consistant and balanced. We
recognize the legitimate righis of the
Palestinians, including tha right to estab-
lish their own state, as well as the right of
all states inthe region, including Israel, to
livewithin secure and recognized bounda-
ries. Lasting peace in tha region requires
the initiation of a process aiming at eco-

nomic interdependence among the nations
of the Middle East. This would help estab-
lish a firm conviction among the region’s
peoplas for protecting commaen interests,
the destruction of which would harm all.

Wa believe that therea exist wvast
opportunities to achieve this goal, In fact,
several years ago | suggested building a
“seace water pipeling” to carry water from

changes would consolidate econamic in-
tardependence. Tourism will be another
impertant area where we could concen-
trate our efforts. Cooperation along these
lines will not only create an atmosphers of

understanding and goodwill but will also |
sarve the well-being of all the nations in |

the region and help narrow the incoma
gap between them, which may wellbe the

boundaries.

Once the Gulf crisis is behind us, the Arab-
Israeli conflict must be addressed at the most
fundamental level and resolved...We recognize
the legitimate rights of the Palestinians, includ-
ing the right to establish their own state, as well
as the right of all states in the region, including
Israel, to live within secure and recognized
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twa Turkish rivers downto the Arabian Pen-
insula. | baliave thal, as water is such a
critical resourca (it may become eyen mars
precious than oil), such a pipeline would
benelit all eountries involved and effer a

N

I fave invited regional
feaders to Istanbulin Novem-
ber of this year for a summit
conference on trans-boundary
waters in the Middle East.
These water pipelines may run
parallel to oil and gas pipefines
to cross the countries in the
region.

In accordance with
Resolution 678, we have
decided to extend addi-
tional support to our
coalition partnersinthe
multinational opera-
tion by approving wider
use of the joint military
installations in Turkey.

real epportunity for regional cooperation.
The region’s water neads have not baen
given enough attention. To change this, |
hava invited regional laaders 1o Istanbul in
November of this year for a summit confer-
ence ontrans-boundary watersinthe Middle
East. These water pipslines may run paral-
lel to il and gas pipelines to cross the
countries In the region.

Wae can collectivaly build and imprave
the infrastructure in the Middla East, which
will greatly facilitate enhanced economic
cooperation. Opening up our markets to
one another and increasing trade ex-

root cause of future social unrast in the
Middie East. An economic cooperation
fund could be established from patrolaum

revenues, and its fund may be made |

instrumantal for this purpose.

Ancther important process which :

should go hand in hand with economic
cooperation is the process of democrati-
zation. This would halp the region keep in
pace with the exigancies of the new world
arder, and strengthan the necessary can-
ditions to achieve a true peace in the
Middle East.

& have our work cut out for us
W once the Gulf crisis is over. We

muzt dadicate ourselves to as-

tablishing conditions for a lasting peace in
tha Middle East. Although we cannct in
any way condone Irag's methods, and we
condamn aggressioninthe strongest pos-
sible terms, many of tha issues that have
come to the fore in the course of the
conflict do deserve international atten-
tion. Let us hop for the quick return of
peace so that wa may turn to building a
truly new world ordar. =
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For Many Arabs, End of

Youssef M. [brahim

War will Begin the Struggle

aarly threa woaks after the fighting
began, it is obvious that the prag-

N ress of the Gulf war has deepened

canfusionthroughoutthe Middle Eastowvar
who is right and whe is wrong, what the
fighting is about, and even how 1o define
victory.

Thebatile forthe Sauditown of Khafji,
in which Iraqi troops took control of tha
town and ware Inturn routed by Saudiand
Cratari troops backed by U.5. forces, was
not only the first importani ground en-
gagement of the war. It was also a dusl
across tha tault line that lies betwean the
rich Gulf states, with their cil money and
American mililary hardware, and the
poorer Arabs of many lands who Presi-
dent Saddam Hussein of lraq. with some
justification, claims are rocting for him.

Soma feel time is on Mr. Hussein's
side in this complex struggle.

Ahmad Khalidi, a Mideast expartwho
adits a London based Arab strategic re-
view, said, "With every day that passes it
iz very very clear that the longer the war
gaas on, tha longar Mr. Hussain holds
out, the more you will have aground swell
of suppor for lrag.”

The crisis has exposed
deeper and more real
contradictions between
poor and rich, secularists
and fundamentalists.

*This pan-Arab, pan-lslamic sympa-
thy for lrag,” he said, "will depand on the
direction of the war, the destruction
visited upon the Iragis by allied bombing,
the possible entry of Israsl into tha conflict
and the size of the civilian Iragi casual-
ties.”

But within the Arab world, the ago-
nized soul-searching has to do with those
very myths of pan-Arab and pan-lslamic
unity and brotherhood that wera dearly
held for the last four decades and that
turned out to be hollow.

The crisis has exposad deeper and
mare real contradictions between poor and
rich, secularists and fundamantzalists.

It has opened deep wounds among
Arab pecple themselves, to the point of
pitting dispossessed Palastinians in the
Israeli- occupied territories who fanatically

Twenty-two Arab govem-
ments, and beyond themthe broader
community of Islamic nations, have
stood for six months Raplessly
watching a violent dispute within
thieir ranks, unable to put together
a credible Islamic or Arab force to
defend Arab Isfamic Kuwoait.

support Iraq against their own better-off
brethren living inthe Arab Gulf regionwhose
wallare has been undercut by the lragi
invasion of Kuwait.

Twenty-two Arab governments, and
beyond them the broader community of
Islamic nations, hava stood for six months
haplassly watching a viclant dispute within
their ranks, unable to put logether a
cradible lslamic or Arab force to defend
Arab lslamic Kuwait.

Worse, they have watched "the Amerl-
can Satan” and the much- maligned former
impearialist forees - Britain, France and laly
-beginto recreats a new Araborder whose
profila is impossible 1o predict and that is

fraught with danger and instability.

MNowhare is this confusion, or cannl-
ness, mora avident thanin non-Arab lran,
which has been a sworn enemy of rag for
years. It has condemned both the lragi
invasion of Kuwait and the American-led
military action to end it

It has said it would confiscate lraqgi
fighter planes flesing to Iranbut, svidently
in a nod to its majority Shiite Muslim popu-
lation, itordered its Red Crescent Society
lo supply the Iragi peopls with food and
medicine in defiance of the United Na-
lions embargo.

It has said it could not maintain its |
nautrality if Israslenterad the war, but has
also signaled that, in its eyes, a defeat of
Irag couid be a prelude to a larger anti-
Waeastarn alliance in the region with a fun-
damentalist Islamic government ruling
both Irag and Iran.

Arab leaders fram President Hosni
Mubarak of Egypt 1o King Hussein of Jor-
dan are at each othar's throats, justifying |
in daily diatribes their divergent positions.
In Algeria, Jordan, Yemen, the Sudan
and even in faraway Muslim nations like
Malaysia and Pakistan, thousands of
peopla hava demenstrated in favor of
Irag,

But the governments are not always
in sync with the people, nor is it clear 1o
what extent the popular sentimant is truly
with Iraq. In Merocco, King Hassan |l
warned opposition parlies to and their |
aggressivea demands to pull Moroccan |
troops from Saudi Arabia, threatening
them witli charges of treason.

Egypthasincreasedits forcein Saudi
Arabla to about 45,000 soldiers, but shut
its univarsities this we ek, fearing pro-lragi
demonstrations.

Arab leaders from
President Hosni
Mubarak of Egypt to
King Hussein of Jor- |!
dan areateachother's
throats, justifying in
daily diatribes their
divergent positions.
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force UN Security Council Resolu-

tion 678 (authorizing force) against
Irag has created a catastrophe for the
peoples of our ragion. [fear that from tha
ashes of this crisis will amerge not a
stabla "Araborder” but a confusing welter
of uncertainty and bitterness. Today's
violence is not going to inaugurate a new
era of peace.

T he International campaign to en-

The destruction being militarily un-
leashed by the United States andits allies
is bloody and unprecedented. Innocent
lives are being lost daily; tens of thou-
sands of refugees - many of them third-
country nationals - are daesperately flea-
ingwar-ravaged areasinto Jordan. Losses
to property andto local sconomies cannot
even be imagined, let alone calculated.
¥et global leaders appsar to be
proceeding as if people did not matter.

The destruction being
militarily unleashed by
the United States and its
allies is bloody and un-
precedented.

The United Mations estimates that
nearly a million refugses will flood into
Jordan in the next few weeks. Many will
bawounded, and Jordan will certainly not
close its bordars to them. Indead, we
have already started preparing facilities
to accommodate at least 100,000 evacu-
ges. Butthere is alimit to what Jordan ¢an
endura.

Having already spant more than $55
million in assisting men, women and chil-
dran who fled Kuwait and lrag since last
August, we can hardly cops with our cur-

Hassan Bin Talal

'Still Not Too Late'’
for Peace

rent financlal burdens, let alona tha night-
mare of a new mass demographic transfar,
The long promised international compen-
sation for our humanitarian expenzes has
yat to arrive in full measure, liis a miracle
that we have managed at all, and our
sconomic survival certainly has little to do
with those who have called thamseivas our
traditional friands and to whom Jordan has
more than amply demonstrated its friend-
ship.

The tragedy being visited upan our
region is certain to widen. More nations
may be engulfed by the flames of war. The
human, palitical, economic and ecclogical
costs will mount so massively that future
ganerations will end up paying for loday's
fallies. The very survival of this region, not
just political and social stability of individual
nations, hangs in the balance.

We in Jordan ara in an extremely vul-
nerable situation, and in a geopolitically
thanklsss position. But we are detarmined
to defend our land and our sky against all
comers. And we will certainly not allow
ourselves toserve as acotridorioranyone.

The targst of tha UN sanctions - and
subsequent international military action -
was Irag, but Jordan has been a key victim.
The sad irony is that daspite our completa
compliance with Security Council Resolu-
tion 661 [imposing sanctions] - compliance
which has been repeatedly verified by
Intarnational organizations - international

There can be a new regional
order for the Middle East only
if the dignityand human rights
of Arabs and Jews alike are
respected and codified.

T e T P e
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donors have allowed our aconomic plight
to continue.

A report commissionad racantly by
the United Nations secretary- gensral
said that Jordan's losses for 1950 - 19581
would be at least $5.2 billion because of
the cutoff of trade and tourism; the loss of
jobs and assets of Jordanians praviously
employed in the oil-rich Gulf; the cost of |
rasettling the returnees in Jordan, monu-
mantal increasas in the price of imporied
oil: tha demagraphic inflow of additional
Palastinians.

Thera can be a new regional order
forthe Middle East only if the dignity and
human rights of Arabs and Jews alike are
respected and codified. Jordanis alarmed
by the Iragi missile attacks on |sraali
eities. The attacks have demonstrated, in
a violent and tragic way, the nexus
between the Gulf crisis and the long- Jes-
teting Palestinian quastion. The Palestin-
lan quastion commands its own meritand
deserves to be effactively addressed by
the international community.

Jordan urgently callsforan endtoan

extension of this terrible war. We urge all
people of goodwill, commen sense and
morality to work foward this end. It is stjil
not too late to prevent further bloodshed.
In this age where technology can be
employed comprehensively in the cause
of war, the collective wisdom of nations
can surely be summoned to bring about a
comprahensive peace. | believe Jordan
has the sanity and means to contributa to
that peace. A new regional order simply
cannot be imposed on us.

D

enemy camp," we balisve that aggression
should not be rewarded. Bul if annexation
and occupation of a sovareign nation are
a high crime, you do not counter it with
another ctime. If aggression bagels more
aggression, then we are only playing into
the hands of those who will ultimataly da-
stroy the fragile compact that mankind so
tenuously enjoys with Planet Earth. We
must end this horrible conflict immedi-
ataly, peacefully and honorably. i

espita malicious attempts in sec-
tions of the Amercan media to
characterize Jordan as "in the
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Defence Joumal (3, 1991)



Israel has also been affected. Tha
hawhks are using tha Scud attacks as
proot of the nation's vulnerability 1o Arab
aggressions, furthar pushing aside any
resolutionof the Palestinlanproblem, while
dovish officials hope the show of restraint
will translata into greater American finan-
| cial and palitical support.

"Therais notone Arab country where
tha political system Is not under attack,”

it but also which forces will chart the future.

One possibility is what Iran likes to eall

“Amarican Islam™ the nonpoliticized faith
embraced by pro-Western capitalistic
nations in the region thal believe in free
entarprisea and emorace Wastern
modernization.

Ancthet is the militant brand of anti-
Woastern Islam propagated by the lranian

“There is niot one Arab country where the political
system is not under attack, " said Fafmy Howeidi, an
Egyptian columnist. “From Algeria to Saudi Arabia
the voices of dissent are louder and the walls of silence
are falling, " e said. “Change is necessary, but I fear
it won t be a natural birth but a cesarean operation
marked with blood and trauma.”

said Fahmy Howeidi, a specialist in Is-
famic fundamentalist movaments and an
Egyptian columnist.

*Fram Algeria to Saudi Arabia the
voicas of dissant are louder and the walls
of silence are falling,” he said. “Change
is necassary, but lfear itwon'tbe a natural
birth but a cesarean opsration marked
with blood and trauma.”

Beyond theimmediate circumisrance
of the Middle East, non-Arab Muslim pow-
ars |ike Turkey and Iran aralocked infothe
canfrontation to determine not anly what
geopolitical gains they may snateh out of

tevolution and embraced by powerfulblocks
of Muslim fundamentalist movements ac-
tivain Algeria, Tunisia, Morocco, Egypt, the
Israsli-occupied territories of Gaza and the
Wast Bank, and eavendesp withinthe Saudi
kingdom and Turkay,

Americans who ara told by Prasidant
George Bush that the Gulf erisis is a black-
and-white issue where an aggressor is
baing forced to give up his prey are discov-
ering that to many Arabs the takeover of
Kuwait seems for less imporant than a
redistribution of Arab oil wealth belwean
poorly -populated, rich oil-producers like

All Arabs, including America’s allies,
Jirmly believe that a resolution of the 40-
year Palestinian-Israeli conflict must some-
how be linked to the liberation of Kuwait.

And that makes the American vision of
victory quite different from the visions held

by the Arabs.

Defence Joumal (3, 1991)

Saudi Arabia and Kuwait, and tha large,
dastitute countries like Egypt, Algeria,
Sytia and Yemen,

Furtharmore, naartly all Arabs, includ-
ing Amerlca's allies, firmly belleve that a
resolution of the 40-year Palastinian-ls-
raall conflict must somehow be linked to
the liberation of Kuwait. And that makes
the Amaetrican vision of victory quite differ-
ent from tha visions hald by the Arabs.

Within some countries, especially
America's biggest ally, Saud! Arabia, the
crisis has aroused an increasingly vocal
liberal minority demanding more mod-
ernization and parsonalfreedoms as basic
as tha right of a woman to drive acar, only
o ba opposed by a huge, xenophehbic Is-
lamic establishment arguing for a rollback
of all madarnization.

"The status quo will be impossibla to
maintain at the end of this war when all
Arab ragimas will be shaking,” sald Nakil
Shaath, a political adviser to Yasser Ara-
fat, tha head of the Palestine Libaration
Organization. "Wa are laking about a
nightmara, nol a passing phass. Thera is
a deep resentment of the United Statas’
support of lsrael accumulated over four
decades. There are hurt feelings, hurt
dignity.

B

laad it. the forces of change could simply
translate into renewed chaos. ll

ut without 8 consensus on what di-
rection the region should taka in
the postwar era, or who should




Noam Chomsky

Gulf War Imperialism
by another name

HE Gulf war happened because
Iragl President Saddam Hussein
got “too big for his breeches,” and

the US - once Saddam’s sponsor - de-
 cided to destroy him, according to US
academic Noam Chomsky.

And in the process, the US hoped to
sacura its hold on the world's enargy re-
sources, and the profits they create.

The US-led multinational force did
not go to war in the Gulf to repel aggres-
sion or to Install the sc-called “new world
order,” Chamsky argued.

In fact, what we have seen is not a
newworld arder, but rather a continuation
ofthe old one, ha said - “just an extension
of the war against the Third World that has
been going on for 500 yaars.”

While many in Eurcpe wanlad to
avoid a military confrontation with lrag,
“Washington ingisted on it,” Chomsky said
in a recent speech 1o the London-based
Catholic Instituta of International Rela-
fions.

“From the very first days the US
moved instantaneously to cut off the
possibility that sanctions might work and
fiatly rejected any form of diplomacy.
That's what's called going the exira mile,”
he said sardonically.

Chomsky, a professar of linguistics
at the Massachusetts Institute of Tech-
nology, has long been one of the most
famous anti- war thinkers in the US,
making his mark during the Vietnam War.
He is alsc a staunch critic of the main-
stream media and what the calls Ameti-
can Imperialism in the Third World who
has managed to combina political activ-
ism with a highly-successful academic
career.

In an interview, Chomsky said

Saddam’s crimes did not matter somuch to
the US as long as the lragi leader posed no
direct threat to the US scheme of things In
the Middle East. That changed when Sad-
dam asserted his Independenca.

"Saddam Husseinshowedthathe'san
independent nationalist, and that can't be
tolerated anywhere” by the US. | mean it's
not bacause of anything bad that he did,
Saddam Hussein was a murderous gang-
staron August 1 and he was George Bush's
{avourita friend and trading partner.

“The invasion of Kuwait
adds minimally to his al-
ready existing crimes, but
it added one critical crime
—he showed he was an in-
dependent nationalist.

“Tha invasion of Kuwalt adds mini-
mally 1o his already existing crimes, but it
added one critical erime - he showed ha
was an independent nationalist. Up until
then (the US) assumed that he could be
kind of bought off and worked into the
American system. But whan he forcibly
invaded Kuwait that showad he wasjustioo
indapandent and had to be destroyad.”

Chomsky said that on the face of it,
Saddam’s Invasion of Kuwaitwas little worsa
than the US invasion of Panama.

“At the time when the UN and tha US
teacted (o the August 2 invasion of
Kuwait), there was simply ncthing to
diffarentiata Saddam Husseln’'s invasion of
Kuwait frarm the US invasion of Panama.

"Ciasualties ware about on the same
scale, may be a little worse in Panama. |f
thare hadn't been such a strong reaction to

Saddam Hussein, it's possible ha might
have dona what the US did in Panama
and put in a puppet government.

“L ook, we justwant through the same
story with Manuel Noriega. Noriega isa
vary miner crook compared with Saddam
Hussaln, who is a major gangster, Bul

Noriega was on the CIA payroll, they |

thought he was just great, killing people
and running drugs...ne was Just fina until
he began to show that he was too big for
his brasches and stopped obeying US
ordars.”

Chomsky said tha US actlen in the
Gulf was simply an extension of a long-
standing policy of erushing indepandent
nationalism when itsurlaces in a region of
stratagic or economic. importance 1o the
us.

“It really takes blindness not to see
this. This is almost the hislorical univer-
sal”

He pointed 1o many instances where
the US supported military dictators with
appalling human rights records, then
destroyed them once they no lenger
sarved US interasts.

“The list includes Trujillo, Somoza,
Duvalier, Marcos - all these guys weara
parfect so long as they worked for the
United States. If thay begin to look too
independent, you cut off their haads.”

He discountad the argument that the
multinational force had to go fo war with
Iragq in order to put right the wrong of
aggression.

Chomsky has joined thegrowing cho-
rus asking why similar international action
has not basn taken 1o address tha inva-
sion and occupation of East Timor by

Indonesiain 1875, the cccupation of North- |

ern Gyprus by Turkey, and the occupation
of Bouth Lebanon and the West Bank and
Gaza Strip by Israel - all acts of aggres-
sion that have baan soundly condemned
by the UN.

Chomsky, it was the absence of the

I { there was any "new order” at all, said
Saviet Union from the world sceng,

giving the US free hand to engage in
conflicts like the Gulf war that would have
bean unthinkable before.
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Not a U.N. war

he war which the United States
launched against Irag, on Janu-

I ary 17, is not only not a war on

behalf of the United Nations but, contrary
| to the general impression, even without
its proper sanction to repel by armed force
Irag’'s aggression on its hapless neigh-
bour, Kuwait. It is a war to destroy Irag's
power, remove its leader, President
Saddam Hussein, and impose on the
region a political order which will respect
American interests and legitimise is
presence thers,

Farfrom being dispelled, the impras-
sion is confirmed by President Gaorge
Bush's State of the Union address on
January 29:"Wa do not seek the destruc-
tionof Iraq, itsculiure or its pecple. Rather,
we sesk an lraq that uses its great ra-
sources, not to dastroy, not to sarve the
ambitions of a tyrant, but to build a betier
lite for itself and its neighbours.”

The motivation was not concealed,
either. "Wa must make sure that control of
the world's oil resources doas notfall into
his hands, anly to finance further aggres-
sion.” Mr, Bush has satout to build “a new
world order”. Sinceonlythe United States
of American has had both the moral stand-
ing and the means to back it up, it will be
Pax Americana. The formal tribute to the
28 countries which hava joined the multi-
national force in the Gulf is lost in a
speech which reeks of shear chauvinism.
“The conviction and courage we see in
the Persian Gulf today is simply the
Amarican character in action.™

Twa wars in the region in the last
dacade were triggered off by U.S, con-
sanl. Haig's green signal to Sharon
encouraged lsrasl to invade Lebanon in
1282, as Ze'ev Schilf, the Israeli journal-
ist, documentad in his aricle entitled the
“Grean Light”in the journal Foreign Policy
(Spring 1983). In their book Saddam’s

GULF

War, Johan Bulleck and Harvey Morris
have revealed that it was Brezezinski who
gave the green signal to Irag in August,
1980 fo atlack lran.

War objectives

There has been aflurry of assurances
recently that Irag's destruction s not oneg of
thewaraims. U.S. Secretary of StateJames
Baker said on January 27: it is not, of
coursa, tha purpose or goal of the multina-
ticnal coalition to destroy Irag.” This formu-
lation is well understood in the light * of
Fresident Bush's remarks the very next day
that'it's the regime of Saddam Hussein
against the rest of the world”. His speechon
January 17 contained no such assurance,
significanfly. The stated objectives want

' didnt gat to cross the targset.”

A.G. Noorani

Hussaein had been *pinpointed” and “war-
planes were daspaiched fo the site”™. A
storm prevanted the axecution of this foul
crime. A senior U.S. official lamented “We

General Colin L. Powall, Chairman of
tha L.5. Joint Chisfs of Staff, boasted on
January 23 that Irag's two operating nu-
clear reaciors wara Minished”. Air Gom-
modore Jasjit Singh has rightly pointed
outthat both wera under IAEA safequards
and had been Inspected anly in Movem-
bar 1990, The air strikes dealt a "death
blow" to the NPT and “also viclate the
1977 Protocol I to the 1249 Geneava
Convention™ which forbids (Article 5&)
attacks even of ‘military oblectives

‘ LL.S. Secretary of State James Baker said on |||
January 17:"We are determined to knock out Sad-
dam Hussein's nuclear bomb potential. We will
also destroy his chemicalweapons facilities. Much
of Saddam’s artillery and tankswill be destroyed."

beyand repelling lragi aggression: "We are
determinedto knockoutSaddam Hussein's
nuclear bomb potential. We will alsa de-
slroy his chemical weapons facilities, Much
of Saddam's artillary and tanks will be
destroyed.”

The real objectives were neverin doubt.
An acute observer, Mr. F.J. Kherganwala,
formerly of the Indian Foreign Service and
not. The Hindu's Gulf correspondent, ra-
ported (January 23} that“from every indica-
tion available, the U.S. lad coalition had
decided on running Irag’'s economy fotally”,
The Washington Post reported (January
28} that shertly after the war was [aunched
the whereabouts of President Saddam

located at or in the vicinity of such
(nuclear) installations”,

Resolution 678

The British have been more candid.
The House of Commons Sslect Commit-
tea on Foraign Aflairs was informed that
the cealition’s aim is to ramove lrag's
Presidant. On January 27 Defance Sec-
retary Tom King told the BBG that the
coalition’s aims went beyond the libera-
tion of Kuwait. They coverad the dastruc-
tion of Iraq's military might and the coali-
tion would nol leave its task “half-fin-
ished”. He gave the gams away by argu-
ing thatthe Security Council's "ultimatum”

Delence Journal {3, 1831)
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resolution 678 (November 29, 1990) au-
tharisad Member States not only to im-
plement eailier resolutions on Kuwalt,
but also “io restore intarnational peace
and security in the area”. So construed,
the resolution will be used as a care
blanche forimposing the West'sschemes
In the Gulf.

It is a war to destroy Irag’s
|| power, removeits feader, Presi-
|| dent Saddam Hussein, and
inpose on the region a politi-
cal order which will respect
American interests and legit-
imise its presence there.

e

. President Ali-Abdullah Saleh of
Yemen sensed this early when he said on
January 24 that the cealition was mare
intarested in dastroying Irag than in
liberating Kuwait. Three days later, even
Egypt's Minister of State for Foreign Af-
fajrs, Mr. Boutros Ghali, told the BBC that
U.M. Rasolution does not encompass
aithar tha destruction of the Irag's army or
of its Prasident but only the liberation of
Kuwait,

Insuch asituation a heavy duty rasted
onthe U.N. Secretary General, Mr. Javier
Perez de Cusllar, o make the position
¢claar 1o all. He has mizerably failed to
discharge it. Belatedly and then ina prass
interview to the Italian weekly Panorama,
published on January 28, he said that the
war was nol a U.N. war against Irag but
added thatonly the permission for the war
had been izsued by the Security Council.
This interpretaticn is manifastly wrong. In
a speach on January 28, Prasidant Bush
also claimed as “legitimata autharity” the
principle of “eollective self-defance” and
"12 Security Council resolulions”.

Aricla 51 of the U.N. Charder pro-
tacts "the inherent right of individual or
collective sali-defence if an armed attack
occurs” against a member of the UN.
“until the Security Council has taken the
| measurés necessary” 1o restore peace.
Members are boundtoreportothe Council
their exarcise of tha right. Maore, it "shall
not in any way affect the authority and
responsibility of the Council®. It has not

even been allowed to meet promptly in the
Instant casa.

Howaver, on November B, 1390, Mr.
Peraz de Cuellar said that the U.5. had no
authority to wage war against lraq
unilatarally since the Council was seized of
the matter. Any attempt to take military
aclion against lrag under Articls 51 could,
he added with exqulsite delicacy, "face
legal difficulties”. Responding specifically
to Prasidant Bush's assertion a day before
that tha 5. could take action against rag
undar Article 51, in response to the appeal
of the Emir of Kuwait, Mr. de Cuellar said
that Article 51 was not available three
months aftsr lraq's invasion.

This leaves Resolution 678 asthe scle
source of legitimacy. lts crucial Para 2
reads thus "Authorises Member States co-
operating with the Government of Kuwai,
unless Irag on or bafore January 15, 18891
fully implements ... the foregoing resolu-
tians, to use all necassary maans to uphold
and implement Secutity Council Resolu-
lion 660(1990) and all subsaquentralevant
resolutions and to restore international
peaca and security In the area”,

Two wars in the re-
gion in the last decade
were triggered off by U.S.
consent. Haig's green
signal to Sharon encour-
aged Israel to invade
Lebanon in 1982..... it
was Brezezinski who
gave the green signal to

Irag in August, 1980 to
attack Iran.

s it not strange that in a document ol
such momentous importance the usa of
armed force was not axplicitly sanctioned?
Resclution 665 (August 25) had explicitly
referred {0 States “deploying maritime
forces” in the Gulf and authorisad them to
enforcethe embargo. The Security Council's
rasolutions in similar situations could not
have been unknown to the draftsmen of
Resolution 678,

Its resolution of June, 1850, on Korea
asked Membar States to assist the republic
of Korea “to repel the armed attack”. Its

resolution of July 13, 1960, anthe Congo
authorised the Secretary-General “to pro-
vida the Government with such military
assistance as may be necessary™. lis
rasolution of November 24, 1961 on |
Katanga's secession from the Congo
empowerad him "to fake vigorous action,
including tha use of requisite measure of
farce, if necassary” for defined ends. The
resolution of April 9, 1966 on Rhodasiais
very opposite in that, llke Resolution 678,
it delanated the power to a Stata, the LLK.
It was authorised "o pravantby the use ol |
force if necessary” breaking of the oil |
embargo.

Use of force

The absence of such explicit lan- |
guage authorising use of forca in Resolu-
tion 678 cannot be explained away as
being implied in what is a formal docu-
men! of grave consequence. Even the
notorous Gulf of Tonkin HReseclution,
passed by the U.S. Congress on
August 10, 1864, authorised “all neces-
sary steps, including the use of armed
{orea”. As Mr. Henry Brandon said, it was
used “to justify the escalation of the war
(in Vietnam) and to handeuif Congrass
into sharing responsibility for it”. Others
alleged deceil.

In any case Resolution 678 even by
itz own terms cannot be siretched to jus-
tify the kind of warthe U1.8_has unleashed
on Irag. Nor can the principle of collective
salf-defence. Two noted jurists, Dr. Nor-
man Bentwich and Dr. Andrew Martin,
aptly remarked in their commentary on
the Charter that “Modern history s
crowded with instancas where aggres-
sion was commitied under the cloak of
solf-dafonca”. A noted Ametican jurist,
Dr. Myres S. McDougal, said that the right
of sefi-defence was subject to the |
limitations “of necessily and of proper- |
tionality”. According to a elassic formula-
tion by an American Sacratary of Stats,
the legendary Danisl Websler, “the act
iustified by the necessity of seli-defence |
must be limited by that nacassity and kept
clearly withinit". The attacks on lrag cannot
possibly fall within the ambit of-self-de-
fenca.

However, all pretence of U.N. sanc-
tion stands exposed by the persisient
obstruction in convening a meeting of the
Sacurity Councildespite the fact that Para
4 of Rasolution 678 enjoins the Stales "o

16.-
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keep the Council regularly informed” and
by Para 5 the Council decides to remain
sgizad of tha matter. This nullifies 1he
entire rasolution.

. This is mere than a procedural mat-
| ter. It is the daliberate undermining of {ha
authaority of avital organof the U.N. which
| its Charler says (Article 8) "shall be so
organized as to be able to function can-
tinuously™ It bears *the primary responsi-
bility” for keeping tha peace. Rula 2 of its
Rulez of Pracedure provide that “the
Prasident shall eall a meeting of the
Security Council at the requast of any
member of the Sacurity Council.”

Resolsdion 678 ever. by
s own tewmms cannotl be
irelched 1o juitily e
bind of war the .S, bas
whleathed on lrag. Nor
collective self-delence.

| p--.qfn‘.-.ﬁ—n-'h-'"-;p“'.l.a_

Defence Journal (3, 1891)

President’s role

Onee, a Prasidant refused to follow
this rule. On April, 7, 1966, the U.S. asked
Ambassador Keita of Mali, President for
tha month, to convenea mesting urgentiy,
Mare than 48 hours alapzed batween the
request and the meeating. Tha LS. rightly
pointed out that Rule 2 is mandatory and
that even if a majority of the Council
members are opposed to a mesting, it
must nevarthelass be held. The Prasident
has a discrelion "to set the time of a
meeting” but he acts as a sarvant of the
Council. Mr. Sidney D. Bailay opines in
his authoritative wark The Procedure of
the ULN. Sacurity Council that "the work
of the Council wauld be brought toa halt
if the Presidant for the month were capri-
ciously to flout the wishes of his col-
leagues.” This has now come o pass.
Algeria, Libya, Mauvritania, Morocco,

Tunisia, Sudan, Jordan and India backed
Yemen and Cuba, in their request lor a
formal, open meeting of tha Council anly
to ba stallad by the U.S. and LLK. with tha
co- operation of the Council's President

Zaire. This has happened for the first time
in the ULN. history.

Thera must ba few pracedents, if any,
for the Secretary-General's report on his
peace mission to Baghdad to be kepl se-
cret. The Times (London) of January 16
quoted the President as asking his visitor
twice to use his good offices and assuring
him that his position on Kuwait was not
“rrevarsible”. PTI's report published a waek
later quoted him as hinting at a “package
deal” and expraszsing "toncern that if the
meating wera 1o produce insufficiant re-
sults, it could be usad by thoss who wanted
to waga war against Irag”™. The Prasident
said, that itwould not ba possible in a gingle
day to find 'ready solutions’ to such a
complicated situation. Incredibly
Mr. da Cuellar daclared soon after that he
had "fost hope". President Bush struck
onlyafew hours afterthe deadline elapsed.

escape blama. He was the aggres-
sar, Precisely for tha reasons he

mentioned he should have accepted Mr. de
Cuellar's proposals. Tha diplamatic
process was abruptly ended by the U.S. 1o
unleash for its own ends a war devoid of
legitimate sanctit}_ﬂfr purpose. B

P resident Saddam Hussein cannot
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ow odd that the United States,
champion of Internationalism in

H the Gulf, should have rasisted a

new Unitad Nations Security Council
discussion of tha war. It is the same
Security Council that the American
governmeant repeatedly congraiulatad
for veting 12 condemnations of Irag,
including tha resolution authorizing &
{urnto force. Yalits debate sought by
UN membars fearing that the bombing
was taking the coalition hayond tha
basic United Mations mandata, was
received in Washington as an embar-
rassment and shoved behind closed
doors.

In fact, a gap has openad ba-
tween the consensus UN goal of frae-
Ing Kuwait and the more ambitious
American hope to undo Saddam
Huszein and neutralize lIrag's war
making capacily. And while this gap
would close if Iraq withdrew from
Kuwait, anothergap is widening, It ex-
tends not to war aims but to a peace
process. Institutionally, the United Na-
tions has nol begun consideration of a
postwar settlement, but the Bush ad-
ministration is already working on its
own broad terms. Secratary of State
James Baker invites the United Na-
tions to "encourage”, plans drawn up
by others.

It is natural and right that the United
States should be thinking of the next
staga. The reason is not simply that
Amarica has carried the burden of war
coallllon leadership. Given the range
of American interesis at stake in the
Gulf, it would be negligent not to plan
how to serve them after the war.

A series of administration state-
mants, however, has produced no
analysis of why or whether It would be
good for Americans to get outfront. The
Bush team seems simply to be figuring
that since the United States has called
the shots in war, it is entitled to call the
shots in peace. Conceivably, Georgs
Bush believes he is riding a grand wave
that will carry him, if not into history,
then at least Into a second term. One
can sniff an air of unexamined prem-
isas that speaks of national confidence
but of possible overreaching as well.

To this take-charge tendancy, the
label of “new world order" is fixed.
President Bush first applied the term to
dafine tha intarnational cooperation ha
succassfully organized to confront lragi
aggression. Mow it is becoming an
umbrella cpening over tha American
drafting of a postwar agenda. In this
way does the naw world order, a phrase
with a nice internationalist ring, become
the emblem of an American solution, a
Pax Americana as it is sometimes called.

What? Amarica is to be the arblter,
the guarantor, tha policeman of tha Guli?
Isthis whaere President Bushis headed?

Whera is the United Nations or some
combination of ralevant members? The
and of the Cold War finally rendsred the
United Nations fil for particular chal-
lenges. True, it is not practiced at plan-
ning ot agenda-setting. And the U.S,
determination to have the Unitad Na-
tions authorize fores but not itself employ
force, whila necessary in the crisis,
deprived the world body of ussful
command experiehce. But who can look

Stephen S. Rosenfeld

A Postwar Job for the United Nations

In fact, a gap has opened between the consensus UN goal of freeing Kuwait and the
more ambitious American hope to undo Saddam Hyssein and neutralize Iraq's war
making capacity. And while this gap would close if Iraq withdrew from Kuwait,
another gap is widening. It extends not to war aims but to a peace process.

with a cold eys on the convulsions
likely in the postwar Gulf and want
Washington to take first responsibility
for them? The Gulf is nol the Arab-

Israsli digpute, an izsue far readior for |

Amatican massage. The case for not
dishing off the Gulf to the United
Nations remains to be made.
A Hera things get interesting. No
soonar had Secretary Baker
(with his Moscow counterpart) pledgad
“mutual U.S —Soviet efforts to promate
Arab-lsraeli peace and regional sta-
bility" than unnamad White House of-

ficials starled murmuring In the go-it-
alone Pax Americana vein, Il

nd whara is the Soviat Union?

(r N

The Gulf is not
the Arab- Israeli
dispute, an issue far
readier for
American massage.

. ‘The case for not
dishing off the Gulf
to the
United Nations
remains to be made.

N —
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Tansformation of world power

If Ameticans de ﬁr}e national interests ioo ambitiously, they are bound to be frustrated.
The United States cannot hope, for example, to exert much control over the Internal
policies of other countries. In an age of nationalism, the United States will never have the

Joseph S. Nys, Jr.
Harvard University

resources for control over developing couniries that Great Powers had earlier.

Since the age of Athens and Spanta,
stalesmen have understood power lo
mean economic and military strangth.
Today, howsver, many international
issuas _ global debt and the green-
house effect, for example _ resist solu-
ticn by classical means. "As world
politics bacomes more complex, " politi-
cal seiantist Joseph S. Nye, Jr., writes,
“the power of all major states to achieve
their purposes seems to diminish.”

How, then, should we measure
powsr in a rapidly changing world? In
the United States, these discussions
often take the form of a debate over
America'srols in tha international order
that is emerging. Historian Paul
Kennedy and some other critics see
the new constraints on U.S. ability to
effect its policies abroad as signs of
national decline, but Nyes disagrees with
this view. For Nye, all nations, including
the United States, must learn lo pursus
their goals through new sources of
power: the manipulation of
inlerdependance, the structura of the
international system, the attraction of
shared cultural values,

Nye is a professor of government
at Harvard University and the director
of the university’'s Canter for Sclance
and International Affairs. His books in-
clude Power and Interdependance,
Nuelear Ethics, and Bound to Lead:
The Changing Mature of American
Powsr,

T hecritical issue for the Unitad States

in the 18905 is daveloping a realistic
sansa of the strengths and limits of
its powar. Polls report that half the publle
believas tha country is in decline, and that
those who belisve in decline tend to be
more profectionist and to counsel withdrawal
from what they ses as “overextended
international commitments.” But such
advice would be counterproductive in
today's world of growing interdependence:
it could bring onthe conditionitis supposed
to avart, and, if the most powerful country
fails to lead, the consequances for
international stability could be disastrous,
Throughout history, anxisty about dadline
and shifting power relations has lad fo
timez of tension and mis-calculation. Now,
when Soviet power is declining and
Japanese power is rising. mislaading
theories of Amarican decline ara not meraly
“academic”,

A number of cbservars assume that
tha emarging world can best be describad
as multipolar, and some theorisis have
argued that this flaxible shifting of alliances
associated with the classical multipolar
balance of power will be a new source of
stability in global politics. Buth the develop-
mant of a true multipolarity of five major
power centars - the United Slates, the
Soviat Union, China, Japan, and a unitad
Europe - dogs not seem likely in the near
decades.

A good asssssmant should go beyond
traditional geopolitics. If wa focustoo heav-
ily on power transitions among leading

-
states, tha hislorical analogies may causa
us to miss other changes occurring In
world polities. The end of the cantury will
be vary different from its baginning; the
real problem will be power diffusion rathar

_than hagamonic transition.

How should wa measure powar in a
changing world? Throughout the centu-
ries, statesmeanand other obsarvers have
made mistakes percelving the matric of
power. In the 18th century, those who
focused on France's population and rural
industry would have missed the rise of
Britain due to its political stability and
favorat® conditions for the industrial
revalutidh. At the turn of this century, the
Amarican writar Brooks Adams used the
control of metals and minerals as his
indax of jutura military and economic
power; he predicted the decline of Britain
andthe ascendancy of Russia and China,

In fact, as the sociologist Daniel Ball
has pointad out, atthe and of this century,
raw materials and heavy industry are less
critical indices of economic power than
arainformatlon and professional andtech-
nical sarvices. If Bell is corract, the appro-
priate indicators ol power are those re-
lated to manufaciuring and services inthe
information industries.

In tarms of traditional resources, the
United Statas is likely to retain its supsar-
powar status. But locking only at tradl-
tional power resources is the wrong way

1o approach tha question. The proof of

power is in changed behaviour, not in
resources. Power resources are impar-

Defence Journal (3, 1931)
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foct predictors of influence. Games are
not always won by the players who start
with the largest pile of chips. The critical
quastion for the future is not whethar the
United States will start the next century as
asuperpowsr withthe largest pilacf chips,
but to what extent it will be abla to control
its environment and get others to do what
it wants. Put simply, the gama is becom-
ing more complicated, with a broadar
range offésues and a wider variety of
players.

A more complex world

As world politics becomas more
complex, the power of all major states to
achieve their purposes seems 1o
diminish. To understand whal is happan-
ing to the United States, one must distin-
guish power over othar countries from
power over outcomes. The United States
still has leverage over particular coun-
trias, but far less levarage over tha more
complex system as a whola, The Unitad
States is ess well placed to attaln unilat-
erally the goals it prefars. But it s not
alone in this situation, All states must
canfront the changing nature ol world
politics.,

The end of the century
will be very different from
its beginning; the real prob-
lem will be power diffusion
rather than hegemonic
transition.

Thesa changes ara not antirely naw.
The rapid growth of private actors oparat-
ing across international borders, whether
they be large corporations or palitical
groups, was already widely obsarved in
the early 1970s. By tha late 70s, how-
evar, the Americen mood shifted. Iran's

Traditional instruments of power are rarely stfficient in dealing
with issues of transnational interdependence. New power resources
such as the capacity for effective communication and for
developing and using multilateral institutions may prove more relevant

salzure of the American embassy and the
Saviat invasion of Afghanistan seemed to
restore the role of force and the primacy of
the traditional security agenda. Ronald
Aeagan's election accentuated these trends
in tha early '80s. The U.S. defense budget
increased for five straight years, arms
controlwasdowngraded, and nuclearfotces
and deterrence aroused public anxietias.
The shifting agendaof world politics seemed
to discradit the "70s concern with interde-
pendence and to restore the traditional
emphasls on coercive military power.

Contrary to the tone of the political
rhetoric, howevet, the world of the "80s was
not a return to the world of the '50s. Public
psychology and mood shifted more than
powar resources. Intardependence in fi-
nance and trade continued to increasa
rapidly. Trade deficits andinternational dabt
put new pressures on governmants. Da-
spite tha rhetoric, the ralations between the
suparpowers did not really return 1o the
Cald War pariod. In the '80s, the United
States and the Soviet Union had far more
contact and communication, both private
and govarnmental, than ever existed in the
‘505,

In a sense, the contrast betwean the
'70's and 'B0s was merely the latest oscilla-
tion in a recurring argument belween two
main strands in Western thought about
International relations. Realism focuses on
hard power, particularly on states use of
military force to balance power in tha
intarnational system. Realism has beenthe
dominant strand; the liberal tradition has
been secondary. The liberal approach is
more concerned wilth soft-powerresources
and with the impact of socistal contacts,
economic intardependence, and interna-
tional institutions on stales.

Howaver, tha sharp disagreement

‘between the two approaches to, interna-

tional affairs is overstated, for in fact they
ars complementary. Realists tend to take
national interest for granted. Liberals no-
tice how interdependencs and international

institutions and ideas can influence the
way statas dafine their national interasts.
How states daline their national intarests
and how their interests changa have
always been a weak spot in the raalist
approach. Nor does the traditional raal st
approach pay sufficient attention ta the
way that soft powar and contacts among
sacietios ean introduca new idaas aboul
national interests. Foreign comparations
bringing new jobs, to taka a mundana
gxample, may make trade unions lass
protectionist in their attitudes.

In defanse ol the realist appraach,
however, one might say that international

politics is politics without appealtoa highar |

govarnment o seitle conflicts. In such a
realm of sali-help, force is an ultimate, if
expensiva, trump card. Statas ignore mili-
tary force and balances of power at their
peril. Sueh security dilemmas have ex-
isted since the time of Thucydides and
thay continue taday. On the other hand,
tachnology and growth have added new
elements of sconomic and ecological in-

terdepandence 1o the puzzle, Aitar all,
Thucydides never had lo worry aboul
glabal dabt, nuclear winter, or the deple-
tian of e world's ozana layer.

The appropriate resnonse to the
cherges in world politics is not to discard
the traditional wisdom of the realists and
their concern for the military balance of
powur, but 1o realize its limits and to
suppplement it with insights from the
liberal approach. For instance, in the tra-
ditional view, siates are the only signifi-
cant actors in world politics; but today
thera ara more than three timas as many
slatas as in 1945, Equally noteworthy,
nonstate aclors have increased in impor-
tance. Although they lack military power,
transnational corporations have enormous
sconomic resources. Twanty corporations
individually have annual sales greater
than the gross national product of any one
of 80 states, The issue is not whether
state or nonstate aciors are more impor-
tant—states usually are-but that more
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Realism focuses on hard |
power, particularly on states ’
use of military force to |
balance power in the inter-
national system. Healism
has been the dominant |
strand; the liberal tradition |

complex potential coalitions of actors af-
fect cutcomes in modern times,

Redefining security

As the actors in world politics ara
changing, so ara their goals. In the tradi-
tional view states give priority to military
security, but now thay must consider new
dimensions of security. Securily is basl-
cally a negative goal—the absance of a
threat o the state's survival. However,
national survival is raraly at stake, and
most people want to feal sacure about
maore than survival. In fact, most national-
security policies in today's world are
designed to ensure economic welfare,
group autenomy, and paolitical status, not
just physical survival within national
boundaries. Indeed, some sacurity poli-
cles such as nuclear deterrence increass
tha risk to physical survival in ordar to
atlain graater enjoyment of those other
valuas,

Inthatraditional view, military force is
the dominant instrument of power, but
military force has become mora costly for
modarn Graat Powers to use thanin sarlier
canturies. Othar instruments such as
cammunications; organizational, and
institutional skills have becoma more
important.

In particular, manipulation of interde-
pendence has becoms an instrument of
powar. Contrary to soms rhatorical flour-
ishas, interdependence does not mean
harmony. It simply means mutual de-
pendence and it is often unavenly bal-
anced. The less dependent or less vul-
narable party in an interdependent rela-
tionship can dariva powar from threats to
manlpulate the interdepandence. Inter-
depandenca is often diiferently balanced
fram one issue to the next, such as secu-
rity, trade, or finance, and creating and

resisting linkages between issues whare
ocne is less or more vulnerable becomes
parnt ofthe power game. States use interna-
tional Institutions to discourage or promote
such linkages: they shop for the forum that
best fits thalr interasts in defining the scope
of an |ssue.

Mot only are tha instruments of power
changing: so are the sirategies that relate
instruments togoals. Inthe traditional view,
the goal of sacurity and the instrument of
military force were linked by the strategy of
balancing power. States wishing to pre-
serve their independence from military
threat followsd a balancing strategy to limit
tha ralative power of other states, Relativa

military poweris, llke dividing a pie, a zero-.

sum game whera one sida’s gain is neces-
zarlly the othar's less. But economic and
ecalogical issues involve large elaments of
joint gain—like agreeing to bake a larger
ple. Thesa gains are achieved through
cooparation. In shor, balance of power is
riot an obsolete strategy, but it is more
limited than in earlier times in what it suc-
cessfully predicts about states’ stratagias.

Finally, traditional accounts of world
politics often rafer to the “international sys-
tem.” They assume that it is sufficient o
speak of one system with a structure that
rasults from the balancing strategies of
states. Up to a point, we can usefully speak
about bipolarity and multipolarity—but,
increasingly, different issuas in world poli-
tics hava different distributions of powar.
Military power, particularly at the nuclear
leval, remains largsly bipolar in its distribu-
tion. But, in trade, where the European
Community acts as a unit, power is multipo-
lar. The power of states varies and so does
the significance of nonstate actors in differ-
ent issues. For example, one cannot un-
derstand the politics of the international-
debtissus without considering the paowsar of
privata banks. Thus there le more diversity
in the hierarchies that characterize differ-
ent issues.

Four new trends

Thecritical problem for understanding
Amarican powar at the end of the cantury,
than, is 1o understand the changing nature
of world politics. This world is not entirely
new. Strong elemants of continuity make
concern for the traditional military instru-
mants and strategies of balance of powar a
necessary condition for a successful pol-
icy—but new elements inthe modarn world

contribute 1o the diffusion of power away
from all the Great Powers.

One significant trend Is the rise of
economic interdapandence. The chang-
Ing tachnelogies of communications and
transporiation have had a revolutionary
effect, A cantury ago, it took two weeks to
cross the Allantic; in 1927 Charles
Lindbargh did itin 33 hours; the Concorde
makes it in three: and telecommunica-
tions are instantaneous. Declining costs
of transportation and communication have
revolutionized global markets and accel-
erated the development of transnational
corporations that transfar economic activ-
ity across bordars.

World trads has grown more rapidly
than world product, Increasing its impor-
tanca inall majoreconomies. Intha United
States, trade has mora than doublad its
role in the ecoromy over the past two
decades. Changes in financial makets
are even more dramatic. International
maonetary flows are some 25 times the
world's average daily trade in goods. With
money pouring across their borders at
unprecadantad rates, the capacily of na-
tional monetary authorities to influence
their national money supplies, fo affect
their national exchange rates, or even to
suparvise theirbanking systems hasbeen
reduced to new low levels.

A second trend, the process of
modernization, urbanlzation, and in-
creased communication in developing
nations, has also diffused power from
government to private actors. One of tha
reasons that military power is mora diffi-
cult to apply in the late 20th cantury than
In earliar periods is the social awakening

In the traditional view,
military force is the domi-
nant instrument of power, but
military force has become
more costly for modern Great
Powsers to use than in earlier
centuries. Other instruments
such as commuinications, or-
ganizational, and institu-
tional skills have become
more important.
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that increased nationalism in otherwisa
poor or waak states. In the 18th cantury,
Great Powers carved oul and ruled
colonial empires with a handful of troops.
Today, incraased social mobilization
makas military intervention and extarnal
rule more costly.

Athird trand inthe ditfusion of power
reprasants a strangthening of waak states.
The spread of military technology en-
hances the capabilities of backward states.
While the superpowars have kept a large
lead in military tachnology, the forces that
many Third Warld states can deploy intha
1600s make regional intervention more
castly than it was in the "50s. In addition
more countries are acquiring sophisti-
cated weapons capabilitiss and by & re-
cant count 15 Third World nations could
be preducing their own ballistic missiles
by the year 2000. A small nuclear capabil-
ity will not maka these states contenders
for global power. In fact, it may increase
tha risks thay face if thair neighbors follow
suit or if the bombs fall into the hands of
rebel groups. It does, howavar, enhance
their regional powar and increase the
potential costs of regional intervention by
largar powars,

The fourth trand that diminishes the
ability of Great Powsrs 10 control their
snviranmant despite imprassiva traditional
power resources is the changing nature
of the issues in world politics. An increas-
ing numbar of issues do not simply pitone
state against another. The solution 1o
many lesues of transnational Intardepand-
ance will requira collective action and
cooperation among states. Such issues
includa ecological changes such as acid
rair. and global warming health
epidemics such as AIDS, illicit trade in
drugs, and control of terrarism. Thase
issues are transnational because they
have domastic roots but cross Interna-
tional borders. Whan a2 major accident
occurs, even a damestic issue like the
salety of nuclear reactars can suddanly
become a transnational issus.

While force may sometimes play a
rale, traditional instruments of pawer are
rarely sufficient In dealing with sueh -

capacity for effective communication and
for developing and using multilateral insti-
tutions may prove mara relevant. More-
over, cooparation will often ba required
{rom small wezk states that ara not fully
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sues, New power resources such as tha

capable of magaging their own domestic
drug, health, ar ecological problems. Eco-
nomic assistance and military force can
play 2 role in coping with terrorism, nuclsar
proliferation, or drugs, but tha ability of any
Graat Power o control its snvironmant and
to get what it wants is often not as great as
traditional power indicators suggest.

Power for what?

In addition, the fragmented structure
of world politics among different issuas has
made power resources lass fungible, i.e.,

Up to a point, we can
usefully speak about bi-
polarity and multipolar-

ity —but, increasingly,
different issues in world
politics fiave different
distributions of power.

loss transferable from ona issua to another.
In the 18th century, a monarch with a full
treasury could purchase infantry, which
allowad the conquest of new provinces,
which in turn could enrich the treasury—
but, for reasons we have alraady seen, the
direct use of forca for economic aggran-
dizement is generally too costly and dan-
gerous for modern Great Powaers.

Mora than in pravious times, one must
ask the question. "Power for what?" At the
same time, because world politics has only
partlychanged andthe traditional gaopeliti-
cal agenda remains relevant, soma fungi-
bility of military powar remains. The United
Statas still sarves as an ultimate guarantor
of the military security of Europe and Ja-
pan, and that protection creatas a power
rasource in the complax bargaining among
the allies.

A sacond effact of changing world poli-
tics is that power behavioris also bacoming
loss coercive, at lsast among the major
states. Imagine a spectrum of coarcive-
ness in the instruments of power, ranging
from diplomatic notes through aconomic
threats 1o military coercion. In earllar
periods, the costs of coercion ware rela-

tively low. Force was acceptable and
aconomiss were lass interdependent. But,
under currant conditions, the use of force
against small countries is more costly.

Manipulation of interdependence
under the current conditions is also more
costly. Economic interdependence usu-
ally carries some benefits in both direc-
tions, and threats to distupt the relation-
ship, if carried out, could ba very expan-
sive, For example, Japan might wish the
United States to reduce its budget deficit,
but a threat 1o refuse to buy American
treasury bonds could disrupt financial
markets and have encrmously costly et-
facts an Japan as well as on the United
Statas. Because the more threatening
and cosrcive applications of power tend
to ba more costly, the lass ‘Hreatening
types of power resources &ra becoming
more usseful,

An imporiant aspect of power iz the
ability to structure a situation so that other
countries develop praferences or define
their interests in ways consistent with
one's own. This attractive or co-optive
powaertends to atise from such resources
as cultural and ideological attraction, as
well as tha rules and institutions of inter-
national regimes.

The United States has more cooptive
power than othar countries Inthe intarna-
tional system. Institutions govarning the
intarnational economy, such as tha Inter-
national Monetary Fund and the General
Agrsemant on Tariffs and Trade, tend to
ambody the liberal free market principles
that coincide in large measura with Ameri-
can society and idsology. The Unitad
States has succeedad increating an insti-
tutionalized political framewark for world
capitalism, as well as a framework that
has parmitted the development oftransna-
fional corporations. For example, in the

4 century ago, it took two
weeks to cross the Atlantic; in
1927 Charles Lindbergh did it
in 33 hours; the Concorde maKes
it in three: and telecommunica-
tions are instantaneous.
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*70s, the United States resisted a restric-
tive UN coda for transnational corpora-
tions and instead supported a liberal code
withinthe mora sympathetic Organization
for Economic Cooparation and Develop-
ment. The United States has alsopressed
for tha liberalization of trade in services
such as banking, insurance, transporta-
tion, advertising, and consulting. It was
U.5. pressure that persuaded the OECD
countries to commit themselves to liberal-
ized transborder data flows in 1985,

Cultural resources

Multinational corporations are an-
cther source of co-optive power, Susan
Strange, In her book States and Markets,
argues that U.S. power in the world
sconomy has increased as a result of
transnational production. In part this power
arises from the fact that 40 percent of the
largest multinational corporations are
headquartarad in the United States
(compared to 16 percent in Japan}).
“Washington may have lost some of its
authority over the U.S.-based
transnationals, but their managers still
earry U.S. passports, can be subpoenaed
in U8, eourts, and in war or national
emergency would obay Washington first,”
Strange writes, "Meanwhile, the U.S.
govarnment has gained new authority
over a great many foreign corporations
operating inside the Unitad States. All of
tham are acutely awars that the U.S.
markat is the biggest prize”.

Amerlcan cultura Is also a relatively
inexpensive and useful soft-power re-
source. Obviously, many aspects of
Amaerican culture ars un-atiractive to other
peoples, and there Is always danger of
bias in evaluating cultural sources of
powar. But American popular culture em-
bodied in products and communications
has widaspread popular appeal. Soviet
teanagers wear blue jeans and seek
American recordings. Young Japansse
who have never left homa sport jackets
with the names of Amarican colleges. Of

coursa, there is an elament of triviality and
fad In popular behavior, but it s also true
that a country that stands astride popular
channels of communication has moré

opportunities to get its message across

and to affact the preferences of others.
According to UNESCO studies, the United
Statas exported seven times more telavi-

If Americans define
national interests
ambitiously, they are
bound to be frustrated.
The United States cannot

too

hope, for example, to exert

much control over the
internal policies of other

countries. In an age of

nationalism, the United
States will never have the
resources for control over
developing cuntries that
Great Powers had ear-
lier.

el

sian shows than the next country (Britain),
and had the only global netwark for film
distribution. As Strange has put it,

The American language has become
tha lingua franca of the global econ-
omy and of transnational social and
professional groups.... American uni-
versities {have] come to dominate
learning and the major professions

An important aspect of power is the ability to structure a situation so that
other countries develop preferences or define thelr interests in ways consistent with
one's own. This power tends to arise from cultural and ideclogical attraction,
as well as the rules and institutions of international regimes.

not only because they have num-
bers and resources of libraries and
financa, but also bacause their work
is eonductad in English. By compari-
son with this predeminance n the
knowledge structure, any loss of
American capability in industrial
manufacturing istrivial and unimpar-
tant.

Adapting to change

The ethnic openness of American
culture and the political appeal of the
values of democracy and human rights
also provide a source of international
influance which soms European nations
have to a degres, but which the commu-
nist countries have largely lost. Com-
pared to Japan and Europs, America’s
relative’ openness 1o immigrants is a
source of strength. As the European
scholar Rali Dahrendorf says, "It seems
to me relevant that millions of people all
over the world would wish to live in the
Unitad States and that indeed people are
preparad to risk their lives in order 1o gat
thers.”

A third effect of changing interna-
tional politics on the nature of power is
that lass tangible resources are becming
more important, Power is passing lo the
“Information-rich” instead of the "capital-
rich.*Indaed, it isinformationthatunlocks
the door giving access to credit, not the
mera possession and accumulation of
capital. Information is becoming pla ntiful,
but the flexibility to act first on new infor-
mation remains a scarce skill. Product
cyclas are shortening and technology is
moving loward lotally flaxible preduction
systems, inwhichthe craft-aratradition of
custom-tailoring of preducts will be incor-
porated in modern manufactuting plants.
Japan has besn particularly adept at
pioneering such flexible manufacturing
processes.

Timaly response 1o information is
not anly imporant to manufacturing lead-
ership, it is also important in critical serv-
ices such asfinance, insurancs, andtrans-
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portation. Markats in past centurias have
always baan determined by the limits of
transportation and communications con-
nacting buyers and sellers. In the past,
such limits were measured In weeks or
days, but the new means of communica-
tion allow information an market trands to
be immediately accessible to buyers and
| sellars worldwide.

Another intangible aspect of power
arises in the context of inter-dependenca.
For instance, the "power of the debior®
has long been known. Iif you owe a bank
$ 10,000, the bank has powar ovar you,
but if you owe $ 10,000,000, you have
powar over the bank. If a relaticnship is
bensficial to both parties, the possibility
that the weakerside might collapse under
pressure limils the power of the
ostensibly stronger pariner. That is the
"power of the weal® Intardependence
createsapowersiluation poorly described
by the overt distribution of ecanemic re-
sources. Developing countries that can-
not prevent dastruction of their farests will
affect the global climate, for instance. Yet
the very weakness of those states will
diminishthe powertoinfluence them which
the Unitad States would expect from its
SUPErior rasources.

Afinal szpact of power in the currant
contextis not naw, buttakes on adifierant
significance. Thera |s almost always a
gap betwean a country's potantial power

as measured by its resources, and ils ac-
tual or realized power as maasurad by tha
changed behavior of othars and the extant
to which others shara its prefarences. Not
all potantial power can be elfectively mobi-
lized and converted to realized powar. Far
example, before 1914. Russia's patantial
power was decidely greater than its real-
ized power becayse of the weaknass of its
physical infrastructure and ths inefficiency
of its political system.

Some countries are more efficient at
power conversion than others. Inthe United
States, the political system promotas free-
dom rather than efficiency; but, in the cur-
rent information-based  economywith its
raduction of time 1o react, Amearican Ineffi-
ciencies in power conversion may become
very expensive. Domastic changes such
as improved education and less hierachical
corporations will be needaed to improve
Amaearica's ability to mobilize its power re-
sources. Otharwise, the gap between the
American preponderance inTesources and
the United States' ability to achieve its
purposes will continua to grow and frus-
trate.

Theare ara several things the Unitad
States can doto enhance the prospects for
achieving its purposes under the condition
of interdependance and power diffusion.
Ona is to be modast in the choice of pur-
poses. If Americans define national intar-
ests too ambitiously, they are bound to be
frustrated. The United States cannot hopa,

for example, 1o exert much control over
tha internal policles of other cauntries. In
an age of nationalism, the United States
will never have tha resources for contiol
over davsloping euntrias that Great Pow-
ars had sarliar,

Second, the Unitad States will have
to invest more heavily than it has in the
recent past in the soft-power resources
that help to provide co-optive behavioral
power. On the cne hand, this means a
greatar investment ininternational institu-
tions. On the othar, it means domaestic
reforms that enhance the openness and
attractiveness of American political cul-
ture. This means social parfarmance more
in accord with professed Amaerican idaals,
somathing more easily urged than ac-
complished,

end ofthe century is notone of decline

or replacemeant by a new hagemon. it
is a problem of adapting to the changing
nalure of powaer in world politics. Only if
the United States understands the naturs
of this siluation corractly will it be able to
exercisethe necessary international lead-
ership as the world enters the new cen-
tury. |

I n sum, the American problem at the
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he background to the Gulf war
needs to ba examined simply in

I tarms of tha specific quarrel ba-

tween Iraq and Kuwait. The history of the
Irag-Kuwait disputes has soma bearing,
of courss. But from an international point
| of view thal is now a minor detail. Which-
avar way it is seitled is unlikely to affect
the global or regional balancas of power.
Tha outside world has |arger interast in
tha political cutcome of the war. For, it
would influence the regional and wider
internationsl ralationships. Ons cannot
dobettérthan to look at the political bagk-
ground.

The Reglonal Picture

Davalopments prior to the 1990 cri-
sis in the Iragi-Kuwaiti relations are
dominated by two major events in the
ragian:there wastha aight-year-long Iraq
and lran war thal came to an end in
August 1988; and secondly, the outbreak
of Intefada among the Palestinians inthe
Israsli-occupiad areas of West Bank and
Gaza Strip. The latter is, miraculously,
still continuing. These two factars, taken
together, make il plain that the situation
In the whole of what is West Asia cannot
continue as it is without somathing giving
way; it is an inharently unstable
situatien. A third elementin the situation
can also be noted: the American- spon-
sored peace process, initiated in 1978,
had run inte sand. This was largely
because Israel was totally unwilling to
make any concession whataver,
| No matter what assurances and
' undarstandings had besn given by tha
US to varicus moderate and pro-
Waestern Arab regimes, none of them
looked like being implemented, Tha
rajor stumbling black was Israsli cbdu-
racy and the inability or unwillingness of
the US to compal Israsl to go along evan
with the moderate proposals that tha US
itsalf mads from time lo time. (That the
Israelis alsc advanced a peace plan of

—

theirown and later all but killed it is a minor
detail that need not detain us). The major
factof an unstable stalemate intha region,
insofar as Arab-lsrasldispute s concemed,
cannot be gainzald while in the Gulf
sub-region, the fundamentally inconcju-
sive war had laft Irag and Iran in a strange
eondition.

Tha war came to an end, whan it did
because the Iraniane had no means 1o
counter the chemical weapons that lragis
had usad, although Iranlans had withstood
the supariority of Iragi armour and having
na air covar of their own, warth tha namae,
The economic ravages of the war for Iran

The American [ead in
technology and productivity
has been eroded; that lead is
now held by fJapan and
Germany and to an extent by
other West ‘European
courtries,

were fartoo sarious mora so becausaof its
diplomatic and political isolation: lts il
expoits had suffered drastic diminution
and it could buy modsrn armour from
nowhera on any signilicant scala. Irag, on
the other hand, could rely upen plentiful
supply from all wastern countriss.
Resources were no consideration for it.
Saudi Arabia, Kuwait and UAE wera bank-
rolling at without stint.

Thus Iraq was abls to maka good all
its lossas of military hardware, especlally
heavy armour of all kinds including tha
best aircrafts of eastern and Western tach-
nolegy. Thus, except for the incalculable
factor of tha froops morale and  their

M. B Nagvi

Beyond the Gulf War

possible war weariness, Iragl war ma-
chine was, or should have baen, in"gaya'
One eondition by  the time Kuwait crisis
exploded. The inherent limitations of
size, resources and manpower, of course,
remained. Militarily, Iraq overshad-
owed every one in the Gulf sub-region,
(Iran, in any day-to-day sensa, did
not towar over othars these days but its
resources and potential make it a poten-
tial great power).

Tha regional picturs will not ba com-
pieta unless two other factors are men-
tionad: First, military strangth of Israsl
has been malntained as a mini-super
powar of the area largely with tha help of
the US and othar wastarn powers. Sec-
ondly, US diplomacy has succeeded in
dividing the Arab world into two virtually
iraconcilaable halves &f a large number
of slates with moderate pro-wesierm
regimeas and the maore radical states that
were, and to an extent still are, ready to
do something to upset the status gquo
{mainly to redress the Palestinians®
grievances). Tha reason for befriending
the gil-rich Gulf Shaikdoms and keeping
them in a pro-westarn alignmant served
the western purposgs: it helpad to
tecycle petrol incomes of these states
through absurd arm deals wharae billians
of Arab money was transferred to
wastarn countries and all of it starvad the
mora radically-inclined Arab states of
cash resources to implement thair pro-
Palastinian, or rathar anti-lsraeli, designs.
In fact, keaping the Arabs divided has
baan a major aim of wastarn diplomacy
evel since the establishment of Israsl in
1948,

International Developments

The Gulf war would not make any
sense unless major international
davelapmants are keptin view. The most
dramatic one was the series of revolu-
tions In eastern Europa in 1988, |t has
bean the climax of a long procass
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iniliated by the Russian leadar; Mr. Mikhall
Gorbachev with his glasnost and
perestroika programmes in 1 ggs, By 1889
things had gonesofar asto have knocked
out tha Soviat Union as a major playar of
realpolitk, indeed as a superpowst. The
communist regimes wers cver-thrown
and the Warsaw Pact collapsed. Sovist
Unlon, with a strange alactity, agreed to
withdraw its Red Army from all of eastarn
Europe. Strangest of &ll, it agread 1o the
waeslern takeover of East Germany and
aventually withdrawal of 360,000 troops
fram there. This meant several things:
eudden craation of a unipolar warld and,
inside Europe, Russian willingness 1o
cauntenance the emergence of a new
potantial power-centre of united
Garmany.

By the time the crisis in the Gulf
compelled world attention, Europa was
witnessing dramatic developments-dra-
matic not in terms of isolatad spectaclas
but the steady growth of west-European
integration had resulted in the notional
emargence of a new potential super-
power (Eurapean community) EC.

Tha climactic developments took
place in 1990, In fact a date can be put.
The 35-nation Summit in Paris on
Movember 18—21, 1990, was meant lo
be a grand spectacle. It was the hour of
crowning glory of the Helsinki Process. It
was the Summit Conference on Security
and Cooperationin Europe at which laad-
ars of both the Atlantic alliance and
Warsaw Pact agreed formally 1o declara

- an end of the 44-year old global cold war
betwsen tha socalled east and west. A
European Charter was also signed,
amphasising that henceforth people of
Europe shall respect human rights in a
way with institutions through which all
problems and disputes shall be resolved
peacefully and democratically. Earliertne
West Europeans had set themselves the
goals of economic and monetary union,
on the ona hand, and the creation of a
true single market throughout EC, onthe
other. There were also some other brave
declarations and soma agreamant on
proceading to create eventually & united
states of Europe comprising mainly the
EC states and conceptually open to all of
Europe. In this idyllic picture thera was
also a conundrum: suddenly the pros-
pect of a united Germany in tha middle of
Europe arose in the summer of 1889,

fnitially it upsst most Europeans. But
quickly, the most of the EC mambars
overcame tha shock and came up withthe
goal of even tighter Europaan unity with
the naw united Germany fuily intagrated
into it. The French should be given cradit
for this bold concept, though the British de-
mutred. The latter thought that a united
Garmany in the new unifiad Eurcpa would
ba the ptoverblal eamel in the tent. Sinca
the autumn of 1989, West Europeans are
belng pulled in opposite directions: the
British, discreetly but strongly supporied
by the US, want to keep European
integration to about what has baen
achisved already- perhaps a little more
may be added to it. The cther side com-
prises mainly France and Germany who
want a proper European integration aven
in political matters. There ara nuances of

the balance of payments,reinforced by
equally huge deficits inthe nationalbudgat
and on the exiemnat irade account. The
American lead in technology and pro-
ductivity has bsan eroded; that lead is
now held by Japan and Germany anc 1o
an extent by other West European coun-
trias. The relationship among the three
major economic powar centres, viz. US,
EC and Japan, has been less than

{riendly. It is optional 1o consider it fre- |

quently tension- riddan or being at hg
stage where major trade wars can be
witnessed.

The international menetary system
has been in turmeil for almost two
dacadas. There are no fixed exchange
rates any longer. The world aconomy is

clearly lopsided: a very larga number of |

states are walghed down by huge debts

_..it is already being said that the war
had been fought in order to promote Israeli
interests and to make it supreme in
region. Which is why the US is being
expected to by some move against Iran and
even Pakistan as the longer-term and pos-
sible threats to Israeli supremacy.

the

B s R

T e e L

T T st vt ot o o e

differancas also. The French wish to kaep
the European integration confined mainly
to westam hall of the continent, including
all of Germany, while the Germans are
preparad to concslve a true continent-
wida European integration-mainly to allay
the fears of German domination that are
found in all pags of Europe. This concept

.of European integration is an important

component of the background in which the
Gulf war needs to be sean.

Economlc Backdrop

In the purely economic sphera, the
world has been for sama time a multipolar
one. It has sean tha decline of the Ameri-
can superpower in financial and &conomic
tarms and the emergence of Germany
and Japan as two potential gcanomic
superpowars. In the case of US, tha tran-
sition from being the world's biggast
craditor to the world's biggest deblor has
been as spectacular as it was rapid. This
involvad mora than merely large deficits in

that cannot be repaid in any meang ingful
future; indead the process is towards in-
creasing these mountainous debts. A
faw states are chalking up surpluses,
among these Germany and to an extent
a few other EC members on the ona
side, and Japan, on the other. That the
process of incurring debts can, in nearly
all cases, be correlated with the militari-
sation programmes (including chiafly the
US}is an interesting conclusion. Butthis
aspactis notrelevant hers, exceptto say
that the militarisation programmes are
an important means for the transfer of
wealth between devaloped and under-
davelopsd nations, the US case being a
special ona whare a quantum jump has
hgan made from a quantitative to
qualitativa change. Tha point to note s
tha lotal unstability in the world trade and
this Is matchad by a virtual absence ol
monetary system. The years 1989 and
1980 were marked by a greal deal of
Ilwill batween tha US, on the one hand,
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and Japan and European Community,
on the other. The trade quarrel over
subsidized exports and services had bean
worsening all the time until the end of the
year 1990 when in a grand ill-tempered
finala of the collapse of Uraguay round of
GATT negotiations on December 8, 1950.
What happens next is any one's guess.
The drift of avants is towards more or
lass Uninhibited trade wars, though
afforts are still continuing to rescuetrade
teiks and preventing all-out trade
rivairies. The point navertheless remains
that the world is polsed on the brink of
1990's-like trade wars in which the US
would be pitted against its erstwhile po-
litical allies in Europe and Japan.

Also relevant ara several other
sympioms that have made people dust
off old studies of the 1930's period:
old,easy optimismof 1950s or even 1960s
had dissipated completely during the
turbulent 1880s, with the persistant
failure of most western economies 1o
maintain anything like full employment.
Indeed, & persistant, almost malignant,

tachniques of arresting the damage at
much taxpayer's expense have been
employed o save the system from coliaps-
ing; these techniguesof using public funds
to save prvate ‘ortunes could not be visu-
alisad in 1928

Other symptoms too have been

troubling, only their mpact in the immedi-

ate postwar paricd, with its welfars state,
was less. That |s changing now. Trade
cycles, the boom-bust altemations, never
disappeared. Only, the recassion of sarly
1980s, mainly because of its special fea-
tures, reminded a lotof people that no fun-
dameantal change has taken place since
the 1930s. Mow again, the forsign
exchange, commaodity, futures and stock
markets have moved from fluctuations to
heavy turmoil. No doubt, US administra-
tion has been lately pooh poohing the
mounting fears that the US economy ison
the brink (winter of 1820-81) of a truly big
recesszion that may actually becoms the
first major postwar slump. Most other
gconomies are expected 1o follow with
variable rates of recession. The basic

..there-appears to be absolutely no evidence that the
Israelies are in any mood to make such a radical com-
pensation as to concede a state to Palestinians on the
West Bank and Gaza —or even to surrender Golan

Heights to Syria.

substratum of a reserve of unemployed
has been a featura of almost all
economias more in distinclly-declining
ones like tha US and UK and less in more
thrusting ones like Germany, Japan and
even the magic economies of Scan-
danavian countrias. The old cursa of per-
manentunemployment has returned. and
with it has returned poverty. A substra-
tum of real poverty inthe US, reachesup
to 20 per cent, and in Britain it is even
higher. The phenomenon is growing and-
has made s appearance in saveral
European (OECD) eouniries.

Westarn world recaived a savara jolt
on that "Black Monday” in the autumn of
1987: stock markets in all the major
capitalist countrles spectacularly
crashed, a la 1929. There have bean
several such crashes since. Only, new

cause of the loss of confidence is political
in natura: with the end of cold war and the
prospect of big arms—cutting agreaments,
the prospects of what is called ‘peace
dividend" has unnervad powerful lobbies
in the west. The whole gamut of armamant
industry and services that flourish around
it are jittery and active to find ways of
continuing high defence spendings. The
consaquences of American economic
developmeant during the last 45 years are
also responsible: rates of savings have
steadily declined, and consumption
preferance has equally steadily increased.
The engines of growth have considerably
slowed down. The percaption of American
dapendenca on the inflow of foraign
cradits — and the regquiramant of facilitai-
ing it with higher interest rates — has
sapped busines confidence and visions

of America becoming a second-rate,
debi-ridden powerstruggling behind mare
successful Europe and Japan have
disturbedtha Anglo-Amarican leadership.
The Gulf war may be, In days to come,
sean as the first expression of a new
stratagy by the troubled govenmants to
shora up their sagging (leadership) roles
and econamies,

If wa kaap these several considera-
tionsinviaw, they may help usininferring
the American design. Some explanation
is needed to account for two radically
diffarant responses to lragi dictator's
aggression: when he invaded lran in
September 1980, the Americans
appeared to applaud. No rabuka from
them could ba heard. Instead, Iraq was
afforded every help in procuring the
sinews of war. The fact that Saudi
Arablan and Kuwaiti rulers massively
pbankrollad Saddam Hussein's war
against Iran has to be attributed to an
American decision rather than theirown.
Thesa rulers are not known to open the
strings of thair purses without a prodding
trom America. All the friends of America
in the western allianca vied with one
anotherto supply the latest technology to
Saddam Hussein despite the fact that he
was, simultaneously, being supplied by
America’s chief adversary, the Soviet
Unien an a big scale. Perhaps for them
cash naxus was supreme.

This needs o be compared with
what was the US response after August
2, 1990, Cne cannot go 1o the extent of
saying that Saddam Hussaein was in fact
encouraged to attack Kuwail, though
many think so. The svidence is too
sketchy and inconclusive. But itis enough
to create strong suspicions about the
Amarican wishas. It cartainly had ampls
knowledge of what was cooking. It
certainly did not move fo prevant
Saddam Hussein through warnings.
Aather the contrary. That is where one
has to stop until more is known about the
LIS ambassador's ambiguous responss
to Mr. Saddam Husssin's more or lass
clear expressions of his intentions.
Howaver, the fact is that America sud-
denly cried foul and moved heaven and
earth to assembls a grand coalition
against Iraq has a significance that few
can miss—more so when it s remam-
bered how the US acted in 1980.
Howaver, the UN was pressed into
service, Howthe Soviet and French vates

=
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in the UN Sscurity Council were mus-
tered and how the Chinese wera per-
suaded not to vota against remains a
murky detail. The rast is recant history.
Feople cannol help wondering at the
difterences of Amarican approach o two
aggressions by the same aggressor. What
iz diffarent?

Itis easy to conceda that the Ameri-
cans had no Jove lost where Iran was
concerned. But did the Americans have
to ba so naive simply bacauss the
Iranians were being difficult with them?
After all it was a case of unprovoked
aggrassion. In the casa of Kuwait, it s
also easy 1o concadathat Kuwaitl regime
was saan asgood one lortha Amaericans
and the wast. But did the attractivensass
of the Sabah family go so far as to avoke
sa sharply diffarent response from
America—in fact to the point whera the
rasources of antire west have ben pitted
aginst Iraq. The good practitioners of
raalpoiitik that the Americans are could
not have moved so fast and so far simply
because of the theoritical inexcusibility
of Iragi aggression. Cne would like to
search for hard geopalitical or other long-
term interests of the US and the west in
cauntering Irag, Thusit hasto be seanas
America’s war against a maverick

| dictaler being waged for America’s and

or westarn long-term purposes, as
indeed it s widely saen. There is no
contradiction in mentioning the ecahomic
and trade rivalries within the west and a
coalition against lrag for possibla
common wastarn intarests.

Political Consequences

The first outcoma of tha war stands
out. It is the destruction of economic and
military infrastructure of Iraq. Indeed the
guestion is whether Iraq as a political en-
tity would survive. Among the current un-
carainties while the war lasled, but
greatest was the possibility of its spraad-
ing: who alse would be drawn in 7 Iragis
themselvas had been anxious that lsrasl
should be drawn inta tha conflict for which
purpose it had baen throwing Scuds mis-
siles on it. The American stratagy has
succassfully held the lragi hand off
Israel. Thare |s much speculation about
what behind-the-scenes understandings
have been exchanged among the anti-
Iraqi coalition membars, Speculation is
rifa that Turkish intentions, depending
upon the naturse of circumstances of war,

might include a ground offensive by
Turkish army against northern parts of Irag
that are also wil-rich.

For claar demographic riasons —
there are malnly Kurdish areas inthe north-
east of rag adjacent to the Kurdish areas
of Turkey itself, while there are Turkish—
spesking people in northarn Irag whem
the Turks call Turkomans — a temporary
cccupation of nonthern Iraq by Turkish
army could easily become a prelude to the
eventual annexation of those areas. More
so if, In the process of Irag's military col-
lapse, assedion of local personalities
alarmed other neighbours and which felt
compelied to intervene for their own secu-
rity ends. If any such situation developed,
it is speculated, that both Sgria and lran
would also fesl compelled to intarvene.
For the present, thare are loud disclaimers
from Washington, Ankara, Damascus and
Tehran that lraqg's territorial integrity and
its sovereignty are not inlended to ba
brought under rquestion. But mere
disclaimers at this stage are not

a new Gulf security scheme that would,
unavoidably, revolve round Amarica and
would be under-written by the US.
Whether eflorts would finally succeed is |
an open question. The most malleable |
material in American hands would ba the
oil-rich Sheikhdoms of the Gulf. The |
earlier Gulf sacurity scheme, Gulf
Cocperation Council (GCC), would sursly
be revamped and incorporatad into the
new American — sponsoted security sys-
tem.

I
of Amarican wishes. Thara isboundtaobs
i

The most interesting point being
discussed avidly all round the globe
concarns lran. Whare |s ils neutrality
headed? Clearly, Tehranis in no moodto
play second fiddle to sither Turkay that
has its own schemes of coopsration for
the region or, even less, to a confused
Izlamabad that toys with the idea of a
loosely- thought-out  Strategic |
Concensus. Contrary to impressions, Ira-
nian decision-making s much less
romantic than many others think. Alraady

econaomies,

The Gulf war may be, in r:lcn.T'S To come,
seen as The 'Fh-sr expression crf a pew
SE"""‘IE‘BT b‘l' the troubled 9m-cnmcnfs To shore
up their sn:jrjinﬂ ﬂ..r:ndcrshl}j} roles and

censidered an adequate guarnates, as is
shown by the hypaer-activity of Iranlan di-
plomacy: out of all Irag's naighbours, the
most apprahansive appearsto ba Tahran,
Dire consequences for lragi sovarsignty
and integrity can still come to pass despite
initial good intentions of its neighbours.
Vicissitudes of a war are always unpre—
dictable and the change in judgements
and intantions of combatants is a wall
known phenomanas.

New Conflgurations

Severalotherconsequencesof arala-
tively long war can be salely pradicted
from the viewpoint of realpolitik, itis safeto
eonclude that America would emerge as
even stronger, if it is possible. Much of
palitical re-drawing of maps that may
follow the war would camry the imprimatur

many weslarn Arabists in the west have
been struck by certzin tendencies in
latter-day Iran: it might not take very long
for a tacit orinformal understanding over
the Gulf Security Scheme batween
Tehran and Washington.

Along with Israel, Iran would ba the
main beneficiary of the elimination of Irag
as a local power centre. Iran caerainly
lzoms large today. It is possibla to hold
that for strictly ideological reasons and
the momentum of past hatreds. lran might
yet refuse to countaenance any coopara-
tion with the US. Most Iranian hardliners
are sure o press for Iran striking out an
its own and continue to favour the and of
Amerlcan military domination of the area.
It is impossible to say which of the two
schools in Tehran will finally win. Tha
powar siruggles there are hitherto incon-
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clusive. Much will depend on what
transpires Inthe domestic politicz of Iran.

What can be said with somewhat
greater certainty is that if Ankara and
lslamabad are counting on Iran joining
up in their pet schamas without demur,

they ars mistaken. Chances of lran
asserting its prominence and presarving
its non—aligned character vis-a-vis the
triumphant wast (enjoying the rather in-
coherent bult full support from the
surviving Sheikhs, whether or nol local
people like it) are fairly high. But they
depand onthe substantive survivalof the
hardliners in lran who can be expsected
volubly to go on hoping for popular revo-
lutions in the Sheikhdoms.

For the US, one legacy of the war
‘would ba to live down its image of the
greatest violator of Arab powsr and
honout. Trail of bittarness that tha war
would leave can surely be imagined, |
would be amootpoint astowho wauld be

“the greater enemy of Arabs between
lsraal and the US. The traditional pro-

1“wast regimes in the Gulf would bacome

far more isolated in their own territories.
Their pelitical ricketiness would become
even more palpable. Much Amarican
ingenuity would be needed to preserve
them against the wrath of their own
people. But this would be nothing com-
pared to the larger problems'that Amer-
ica would face.

The bipgest , as ever, would ba the
Palastinian problem. this 73- year-old
problem would again stare the American
policy-makers in the face. On any view, it
is already being said that the war had
been fought in order to promota |sraall
interests and to make it suprama in tha
region. Which is why the US is baing
expectad by some to move against ran
and .even Pakistan as tha longer-term
and possible threats to lsrasli supram-
acy. ‘No doubt western behaviour is
ambiguous at best; several explanations
ara possible, But soma do take this view-
sharad! incidentally by General Mirza
Aslam Beg. But few Arabs and Paki-
stanis doubt it. Thare is the smargent
factor of the western alarm and disliks of
what is called |slamic fundamentalism
which may effectively jecpardise all
westarn security schemas. One of the
major beneficiarlas of the war would be
political schemes that are generically
placed under |abel of fundamentalism.

This would be the joKer in the pack.
Whatever the positive content of thesa
schames, there would be powertul {local)
sentiments against the west, Tha Amari-
cans are already worried about the threat
of Arab or even lslamic terrorism against
weastarn targets.

Another cenclusion that can be drawn
isthat despite all the unchallengeable mili-
tary power and political Influence of Amer-
lca, as a rasult of the war, stability in not
meraly the Gulf but throughout wastsrn
Asia would remain an aspiration rather
than a reality. The anti—western feslings
as such, Islarhic and other radical
nationalist movements and the genaral
rastivenass of the population all point in
tha direction of instability. The contest be-
tweaen the designs of major westarn pow-
ars to impose an order of their choice for
making the region stable would be coun-
tered by the growth of all manner of rebal-
lious and radical popular movemeants,
Doubtless the Americans would be as good
as thair word in the matter of calling a2 UN
Conference on what thay call Middle East.

But that begs the quaestion: can lsraal ba |

parsuaded to vacate West Bank areas,
Gazastrip and Golan Heights? What isthe
usaof a UN Conference if Israel refusesto
cooperate or even attend? Depending upon
the vicissitudes of the war, it looks quite
likely that the Israeli leadership, helped by
many in Amarica and elsawhere, would try
to fob off the Palestinians with the gift of
Jordan and call it Palastine after expalling
them from Gaza and West Bank areas.
Tha latest appointment to Mr. Shamit's
Cabinat in Israsl is a straw in the wind. In
any case, there appears to be absolutely
no evidence that the lsraelies are in any
mood to make such a radical compensa-
tlon as to concede a state to Palastinians
on the West Bank and Gaza or evean to
surrender Golan Heights to Syria. And if
lsrasl cannot be made to disgorge these
ill-gotten gains of war, hoping for stability
in the whole region would be futila. A
power advantage in the military balanca of
power cannot confer all the pelitical
advantages that can accrue from
sagacious statesmenship that among
victors knows when and whera o yisld.

»

may have to ambark on a naw and more
vigorous varsion of colonialism or.neo-co-

Amaericans, in company with Israsl
and othe formar celonial powers,

assimistsforasea a pariod in which

lonialism properly so called. The basis of
this Is that military defeat alone may not
break tha spirit of the Arab peoplas. lfthe
strongly rebellious and radical move-
ments would sprout (as indeed somae of
these have already in Irag) throughout
the Arab countries, espacially west Asla
and the Gulf regions, the only way to
preservathe gains of the war against Iraq
would be through heavy-handed
suppression in which increasingly the
security troops of foreigners would have
to be used because local security forces
may bacome progressivaly more unreli-
able, Thosa who find tha outlock to be
cheerful appear to be few. B

One of the major
beneficiaries of the
war would be
political schemes that
are generically placed
under label of
fundhménmffsm

This would be the

joker in the pack.
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[ Such odd variations of tense as may be
noficed through this arlicle are aftributable
only to the period preceding the end of tha Gulf
war, in which it was written. We apologise for
any inconvanience thus causad to our
raaders. |

—Editar, Defence Journal
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Robert Gates

The New World Order

Collectlve burdan-sharing end the ool-
lectlve mcceptance of responsibliity
regerding war In the Gulf has helped
ta creais the loundation for a new
world order, a high-ranking U.S offi-
clel seld February 2,

Fobert Gales, assistant 1o the prasi-
dent and depuly for national security
affalrs, sald In an interview on the
“Amerlcan Interaste® -television pro-
gram that the Inlernational sommu-
nity has also been encouraged with
tha opportunily 1o use tha Unllad
Natlons theway in which it was meanl
1o be used.

The “automatic Easl-Wesl conflict”
which used to sppear whenever there
was an aggresslon or a problem In the
world “has really diseppeared,” and
that Is another sign of optimlsm, ha
sald.

“It means & Il to Amerlcans that tha
Soviet Unlon Is cooperating with the
Unlied States In trylng to deal with this

lraq aggression,” Gates sald,

Gatas was interviewed by program
host Morton Kondrackae. Follewing is the
transeript of the T.V. interview:

Question: Wslcome to American
interasts. I'm Morton Kendracka.

Mr. Gatas, thanks very much for being
with us. Before we get into the post-war
arrangements in the Middla East, let ma
ask you about how this war might end.
How do you see it coneluding?

Answer: | think it concludes simply
and that is by the withdrawal of the lraqgi
forces from Kuwait and the restoration of
the Kuwaili government to their country.

Q: If they getout, if— will we keepon
any kind of arms embargo, assuming that
Saddam Hussain is still in power?

A: Wall, | think that a post-war
situation develops, frankly, ordepends on

how tha war itself develops, One of the
possible uses of sanctions, for example,
may have to do with the question of com-
pensation. These oil spills aredeing terrible
damage. This— or environmental terror-
lsm. And so one possibility would be that- -
that =ome of the sanctions may be kept on
until questions of compensation are dealt
with, until decisions are madae on whather
thera might be war crimes, activities. It may
have to do with what happens o prisoners
of war. In other words, there are 2 number
of uncertaintios about how tha remainder of
the war will go that | think makes it prudent
to wait until after it's concluded bafore de-
ciding what staps to take with respect io—

Q: But on the basis of his behavior
right now, do you think that Saddam Hussein
ought to ba put up for trial on war crimes
charges?

A: Well, | think that it's an alternative
that we ought to keep available to us.

I think that it is the col-
lective burden-sharing, the
collective acceptance of
responsibility togetherwith
the opportunity to use the
UL N. that creates the foun-
dations for this new world
order.

| — no dscisions have been made. It's
something that the coalition would have to
addraess. But | would say that everybody's
keaping track of his bahavior.

Q: If he were to say, “I'm pulling out of
Kuwait,” and began significant movemenis,

would we agree to a caasefire then to let
him get out?

A:Wall, | think he knows what he has
to do to bring about a haltin the hostilities
and that's to get his army out of Kuwait.
And that —that's really the primary con-
sideration.

Q: Okay. Let's go io the post-war era
which you'ra involvad in game planning.
Can you tall us what your assumptions
are for each of the big countries involved
in this? For example, Saudi Arabia. |
mean, is it your notion that there would be
a Saudi-Egyptian axis that would emerge
from this conflictthat would be the basis of
security in the future?

A: Wall, let ma approach it in this
way. We hava known from the begin-
ning—beginning on August 2ndthat when
this crisls was concluded, the chess board
in the Middla East would lock different
than it did at tha beginning of the crisis or
before the invaslon of Kuwait.

Wa'ra not — wa're still not quite car-
tain exactly how that chess board wil
look. What wa have been looking at are
really some ideas of our own in terms of
security structures, in terms of arrange-
ments that might ba made in the political,
sconomic arenas, and so on, thal would
lead to a situation that would produce an
enduring peace and perhaps an overall
lessaning of tensions in the region. This
Includes soms thoughts on arms control
and so on. Butthisis not something where
we ate going to just by fiat sont of lay
something on the table and say thisis the
way it's going to be. We have some

‘thoughts. Wa have some ideas. Wa're

still developing them. We've been
working on soma for quite a whils. Butit's
somathing that we're going 1o hava to
consult with our coalition partners about
and it's something that | think all of us
together will begin to develop as the war
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proceeds and as it concludes.

Q: Well, lst me ask you about the bad
guys inthis, than. What aboutthe P.L.O.,
which sided with Saddam Hussain? Are
they writtan out now of any post-warpeace
procass?

A: Well | think that it's really prema-
ture to write anybody in or aut of the post-
war peace process, Clearly, people are
not going to forget who lined up on what
side of tha issue when it came to quastion
of the Iragi aggression. By the sama to-
ken, | think wa learned after both World
War | and World war I that to exclude
people arto dacide that we're not going to
deal with one or another group is —
perhaps sows the seesds for fulure con-
flict. That — so I'm really ducking your
question, because | think wa don't know
the answer to that yet. But clearly the fact
that the P.L.O. came out on the side of
Saddam Hussein's agression the way it
did is not going to help their — thelr
reputation with anybody involved in this
procass,

Q: All right. Let me ask you about
Iran. It ssams that some sort of deal had
to be made in order for all these planes of
Saddam Hussein's to fly off and be —gat
sanctuaty in Iran tillthe end of the war. Do
you have any idea what's going on here?

A:Wall, we don't have any particular
evidence of deals that may ar may not
have been struck— that have any real
credibility, | should say. It.does appaar
that in certain respacts the lranians ware
surprised by some aspecis of this. Every-
thing that we've haard from tha Iranians,
both publicly and indirectly privately,
suggests that they are, in fact, going to
impound thesa aircraft and that thay will
ba kept an the ground until the end of the
war.

Q: Aran'tzome ol the transponta flying
back and forth?

A: Not that I'm aware of.

Q: So the reports to that effect you
can't confirm?

A:Ho-

Q: Okay. If there is a sanctuary
arrangemant of some sof. doesn't this
sort of undsrcut what the President has
gaid about no more Vietnams? | mean, i
ha can transfer part of his air force either

to have itfly later or at least save it after the
waris over, isn't he —isn't Iran cooperating
with him in continuing his opportunity to be
a menaca?

A: lf a significant portion of his first-line
fighter intercepters are sidelined during
this war in Iran and thay ara not part of the
war effort, that's just fine. | think that our
military briefers have mada clear that from
a military standpoint this is a satisfaciory
outcoms from their standpeint.

Q: So you don't think that the ‘no
Vietnams" pledge has been violated by the
fact thal he's got a sanctuary over thera?

A: No, | don’t think so. | think that if the
planes were flying back and forth, that
would be a very different matter.

0Q: Can you envision that the URfed
States wauld form better relations with Iran
when this is over?

A: Wall, let me—lat mea say that the
Unitad States for quite some time has ac-
cepted the lranian revolution. And it's hard
ta Imagine a zetof security arrangemantsin
Iran or in the Persian Gulf that did not take
into account Iran's size and the historical
rale that they have played out thera.

. point,

Q: Do you trustthem as reliable pari-
ners in a post-war security arrangement?

A: | wouldn't go quite that far.

Q: Uh-huh. What makesz you think
that the United States can succeed in

structuring this region in a stable way |

when the British and the French couldn't
do It in the distant past?

A: Well, | go back to your earlisr
quastion. This isn't sumethingthat can be
imposed or structured by the United
States. This is something —wa have buill
this coalition thanks to the fremendous
efforls of Secretary Baker and others in
the adminlstration, led by the President,
chviously, in terms of a voluntary coali-
tion. This is a coalition of partners and |
anticipatathatany post-war arrangements
would come out of the same kind of
collective effort as the military alliance
has, Now, we have the largast number of
forces there, so we have taken tha
lsadarship role in assembling the military

aspects of the coalition and the coalition
itsalf. But the fact is, these other folks ara
partnars of ours and we're going to have
to work thesae things out together.

disappeared.

I think what the President has tried to
articulate in talking about a new world
order is a view that with the ending of the
cold war, particularly in -Europe, and a
change in the nature of-at least in the
practice of Soviet foreign policy in many
respects, that this automatic East-West
conflict whenever there’s an aggression
or a problem in the world has really

Q: Are you making attempts now to
devalep closer ralations?

A: Well | would not go that far. The

United States has conducted guietly and

stoadily discussions with the Iranians at
The Hagueon claims settlaments. We have
contact indiractly through third partiss, and
that's pretty much the extent of it at this

Q: Well, what about the fact that you
gointothe streat inalotof places- Jordan,
Algeria aven 1o some axtantin Egypt-and
you find farocious anti-Westarn senti-
ment? Once this war is over, aran’t the
paople of these places goingto want Usto
ba gone?

A: Wall, | think that thers is concern
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in the region about the possibility of a
long-term Amaerican ground presence. And
| think that they should take reassurance
from the president's assurances already
that Amaricanforces, ground foreas won't

bethera any -one day longer than they're,

neadad. And | think they will be further
reaszured by the implamentation of his
words.

Q: Letme turn now to the Prasident’s
statements about tha new world order. Is
this basically going 1o be a Pax Ameri-
cana, that we are going to sort of lead the
way and if there's trouble In the world,
wa'll go to the UN. as we did in this
particular example and basically supply
the troops and supply the leadership?

Or is there geing 1o be soma sort of
new arrangsment lor collactiva sacurity?

A: Well, 1 think that a little historical
perspective may be in ordar in this
regard. The United States has taken a
leadership role throughaout this cantury in
trying to devalop arrangements for collec-
tive resistance to aggresslon-President
Wilson in the League of Nations, Presi-
dent Roosevalt in the United Nations. Un-
forfunately, aftar the war with expansion
and aggression of communism, every is-
sue that cams before the U. N. was siy-
mied because it tock cn an East-West
character. And so the U.N. was never
able to really fulfill the aspirations of its
tounders as amechanism for maintaining
collective security or collective resistance
to aggression. | think what the president
has tried to articulate in talking about a
new world order I8 a view that with tha
ending of the cold war, particularly in
Europe, and a changa in the nature of—
at least in the praclice of Soviet foreign
policy in many respects, that this auto-
matic East-Wast conflict wheneverthare's
an aggression or a problem in the world
has really disappeared. And | think the
besl and first manifestation of it really is
the Gulf situation. And [think itmsans alot
to Americans that the Saviet Union is
cooperating with the United States in trying
to deal with this Irag aggrassion. So tha
first premise of the new world order really
izthatthe U.MN. can be used the way it was
originally anticipatad by its foundars. But
there's a secdnd aspect, as wall. And that
iz in this Gulf crisis we have seenreally for
tha first time the acceptance on a broad
scale among a diverse number of
countries a willingness to accept respon-

sibility far their share, aburden-sharing not
just of monay, but also of military forces. So
[ think that it is the collective burden-shar-
ing, the collectiva accaptanca of rasponsi-
bility togethar with the opportunity to use
the U.N. that creates the foundations for
this new world order.

Q; Forgive me, though, partof the cost
of this, of putting this coalition together was
that we had to basically ignore ths fact that
Syria took over Lebanon, We forgave
Egyptian debt. We'rs going to give lots of
money to the Turks. We'll presumably give
lots of monsy to the lsraslls. And we ig-
nored the tact that China was convidting its
dissidents. Now, isn't this kind of bribery to
put these coalitions logsthar?

A: | think that's nonsense. | think, first
of all, thattha notionthat we're going togive
allthese people a lot of many remains very
speculativa at bast. Bul more importantly,
wa can't solve all the world's problems at
onca, And it is a diversity of nations that are

It may be that the
new world order cre-
ates the circumstances
in which we can also
undertake effortstotry
and expand demo-
cracy, expand peace
elsewhere, and work on
some of these other
problems.

invelved inthis, and adiversity of practices.
We don't make any claim that all these
nations are Western democracies that are
contributing to this. What's important isthat
there was an aggression against an
innocent country and the world has coma
together in resisling that aggression.

It may be that the new world ordar
creates the circumstances in which wa can
also undertake efforts to try and expand
democracy, expand peaca elsewhere, and
work on some of these other problams.

Q: But the polnt is, though, that we
have already forgiven the Egyptian debt

and we are trylng to make arrangsmeiis
for Turkey—I mean, it does cost a lot of
money pulting these coalitions togsther
andkeeaping the newworld ordertogsather.

Are wa going to have to pay for it?

A: Well, | think thare the quastion of
burden-sharing that | raised Is absolutely
critical.

The Europeans and the Arab donor
eountries, theJapanesa, the Koreans and
others have all contributad to these front-
lina states, to the Egyplians, tothe Turks,
to others who are on the frant ling-and
dealing with this aggression.

In fact, as far as our own expenses
are concarnad, you talk about the costs-
the United States’ expenses from the 2nd
of August until the end of Dacember for
Desert Shield, ourincremental costs were
covered - about 80 percent of our
incremental costs were covered by oural-
lies, our coalition partners. The President
spoke in the State of the Union about
commitmants already of 40 billion dollars
just for the first threa months of this year.

So the idea that this is some sortof a
big give-away by the United States io get
thesa people to be membars of the coali-
tion just ignores the reality that a lot of
countries are involved in sharing this
burden,

Q: Is it not possible that whan this
ordeal Is over, this war, that as happened
after World War | that you could have in
this country an isalationist backlash that
would praventthe Prasident from fulfilling
his vision of tha new world order?

A: Well, tharaclearly is a strain of iso-
lationism in tha United States of paople
who, having fought the cold war, as it
ware, have now dacided that it's time for
us to turn inward and pay attention to the
problems the we have here at heme and
deal with thosa.

But | think that for the vast majority of
Amaricans, they realize that the United
Statas’ future is intimately bound up with
developmants abroad. The Unitad States’
dependence at this time on overseas
energy supplias, our frade relationships
allover the world, the compstition that wa
facefroma variety of countries - ourfutura
is bound up with these other countries
and isolationism simply Isn’t an option far
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the United States, howeveg much soms
paople might want it.

And frankly, | believe neither is the
question of Amarican leadsrshipoptional.
| think that we'va come to & paint in the
20th century whare it Is clear the kind of
rola that the United States can play, s
prepared to play and is playing, for ex-
ample, In the Gulf.

Q: | judge by the communique that
Secretary Baker and Foreign Minister
-Bessmerinykh agreed upon that the
Soviets are going to play a role in the
Middla East after the war is over.

|s that correct? | maan, have we cut
tham in on - in the Middle East post-war
planning?

A Well, I've watched the Soviets in
tha Middle East for a long time, over 20
years, and | think it's fair to say that for
mast of that lime they have not, in our
view, played a constructive role.

Infact, they have often contributed to
the tensions in the Middle East, rather
than helping to diminish them or try and
bring about settlements. | think that the
Soviet support of the U.N. resolutions
with respact fo Iraq and thaeir consistent
enforcament of tha sanctions and the
overall role that they have played cer-
tainly bespeaks a differant approach 1o
the Middle East than the Soviets have
taken in tha past.

| think we'll have to ses how the situ-
ation develops in terms of the role the
Sovlet Union can o should play. Bul
clearly the rola that they have played so
{ar has been a constructive one.

Q: Well, this statement, tha Bess-
martnykh-Baker statement, saysthatthe
two ministsrs agreed that inthe aftermath

U.5 —Soviat efforis to promote Arab-
israsli peace and regional stability in con-
sultation with other partias in the region
will be greatly facilitated and enhancad,

It sounds as though there's going 1o
be a US-Soviet structure for what's going

the parties in the region, which suggests
not an international conferance with
everybody, including the Europeans, of
gaing through the U.N. Is that fair?

A: Well, | don't think anyone is talk-

ing about a U.S. -Soviet condominium in
the Middle East, | think that what that refers
10, in essence, is thatthe Soviets will claarly
be one of the multituds of players that wil
have a partin dealing with this. Butitalso in-
cludas all of the membars of the coalition
and our own friends and allies out there.

Q: How do you evaluate the behavior
of Mikhail Gorbachev?

A: | think that he is a leader of a coun-
iry that has some desperate problems and
ha's working very hard of try o figure out
what to do abaut those problems.

Q: But one day he is a democrat, he
seams to be a democrat, the author of
glasnost and perestroika, and the next
minute he's sendingthe KGB and the troops
into the strests and into Lithuania and he's
pulling troops out. How do you accounts for
the shifts back and ferth?

tion that has accompanied that, the diffi-

. culties that he has had in just trying to

cope with the legacy of Russian and
Saoviat history-all of these problems, |
think, have - are basetting him. Ha faces

the problem that encrmous political |

pressuras built up.

Political reform in many respacis

moved ahead muchfasterthan economic |

reform, which for all practical purposes
has largely come to a halt, at leastfor the
time being.

And those political pressures thus
have been intensified by thase problems.
Sothis s a guy who Is trying to deal simul-
taneously with a country that in many
raspacts is suffering the consequences
of the beginning of the loosening of the
constraints that have held it for VO years.

Q: It sounds as though-whean you

of the crisis in the persian Gulf, mutual -

ta happen afterwards in consultation with’

might want it.

Az Well, Ithink that-if L may, think part
of the problem as people logk at the Sovist
Union is that there is too much of a tan-
dancy to look at the headlines of the day
and iose pe spective on what's going on in
that country. The Soviet Union at this point
is roiled with revelution and counteire
volution. Gorbachey faces simultaneous
problems across anincredible array of areas
that anyone of which would be daunting.
The whole nationalities question, the
conflict batween nationalities and between
ethnic groups, the conflict between those
ethnic groups in the center, the conflict
batween Russians living in the ethnic areas
and tha center and those cthers, the dis-
mantling of the old institutions before new
institutions could ba built, and the social
disorder and chaos and crime and corrup-

The United States’ dependence at this time
on overseas energy supplies, our trade relation-
ships all over the world, the competition that
we face from avariety of countries - our future
is bound up with these otfier countries and
isolationism simply isn't an option for the
United States, Rowever much some people

talk about him and when the President
talks about him, too-that there’s a certain
amount of sympathy in this White House
for Mikhail Gorbachew.

A: Well, let me - let ma answer you
this way. We are very troubled by some of
the developments in the Sovist Union.
The President has made clear his
unhappiness over the violence and tha
deaths that haves taken place in Lithuania,
the intimidation that has taken place in
othar areas, the setbacks to economic
and political reform.

Thase thirigs are of concarn 10 US
and we're not oblivious to them. They
warry us a good deal in terms of the futura
direction. But at the same time, this is an
administration that you may recall a year
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and a half ago was criticlzed for belng tao
cautious about Mikhall Gorbachev, about
nat jumping into bed with him enthusias-
tically anough.

A: (Laughs)- | am not atall. Let me - let
me just remind you of what has happend
under Gorbachev, keeping in mind that
what wa have to focus on is Amesrican

./-

Since Gorbachev came into power - the Rus-
sians out of Afghanistan. The Vietnamese out
of Cambodia. The Cubans out of Angola . A free
election in Nicaragua. A Germany unified and
free in NATO. Theliberation of Eastern Europe.
' And that’s just in the foreign policy arena. And
you look inside the Soviet Union and I think
what you can say is that Gorbachev at this
point has mortally wounded communism.

This is a guy that not all thatlong ago
people were calling the man of tha
decade. He won a Nobel Peaca Prize and
soon. Sothere’s atendency, lthink, inthe
West 1o be too prona to jump one way or
| the other.

And | don'tthink you can make Ameri-
c:an foreign policy on that kind of a basis.
| Let's-

Q: Oh, well, are you-ara you though
in bed with him,?

Pyotack
ﬂﬂeombs...

1

intarests and tha interests of our friends.
Sines Gorbachay came Into powar - lhe
Russians out of Afghanistan. The Vistnam-
eze out-of Cambodia. The Cubans out of
Angola. A free election in Nicaragua. A
Germany unified and free in ~ NATO.

Tha libaration of Eastern Eurape. And
that's just in the foreign policy arena. And
you look inside the Seviet Union and | think
what you can say Is thal Garbachey at this
point has martally woundad communism.
And now this is a country in search of a

PTOf_e ¢t

future and 1 think if you consider all of
those things that he certainly deserves
soma considarationfor parformance past.

Mow. the President -that has not kept
the President from putting the prassure
on when it comes to the Baltics, from
putting the pressure on when it comes o
parformance in arms control and in other
areas. Wa're not going to lose sight of
what our nationalinterest is, or that of our
- of our allias,

Q- But on the arms contral front, for
axample, it looks as though the military
has decided that agreements reached up
to now, formal agreements like the CFE
agresmentonconventionalweapons, ¢an
be backiracked from.

They're - they've assigned, | guess,
two armored divislons to the navy and
they've moved 20,000 tanks behind the
Urals instead of dastroying them. Doesn't
this indicate that sither Gerbachav's not
in contrel or that he's being forced to
ranage on deals that ha mada?

A: Well, there's no question but that
we have sean some evidence of oldthink-
ing in recent months In certain aspacts of
arms control, But my understanding is
that Secratary P +licr and Foreign Minis-
ter Bessmeriiykh made some headway
during the visit just past. ;

And | think wa still believe that with
some more time and some more sfforts
that we can turn some of these problems
araund.

Q= Thanks very much for being with
us, For American Interests, I'm Morten
Kondracke. m
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GULF:
US-USSR disscussions
on
Soviet Peace Proposal

(From official statements)

I rasidant Bush said February 22
| that the United States welcomed
: the Soviet peace initiative and

that the U.5. has remained in very close
contact with President Gorbachev and
the USSR during its talks with Tragi For-
aign Minister Tarig Aziz. President
Gorbachev's spokesman Mikhail
lgnatanke confirmed that the United
Statas andthe Soviet Union have bsen in
close, and even daily, contact on varlous
levels, and that their combined efforts
have beencomplimentary in seaking lragi
compliance with tha UN resalutions.

_ Exscearptstrom U.5. and Soviet State-
| rents

President Bush, February 22

“The United States and its coalition
allies are committad to enforcing the UN.
resolutions that call for Saddam Hussain
o immediately and unconditicnally leave
Kuwait. In view of the Sowviet initiative,
which, very frankly, we appreciate, we
want to set forlh this moming the specific
criteria that will ensure Saddam Hus=ain
complies with tha U.N. mandata.”

“After examining the Moscow state-
mant and discussing it with my senior
advisers here late |ast evening and this
morning, and after extansive consultation
with cur coalition partners, lhave daecided
thatthe time has cometomaka public with
specificity just exactly what is required of
Iraq if a ground war is to be avoided,”

| President Bush's spokesman Marlin
' Fitzwater, February 22

“The Sovist announcement yaester-
‘ day reprasants a sarious and uselul effort

Defence Joumal {3, 1991)

which is appreciated. But major obstacles
remain. The coaiition for many months has
sought a peaceful raselutionto this orisis in
keeaping with tha U.N. resolutions. As Prasi-
dent Bush pointed out 1o President Gar-
bachey, the steps tha Iragis are considar-
ing would constitute a conditional withdrawl
and would also prevent tha full implemean-
tation of relevant U.N. Sacunty Council
rasolutions. Also thara is na indication that
Irag is praparad to withdraw immediately.”

“Let me just add a coupls of points.
First of all, that a copy of this document
{final U.S. terms for withdrawal) was pro-
vided to Iragi diplomats hera in Washingtan
about noon today (February 22). Presidant
Bush and Secretary Baker spoke with
President Gorbachev for over an hour and
15 minutes this moming to discuss this
situation. Secratary Baker spoke with Soviat
foreign ministry officials both yesterday and
foday.”

Spokesman for Presldent Gorbachey,
Mikliall ighatenko, February 23

*The telephone convarsation which
lasted for more than one hour and a hall
with US President Bush, as far as that
conversation Is concernad, | would like to
aemphasize that in that conversation was
amphasized the importance of the attitude
taken as regards the aggression against
Kuwait that made it possible fo adopt all
thoza UN resolutions, and everything that
happened could not have been possible if
thare had bean no improvemant in tha US-
Soviet relations!.

"President Gorbachay said and ex-
pressed deep Understanding on the fact
that lhe Amarican peopla had put on {ham-

sewes a heavy burden of implemanting the

‘instead of only 1o tha Soviets and the

will of the international community in over-
coming a serious obstacleto international
peace which the aggression against Ku-
wait by Irag constituted. Naturally, in all
those talks and during the eonversation,
telephone conversation with President
Bush, it was—President Gorbachav
exprassad his readiness to continue work-
ing towards ensuring peace. It was
emphasized that of primary importance
for both of our countries are such relations
of trust—ol personal trust.”

“All those talks and convarsations
that took place, which wera characterized
by profound philosophical content, | be-
lisve that we have, on the basis of all
those taliks, we have a vision of a naw
world, of a new policy, to which we wil
someday arnve at, and | believa that this
day is not far away."

Question for Ignatenko:

Q: Do you now wish that you had
been working closer with the American
side all along so that the proposal putforth
in Moscow would have baen acceptable
to the Amearican side and to the coalilion

Iragis? Thank you.

MR. IGNATENKO: Yes, wa've baen
working vary closely with the Americans
and we ara maintaing a constant commu-
nicalions link, not only with —President
Bush. And this is indeed with Foreign
Ministar Aleksandr Bassmernykh also
has a constant contact with his
countarpant, his American counterpart,
| Belisve that this is a matter-ol-fact and
businassiike... contact, And what | am j
talling 1o you right now is what has bean
done in attempts to find a mutually ac-
captable soluition. And it seams to ma that
inthat process, not only mutural interests
warea taken info acount, but also the intra-
sasis of the entire world. B

Bush directs use of
ground forces to
liberate Kuwait

President Bush announced Febru-
ary 23 that ha had directed General Nor-
mal Schwarzkopl, in conjunction with
coalition forces, o usa all forces avail-
able, including ground forces, to gject tha
Iragi army from Kuwait.”
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“The liberation of Kuwait has now
antated a final phasa,” tha Prasident an-
nouricad inthe White House brieling room
after raturning do Washington from the
Gamp David Presidential Retreat.

On Fabruary 22, Bushgave lrag until
noon February 23 to begin an “immediate
and unconditional withdrawal from
Kuwait" or face an allied ground attack.

Following isthetextof the President’s
statemant: :

Good evening, Yesterday, aftar con-
farting with my senior natienal security
advisors, and following axtensive consul-
| tations with our coalition partners, Sad-
dam Hussain was given one last chance,
set farth in very explicit terms, to do whal
he should have dona mora tan six months
ago—withdraw from Kuwait without con-
dition or futher dalay and comply fully
with the resolutions passad by the United
| Mations Sacurity Council.

Regrettably, the noon dsadline
passed without the agreement of the
govarnment of lrag fo meet demands of
Lnited Nations Security Council Resolu-
tion 660, as set forth in'the specific terms
spelled out by the coalition to withdraw
unconditonally from Kuwait. To the con-
trary, what we have seen is a radoubling
of Saddam Hussain's efforts to destroy
completely Kuwait and its people.

| have therefors directed General
Mormal Schwarzkopf, in conjunction wth
colaition forces, to use all forces
available, including ground forces, to
ejoct the Iragi army from Kuwait. Once
again, this was a decision made only after
extensive consultations within our
coalition partnership.

Tha libaration of Kuwait has now
antarad a final phase. | have complete
canfidance in the ability of the coalition
forcas swiftly and decisively io accom-
plish their mission. M

United Nations sets
conditions for Gulf
Peace

Following is the text of U.N. Security
Counciiresolulion number 686 whichwas
approved on March 2, setting forth condi-
tions for peace in the Gulf. The sponsors

of the resolution ware the United States,
Belglum, France, Romania, U.S.S5.R.,
United Kingdom and Zaire.

The Security Council,

Recalling and reaffirming its resolu-
tions 650 (1990), 661 (1990), 662 (1990),
664 (1990), 665 (1990), 666 (1890), 667
(1890), 469 (1990), 670 (1990), 674 (1890),
677 (1990), and 678 (1990),

Racalling the cbligations of Member
States under Article 25 of the Charter,

Recalling paragraph 9 of resolution
681 (1990) regarding assistance fo the
Governmeant of Kuwait and paragraph 3 (c)
of that resolution regarding supplies strictly
for medical purposes and, In humanitarian
circumstances, foodstuffs,

Taking note of the latters of the Froeign
Ministar of lrag confirming lraq's
agreament to comply fully with all of the
resolulions noted above (822276}, and
stating its intention to relaase prisoners of
war immadiately (s/22273),

Taking note of suspension of offensive
combat operations by the forces of Kuwait
and the Member Slates cooperating with
Kuwait purusant to resolution 678 (1980},

Bearing in mind the need to be as-
surad of lrag's peaceful intantions, and the
objactive in rssolution 678 (1990) of
restoring international peace and security
in the region,

Underlining the imporiance of lrag
takingthe necessary measuras which would
permit a definitive end to the hostilities,

Affirming the commitmant of all Mem-
ber States to the Independence,
soveraignly and territorial intagrity of Irag
and Kuwait, and noting the intention ex-
pressed by the Member states cooperating
under paragraph 2 of Security Council
resolution 678 (1990) to bring their military
presanca in lrag fo an end as soon as
possiblaconsistentwith achieving the ojbec-
tives of the rasolution,

Acting under Chapter VIl of the
Chartar,

1. Affirms that all 12 resolutions noted
above continue to have full force and
effact;

2. Demands that Irag implement its ac-
ceptance of all 12 resolutions noted

(a)

(b)

(€}

(d)

d.
(=)

(b}

()

(d)

above and In particular that Irag;

Bescind immediaiely its aclions pur-
porting to annax Kuwait;

Accept in principla its liability undar
international law for any loss,
damagae, or injury arising in regard to
Kuwait and third States, and theirna-
tionals and carporations, as a rasult |
ofthe invasion and illegal occupation
of Kuwait by Iraq;

Immediately release under the aus-
pices of tha International Committee
of the Red Cross, Red Cross Socie- |
fies, or Red Crescent Socigties, all |
Kuwaiti and third country naticnals |
detained by lraq and return the re-

mains of any deceased Kuwalliand |
third country nationals so delained; | |
and |

Immediately begin to return all
Kuwaiti proparty seized by lraq, lobe
eompleted in the shortest pessible
pariod;

Further demands that Irag;

Ceasa hostile or provocative actions
by its forces against all Member
Statesincludeng missile attacks and
flights of combat aircraft;

Designate military commanders 1o
meet with counterparts from the
forces of Kuwail and the Member
States cooperaling with Kuwait
pursuant to resolution 678 (1950) to
arrnage for the military aspects of a
cessation of hostilities at the earliest |
passible time;

Arrange forimmediate access to and
release of all prisoners of war under
the auspices of the Intarnaional
Commitae of the Red Cross and re-
turn the remains of any deceased
parsonnel of tha farces of Kuwait and
the Mamber States cooperating with
Kuwalt pursuant to resolution 678
{1930); and

Provide all informatien and assis-
tanceinidentifying Iragi minas, booby
traps and other explosives as well as
any chemical and biological
weapons and material in Kuwait, in
arsas of lrag where forces of
Mamber States cooperating with
Kuwait pursuant to resolution 678
{1990) are present temporarily, and
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in the adjscant watars:

4. Hacognizes that during the period
rapulred for lrag to comply with para-
graphs 2 and 3 above, the provisions
of paragraph 2 of resolution 678
{1990) remain valid;

8. Woalcomes the decision of Kuwait
and tha Member States cooperaling
with Kuwait pursuant to resclution
§78 (1990} to provide access and to
commanca immadiataly the relaase
of Iragi prisonars of war as repuired
by the terms of the Third Geneva
Conveantion of 1948, under the aus-
pecis of tha International Commiltee
of the Had Gross;

& RequestsallMembaer States, as wall
as the United MNations, the
specialized agencies and other inter-
national organizations in the United
Mations system, to take all appropri-
ate action o cocperate with the
Govarnmant and people of Kuwait in
tha raconstruction of their country;

7. Decides that Irag shall notify the
Secratary-General and the Security
Council when it hastaken the actions
set out above;

8. Decides that in order to secura the
rapid establishment of a definitive
and to the hostilitles, tha Security
Council remaing actively seired of
the matter. m

Pickering hails
U.N. resolution on
ceasefire terms

Following Is the text of March 2
statement by ambassador Thomas R.
Pickering, United States Permanent
Ropresantative to tha United Nations, in
the Sacurity Council, on passagse of a
Secruity Council rasclution setting terms
for a definitive Gulf war cease-
fira,Including the immediata releasa of all
prisoners of war and detained Kuwaitis.

Mr. President, the resolution tha
council has just approved signifies a
watershed in its affairs. We are entering a
new phase in the effort which began on

August 2 last year to repel aggression and
restore peace to tha Persian Gulf. This
rasolution turns ourattention froma war wa
never wanted, from the tragedy precipi-
tatad by Iraq, to the groatest challengs of
all: building lasting peace and security.

From the first hours after Irag's inva-
sion of Kuwalt, the Security Council has
been at the centre of the international
community's response, The councll made
clearthat Irag's aggression would not stand,
it astablished the terms for resolving the
ctisis, it imposed sanctions when efforts at
parsuasion ware rejectad by Baghdad. The
Saeurity Council demonstrated in Novem-
barits resolve both to leave open all possi-
bilities for a peaceful solution, and its readi-
ness, after a pause of goodwill, 1o mandata
the axpulsion of Iraq by force.

Resolution 678 set the stale for inten-
sive diplomatic efforts which proved as

fruitless asthose which pracaded it. Almost
every government represented in this
room and many outsida it, in one way or
another, engaged directly in trying o
parsuade Baghdad to comply with the
council’s resalutions, and warned of the
calamity shead if Saddam Hussein re-
mained obdurate, And throughout, ths
Sacretary General worked with hope and
determination, leading the world-wide
affort to resolve the crisis peacefully, right
upto his far reachng proposals of January
15. But Irag's intransigence lad it 1o
compaund the catastrophe of the wanton
dastruction of Kuwait with lhe catastro-
phe of war. It is upon the heads of Sad-
dam Hussein andthe oltherleaders of Irag
that the responsibility for this rests.

Since the end of november and the
adoption of resolution 678, the council
has focused on its impleamentation. Now,

assessment and design work.

Musbacher opens business
centre for building Kuwait

U.S. Secretary of Commerce, Robert Mosbacher, has opened
an information clearinghouse at the Commerce Department to
advise U.S. businesses seeking reconstruction work in Kuwait.

At the March 4 inauguration of the Gulf Reconstruction
Center, Mosbacher said an umbrella group of 18 U.S.
government agencies will assist the U.S. private sector
communicate with the Kuwait government.

One U.S government agency, the U.S. Ammy Corps of
Engineers, already has a $46 million contract for initial damage

“Now that there is a cessation of hostilities, the peoplas,
industries and resources of this important region are open for
business,” Mosbacher said. “VWorking with the Kuwaili

government and planning experts of the Corps of Engingers,
we're moving ahead on the blueprints for reconstruction.”

According to the Commerce Department, the initial 90-aay
phase will concentrate on food, water, medicine, communica-
tions and putting out oil well fires; already 300 contracts worlh
more than $500 million have already been made for the first
phase, with 70 pereent of them going to U.S. business.

The second phase, from late May to late August, will include
datailed damage assessment and design as well as the begin-
ning of extensive rebuilding, the department said.

Dafence Joumnal (3, 1981)
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keygoals it adopted have bean achisved.
Aggression has been beatan, firmly and
dacisively. Thay have brought dishonor
and ruin tothemselves. We are overjoyad
that Kuwait s libaratad, and restoradioits
rightful placa in the international commu-
nity. We walcome this resolution's para-
graphs racalling the appropriate part of
Resoclutlon 661 signifying that sanctions
against Kuwait are not imposed, and the
! immediate reestablishment of narmal ra-
lations —diplomatic, economic and finan-
cial with Kuwait, its people and its legiti-
matagovernment. Today, the Kuwaitiflag
and tha flags of Kuwait's friends 1ly again
in Kuwait City, Togather, today, we pledge
ourselves lo assist the peopla of Kuwait in
the raconstruction of thair ravaged coun-
try.

Now the councif turns its attention o
the rastoration of paace and sacurity in
the area, as Resolulion 678 recognized
would be required. The present resolution
paints the way, Wa sesk as soon as
possible a definitive end to hostilities; this
| is theirst priority. Tha rasolution sets out

the measures which lrag must take, and
| the arrangements which must ba put in
place, to bring that about, Iraq has much
to account for, and thera is much yetio ba
done to fulfill the resalutions of the ecuasil
and tha requirements of intarnational law.

‘In this resolution, the council puts
forth the immediate requirements. lrag
must make clear that it no longer harbars
aggressive intent, and it must take the
steps nesded immediately to implament
the twalve Unitad Natians Sacurity Coun-
cil rasolutions. It must retum immeadiately
prisoners of war. It must return tha
property it has stolen. It must release
immediately all third country nationals
and detainad Kuwaitis, It must cease fur-
thar military action, including any activi-
tles ralated to misziles Iraq used 1o altack
Saudi Arabia and Israel. It must return
immediataly the remains of those who
diad in the war ar whila hald prisoner in
Irag. Irag must assizt the coalition In idan-
titying the location of mines, booby traps,
chemical and biological waapons. Until it
is clear that lrag has complied with these
reguiremanls, the provisions of Resolu-
tion 678 authorizing Kuwait and those
cooperating with Kuwait to use all naces-
| sary means to ensure Iragi compliance
. with UM resolutions remain in effact.

! The i.lnimd MNations and Security
| Council remain at the cantar of tha affart
to fulfill the overarching tasks set by the

8—point Soviet peace plan

President Mikhail Gor-
bachev's spokesman Vitaly Ig-
natenko outlined eight points
which he said Irag and the So-
viet Union had agreed as a pos-
sible basis for resolution of the
Gulif war.

1. Irag announces a complete
and unconditional with-
drawal of its forces from
Kuwait.

Withdrawal begins on the
day after cessation of hos-
tilities.

3. The withdrawal of forces
takes place in a fixed
timeframe.

4. After withdrawal of two-
thirds of all Iragi forces from
Kuwait the economic sanc-
tions imposed by the United
Nations are lifted.

At the end of the withdrawal
all U.N. resolutions against
Irag become invalid.

Directly gfter a ceasefire all
prisoners af war should be
released.

The withdrawal of forces
should be monitored by cour-
tries not involved in the
conflict and under the aus-
pices of the U.N. Security
Council.

Work on finalising details
continues. The Security
Council will be informed of
the outcome.

Later, probably qfter Gor-
bachev's talks with George Bush,
some addition or changes were
effected in the peace plan: They
are 1] Iraq will withdraw from
Kuwait city within 4 days and
from Euwait within 21 days; 2}
The POWs would be released
within 72 hours qfter the
ceasefire.
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twelve resolutions passed thus far: to re-
pel aggression and o build genuine peace
and stability. Tha council today is provid-
ing & broad framework for dealing with
this initial phase of our preasant task.
Tomorow the military leaders of the coa-
lition mast with Irag's military leaders to
dafine the datails of the arrangements ra-
quired to put anend to hostilities, with this
rasolution as the foundation. Wi hopa for
early success in those discussions sowe
can gef on with our work.

Evan as wa are putting this frame-
work into placae, the United States, other
maembars of tha council and othar states
in the region are beginning to consult on
the future steps which will be requirad.
Secratary Baker is departing soon for the
area to discuss with his countarpans the
keyquestions whchneedtobe addressad
in order to ansure that the peace we have
securad at such a great cost is a lasting
ona. The nations of the region will clearly
take the lead in finding answers to these
quastions. My country locks forward o
wiorking on this in capitals and within tha
council, Wae have a long and difficult road
before us, and the council has a most
impartant rola to play.

President Eush said in his addrass of |

February 27, |auding the coalition and the
libaration of Kuwait, that “this war is now
behind us. Ahead of us isthe difficult task
of sscuring a potentially histaric peacs.”
President Bush has frequently repeatad
that cur quarrel is not with the people of
Iraq, but with leaders of Irag and their de-
structive policies. Indeed, the United
States will ba looking for ways to idantify
and maeatthe hun:. .'arian reliet needs of
the Iragi people who have suffered so
much under Saddam Hussein, We look
forward to the day when irag can once
again assuma full membership Inthe fam-
lly of nations. This resclution shows lrag
the way o begin to do so.

Intarnational collactive security func-
tionad in the Gulf. All of us now have a
responsibility tothose who have sulferad,
to those who risked their lives, and to
those of all nations who perished, to see
to it that histary does not repeat itsslf. We
cannot have paid the price of aggression
and its defeat anly to allow it to recur. The
council's task now, the one we begin ac-
complishing today, s to point the way to
building a peaceful and secure syslem
which deters tha repetition of aggression
and suffering we have seen over the past
savan months.

Defence Joumal (3, 1891)

|




5-point peace plan
by China

The Chinese representa-
tive in the UN presented a
Jfive-point proposal for peace

1 in the Gulf region.

China's permanent rep-
resentative to the UN, the
ambassador, Mr Li Daoyu,
told the Security Council
meeting if peace efforis were
to be successful, there
should exist five elements,
according to a report re-
ceived in Beijing.

The elements are:

Iraqg should signify that
it will withdraw its
troops from Kuwait im-
mediately:

The parties concerned
agree to seek a peaceful
solution:

3. The belligerent parties
exercise restraint so as
to reduce hostilities and
prevent expansion and

escalation of the war:

The settlement of the
West Asia question
should be scheduled:

The arrangements after
the war should be made
mainly by the countries
in the region and foreign
military forces should
withdraw from the re-
gion.

Saddam accepts all
UN resolutions

Gorbachev agaln calls for ceasefire « Toppling Saddam a vielation: Cuellar

According to Baghdad Radio, Iragi
Foreign Minister Tareq Aziz hastold Soviat
Ambassador that Iraq is ready 1o accept
UM Rasolutions 661, 662, 670 and 674
and after this, there must be ceaselire.

to accept all resclutions including
661,665 and 670 which pertainto sanc-

tions and repatation. Soviet Ambassador
said that Iraq was ready to accept the UN
Rasolution 862 which pertains to Kuwait's
annexation.

I taq has informed the UN that it is ready

The Secretary General of the United
Mations, Paraz de Cusllar, has said that

US conditions for peace in Gulf

The following is a list af conditions set forth by the United States, after
consultations with its allies, that Irag must publicly accept by noon EST
{1700 GMT) on Saturday to avoid a ground assault by coalition forces to
remove Baghdad's troops from Kuwait. The conditions were announced
by White House spokesman Marlin Fitzwater at a briefing shortly before
1 p.m. EST (1800 GMT), on Friday.

1. Irag must begin large-scale withdrawal from Kuwait by noon EST
(1700 GMT}, Saturday, Feb 23.

2. Irag must complete military withdrawal in one week.

3. Within the first 48 hours of withdrawal, Irag must remove all its
Jorces from Kuwalit City and allow for the prompt return of the legitimate
government of Kuwait,

4. Iraq must withdrawal from all prepared defences along the Saudi-
Kuwaiti and Saudi-Iraq borders, from Bubiyan and Warbah islands, and
Jrom Kuwait's Rumaila oi]field.

5. Within the one week specified, Irag must return all its forces to their
positions of Aug 1, In accordance with UN Security Council resolution
860.

8. In coogperation with the International Red Cross, Irag must release
all prisoners of war and "third-couniry clvilians' and return the remains
of dead servicemen. This actlon must begin immediately with the start
of the withdrawal and be completed in 48 hours.

7. Iraq must remove all explosives or body traps, including those on
Kuwaltl oil installations, and designate Iraqi military liaison officers to
work with Kuwaitl and other coglitlon forces on the withdrawals
operational details.

8. Iraq musi cease combat air fire, alrcraft flights over Iragq and
Kuwalt, except for transport alrerqft carrying troops out of Kuwait, and
allow coalition alrcraft exclusive control over and use of all Kuwait air
space.

8. Irag mustcease all destructive actions against Kuwattl eltizens and
property, and release all Kuwaiti detainees,

10. The United States and {ts coalition pariners will not attack
retreating Iragi forces, and will exercise restraint so long as withdrawal
proceeds in accordance with the above guidelines and there are no
attacks on other countries.

11. Any breach of these termswill bring an "instent and sharp response”
Jrom coalition forces.
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any attempt to topple Saddam Hussein
willbe aviolationof UN mandate given 1o
allies. He said that liberation of Kuwait
and removal of Saddam are two differant
affairs.

in an ancther move, the Sacurity
Council has decided 1o seek lragi assur-
ance to comply with all UN resolutions on
the Gulf,

Howavar, westarn diplomats in UN
said that evan then thare is no guarantea
of any ceasefira.

Tha diplomatic sources feel that lragi
responseonthis proposalis expected within
few days.

Saviet President Mikhail Gorbachev
has once again stressed, US and allied
forces to ceasefire after the withdrawal of
Iragi troops from Kuwait.

Mr Gorbachev sald that there was no
justification for continuing tha war as Iraq
had implementated UN Resolutions. He
sald that US—USSR relations might re-

ceive afalal blow if thera was no ceaselirem

ceasefira was holding between
US and lraqi forces at B.50 am
(0500 GMT), 50 minutes after tha

coasafire time announced by Washing-
ton.

“There is silance on the front-no hos-
tilities,” said US spokesman Lt-Col Mike
Gallagher. “The war room reports no inci-
dents, “ said Lt-Cal Virgina Pribyla.

Earliar Prosident Bush announced
tha US-led coalition would suspend all of -
fansive combat operations against Iragi
forces at midnight(Washington timse 0550
GMT on Thursday—February 28).

"Kuwait is liberated. lrag's army is
defeated. Our military objectives are mat”,
Bush sald in a dramatic televised an-
nouncement fram the White House Oval
Oiffica.

He spoke after a day in which allied
forces fought lopsided battles with a das-
perate and corngred Iragi military, and
Kuwait City was declared liberated as
epalitiontanks andothervehiclas rumbled
into greetings from jubilant rasidents way-
ing their country’s red white black and
green flag. "l am pleased to announce
that at midnight tonight.. exactly 100 hours
since ground operations commanced and
six weeks since the start of Operation
Desert Storm, all United Stales and
coalition forces will suspend offensive
combat oparations,” Mr. Bush said.

The ceasetire would become parma-
nent, he said, once lrag met conditions
that included releasing all allied prisoners
of war, any hostages of third countrias

Ceasefire in Gulf

and the remains of allied war dead.

Iraq must inform Kuwaiti officials of the
location and nature of land and sea mines
placed by lragl forces that invaded the
Emirate on August 2, Bush said.

Bush said Iraq must accept all 12 United
Mations resolutions passed during the Gulf
erisls and mada speciflc mention of two of
them—onse reversing Iraq's annaxation of
Kuwait and another stating that Iraq canbea
forced to pay compensation for destruction
wrought in Kuwait and to other nations
affected by the war.

Earlier in tha day the White House and
the allles rajectad an Iragi offer to comply
with tha resolutions once a ceasafire had
been declared. The allies insistad that Iraq
yield unconditionallytotheirtermsforending
the war,

The suspension of cffensive opera-
tions is alsocontingant on lrag not firing any
mora Scud missiles atits neighbours-Israel
and Saudi Arahbia-or attacking coalition
forces, Bush said.

"|tis upio Iraq whather the suspansion
on the part of the eocalition becomes a
permanent ceasefire.” Bush said "lf lrag
violates thesetarms, coalition forces willbe
freeto resuma military operation” he added.

Bushsald he had directed Sacratary of
Stata.James Bakerto arrange a mesting of
the UN Security Council 1o make arrangs-
ments to end the war. He called on Irag to
designate military commanders 10 meet
with allied officers within 48 hours at a placa

to ba designated in the Kuwaiti theater of
operations to discuss the formal terms of
a caasefire.

With Baghdad and other lragi cities
virtually in ruins after five weeks of relent-
less allied bombing, Bush also addressed
himsalf directly to the Iraqi people in an
affort to rebuff claims that the allies aimed
to destroy Iraq altogether, and he ap-
paarad to urge them to ovarthrow Prasi-
dent Saddam Hussein.

"fou the paople of Iraq are not our
enemy. We do not sesek your destruc-
tion". "Coalition forces fought this war
only as a last resort and look forward 1o
the day when lraq is led by people pre-
pared to live in peace with their neigh-
bours."

Locking bayond tha war, Bush said
he was sending Baker to tha region next
week to begin discussions on stabilising
the area.

Arabian military officials estimata that
betwesn 85,000 and 100,000 Iraqi
soldiars were killed or wounded in the
anslaught The Washington Postreported.

The majority of these casualties were
suffered during the weeks of ceaseless
bombing of Iragitroops dug into the Kuwaiti
desert, the officials told Saudi Ambassa-
dor to the United States, Prince Bandar
Bin Sultan, according to the Post.

- In contrast the United States sui-
fered light casualties. The US reports 79
of its troops killed, 213 wounded and 44
missing.

Schwarzkopf had no estimatefor Iragi
casualtias. But he said at a Riyadh news
briefing that when allied froops breached
tha Iragifrontline ground defences, "there
wera very, vary, large number of dead in
theze units” The Pentagon estimales
about 200,000 of 620,000 lragi scldiers
wara massed on the Kuwaili border when
the ground assaull began. Schwarzkopf
said the desartion rate on the front line at
ona point was about 30 per cent.

The coalition farces wera holding at
laast BO,000 lragi soldiers as prisoners of
war.

Up to a year could be required to
repatriate the 40,000 British troops in the
Gulf with their material. =
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Yaqub rules out
change in
Gulf war policy

Foraign Minister Sahabzada Yaqub
Khan has ruled outchange inthe Govarn-
mant palicy on the Gulf war which he con-
tands was in the national interest.

| The Minister while briefing newsmen
| In Lahore dimissed the assertion of seme
of the senior journalists that it was a
partisan policy biased against Irag and
favourable to the objactives of the Uniled
States,

"Changing a policy is not like chang-
ing a dress. Once it s adopted with par-
ticular objectives in view it has to stay till
those ohjectives are raviewad,” ha said.

The presant crisis inthe Gulf had two
facels, he sajd, One was the aggression
commitied by lrag against Kuwait which
had hardly provoked it to action and it
could not be condoned in any circum-
stances. Condoning aggrassion for any
consideration would have meant accept-
ing an unholy tradition of a bigger country
occupying & smallar ona. Tarritarial
integrity was sacrosanct and it would be
immoral to let any country do i with
immunity. That was a matter of principle
and Pakistan was at one with the rest of
the world in seeking vacation of that ag-
grassion, hg said.

The other facet of tha situatlon was
the heavy bombing rasoried to by ths
multinational force headed by the United
States. Pakistan, he said, had shown no
raservation in condemning it most veha-
| mently. That must stop and the war coma
| toan end Immadiately.

It was, in fact, that objective in view
that the Prima Minister had undartaken
his peace mission to Muslim countries
and was trying to invoke the Organisation
| of Islamic Confarance. Tha Prime Minis-
| ter would extend his peace mission to
other countries as well with that object in
view, he told newsmen.

It was a matter of recaord, the Faraign
Minister asserted that Pakistan had con-
demned military action for undermining
the soversignty of any country, be it
Kashmir, Afghanistan, Cambaodia, or Gre-
nada. Pakistan had always sided with the

country against whom aggressionhad been

commitied and the forces commitiedto the

libaration of those counltries. Pakistan had
not spared even the United States for
underlaking military aclion against any
country.

Ajournalists pointed outthatthe paople
of Pakistan had demonstrated against
carpet bombing by the United States and
had hailed Saddam Hussein as the haro of
the |slamic world. Sahabzada Yaqubagread
that some demonstrations had given that
imprassion but it did not meanthat Pakistan
should review its "principled policy® on that
sCore.

The Freign Ministar did not agree with
a newsman that the Security Council reso-
lution had not authorised United Statas and
its allies to taka military action against lraq.
Sahabzada said it was a matter of interpra-
tation of an expression used in the resalu-
tion and he believed that the resolution did
covar the use of military force against Iraq.
But it was a moral aspect as to what extent
such force should have been used. Whols-
sale destruction was not on the cards and
should not be allowed, There was no justi-
fication for it either. War was an evil and it
must end, he said.

~

Twelve days into the Gulf wan TFrench Defence
Minister Jean-Pierre Chevenement resigned Tuesday
saying he feared, “the logic of the war is daily growing
further away from the declared goals of the United

Nations'.

Chevenement, who fias consistently opposed using
military force to dislodge Irag from Kuwvait, said fie was
compelled by his convictions conceming the French
republic to tender fiis resignation.

The move was o slap at President Francois Mitterand
and followed repeated resignation threats dating back to

l shortly after the August 2 invasion of Kuwait.

French Defence Minister resigns

Tha Foraign Minister assarted that
world perspactive had considarably
changed. Thars was only one supearpowar
leftin the fiald. Even the erstwhile rivalof |
the United Statas, the Soviet Union had
come to support the solo Superpower. |
Syria, who was opposed to the Saudi |
Arabia, was supporting it against Iraqg.
Sama was trua of Egypt. The reason was
that Irag was aiming at becoming a ha-
gemanic powar in the region. Even Tur-
key and Syriawere threatenedby it. Hencea
the suppert bahind the forces arrayed
against Iraq was understandabla.

Sahabzada Yaqub Khan reiterated
thattha Pakistan contingents despatched
to Saudi Arabiafor the defencaof the holy
places had biean lagitimately orderad by
thelegal governmentof the day. It was not
true that they ware sent by the authorities
wha wera not compatant 1o do so.

He assured newsmen that the Paki-
stan troops would be not invelved in any
aggraessive action against Irag. Furhar
they were stationed in an arsa which was
far away from the war arena |

~

i
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For Saudi Society,
War Is Jarring To Ancient Ways

ha number of male-female
couples having lunch together
in & hotel dining room amazed

an American-educated Saudi observing
tha scene. "This would nevar hava beean
possible before the war,” he said.

Signs of change are visible through-
outthe kingdom. Saudisoldiers partrolling
Riyadh streets in jeeps mounted with 50-
caliber machine guns can be seen
craning their necks at a pair of British
female soldiers walking along the
sidewalk in camouflage trousers. In
Dhahran, 2 Yemeni taxi driver gets visibly
agitatad aftar a visit to a hotel lobby where
female Wastern journalists are walking in
jeans and short—sleeved shirts.

"They have uncovered women in
tharel” he 1old a passenger in an urgant
tana. "They are uncoverad|" he rapeated,
gesturning along his face, neck and arms.

Mot since the eil-boom days of the
late 1970s has this arch-—conservative
Muslim country experienced such a flood
of Westerners and the sudden changes
they are imposging on this kingdom's tradi-
tienal way of life.

The swift evolution beganas soon as
Iraginvaded Kuwaiton Aug. 2 and gained
momentum with the arrival of hundrads of
thousandsof U.S. and ctherforaign troops.
It pushed more deeply into Saudi society
and government when coalition forces at-
tacked Iraq on Jan. 17, transforming the
peaceful desert realm into a staging area
for war.

For some Saudis and diplomats, the
changes have been vast and profound
and seemingly irreversible, altering the
Saudi role in the Middle Est and shifting
regional politics into a new order. These
analysts say they see the new order, in
which Saudi interests ara morte closaly
and openly linked tothose of the West, as
most likely to offer sevaral banefils, in-
cluding making resolution of the Arab-
Israeli conflict easier.

"It iz a new era In the whols Middle
East” said Othman Rawaf, director of
King Saud University's Center of Arabian
Gulf Studies.

For others, howaver, the Islamic con-
servatism on which King Fahd and his
brothers have based thelr rule remains the
only permanent point of reference in the
rayal court. Whan the war Is over and the
U.S. troops go home, they predict, Saudi
Arabia is maost likely to close back up at

home and revart to its long-standing for-

aign policy based on generous foreign aid
and financial arm-twisting in hopes of
achiaving Arab consensus.

With half a million U.S. troops in the
ragion and nearly 200,000 soldiers from
other nations, points of contact cannotbe
avoided. The fallout is visible everywhere
in Saudi population canters.

Islamiczealots have upbraided soma
temals soldiers and reporters, reminding
them that walking in the streat with bare
arms oruncovered hair offendstraditional
Saudis. In one such confrontation, &
femala U.S. soldier was reported to have
responded with the butt of har M-16 rifle.
In genaral, however, Saudl authorities
and people have displayed a rare
tolerance since the crisis began. m

support for US troops.

as debt foregiveness for Egypt.

IS involvement to cost $ 130b

Involvement in the Gulf will cost the United Statesmorethan |
$130 billion this financial year if some 400,000 American troops
| remain in the area without war, Congress was told .

War would drive costs up dramatically, Comptroller General
Charles Bowsher of the General Accounting Office told the House
of Representatives Budget Committee. ?

He said he agreed with estimates that war would send costs
as high as two billion dollars a day, including the price of
destroyed equipment that need not be replaced.

The defence and State Departments were asked to testify at
the hearing, but refused toappear and provide their cost estimates
for US deployment in Saudi Arabia and the Gulf,

Bowsher said § 30 billion or more will be spent for
despatching forces, calling up the reserves and providing other

Another $7 billion to $10 billion will be spent for such costs

The largest chunk, $100 billion, is provided for in the budget
for the current financial year, which ends on October 30, but
Bowsher warned that taxpayers will ultimately feel the effect of
spending it.

7]
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The Pentagon's official claims of
destruction of Iragi tanks, artillery and
armoured vehicles inside Kuwait are at
loast three times greater than the
astimates from US intelligence agencies,
2 US official who has reviewed the intelli-
gance figures said.

*The numbars out of Cent Com (the
US Central Command in Saudi Arabia)
are al least triple the intelliganca
numbers,” said the official, who askad not
to be lurther identified,

The issue of how much of lrag's ar-
mour and artillery has baen destroyed in
bombing sortles assumes greater
significance as allied troops get into
position along Kuwalt's borders for what

ning of the ground campaign. US and
allled officials have said they wauld like to
see 50 per cant of lrag's war-fighting
capability in and around Kuwait destroyed
bafore committing ground troeps o wrest
Kuwait from lrag.

Intelligence sources said the major
reason for the discrepancy is that the
Central Command relies heavily on
debriefing from pilets returning from

some officials say is the imminent begin-

. Pentagon, CIA at odds over
battle damage

bombing missions, as well as prisoners of
war and low-level raconnaissance photog-
raphy, while the Central Intelligence Agancy
and the Defence Intelliigance Agency rely

‘almost entirely on satallite photographs.

These often are analysed three or four
days aftsr the sorties.

Pilots, intelligencea sources said, often
exaggerale the success of their missions—
"Take what a pilot says and divids it by
three," said aformer Air Force pilot— while
photo reconnaissance can miss some
"kilis.* Thus the intelligence estimates ars
conservitive, they said, whilethe "I'vetalked
to senior people from the Cectral Intelli-
genca military’s are often overly optimistic.

Mavarthelass, becsuse of the
enormous differences betwaan the
sstimatas, some intelligence officials are
upset at the quality of the GCentral
Command's estimates,

Tha US official who has reviewed both
intelligance and Central Command data
said, "Thay ate not satisfied attha numbars
thay're getting from Cent Com, and profes-
sionally they are offended. Professionally
they think these numbers are disastrous,”

He said that white military officials in

Saudl Arabia announced that about 30

‘per cent of armour and artillary had bsen

destroyed inside the Kuwait theatre of
operation, "the number in Washington
(from the intelligenca agencies)was about
10 par cant.”

A Pantagon spokesman confirmed
that discrepancias exist betwaan the mili-
tary and the intelligence assesements of
bomb damagas inside the Kuwait theatre
of oparation. "And naver the twain shall
meat,” Armmy Ma] Kathy Wood added,
indicating that both camps are sticking to
their figures.

ClA spokesman Peter Earnest, while
not discussing spacific figures, defendad
hig agency’s estimates.

While thers have baen published
reports that intelligence analysts belisva
the Pantagon's officialfiguras—that about
a third of Iraq's tanks, atillery and ar-
moured vehiclas have been destroyed—
are exaggeratad, this is the first time that
such wide differances have baan dis-
closed.

The US military's latest official bomb
damage assessment was relsased.
Pantagon and Central Command officials |
claimed 1,300 Iragi tanks had been de-
stroyed, or 30 per cent of thase in the
Kuwait theatre; 1,100 arillery piaces, or
35 par cent of the total in the theatre; and
800 armourad vehiclas. i
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_ |IDEFENGE UPDATE [ _

Almostadecade has passed
since Lockheed Advanced
Development Company
watched the flrst F-117A
fightertaketothealr in 1961.
Sincethen, ithas performed
only one operational mis-
sion-the last December
misslonover Panama. What
may ultimately be most im-
portant Is Its long-term suc-
cess in proving ‘low - ob-
servable technolegy ‘ as a
new-generation of fighters -
the F-22 and F-23 emerge
this year.

hree major public “"unvailings” of

T the Lockheed F-117A fighter this
i year have much new Information

| on the programma that bagan a decade
ago to build and operationally deploy a

ARIS DEALS: RESEARCH & DEVELOGIREN

low - observabla tachnology' fighter. Da-
signad as a plana that could oparata
primarily at night hence the subsaguent
popularising of the term “Stealth® fighterthe
F-117A has reached a point in its opera-
tional career whara tha Depariment of
Defenceis anxiousiotakathe aircraftout of
the 'black® programme status and begin
normal funding and budget handling of the
aircralt. The result has been a wealth of
new information and photographs for the
public including the Soviet's to see.

Unveilings of the alrcraft has occurrad
last year atNeallis Ait Force Base, Mevada,in
Aptil, at Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland
in June, and most recantly at Palmdala,
Californla on July 12. The latter occasion
was the ceremony to mark delivery of the
last of 58-117As orderad by the Air Force, by
the Lockheed Advanced Development
Company (LADC).

According to Lockheed, the entire F-
117A production programme was com-

F-117A: Mystery Fighter of Gulf War

platad within funded budgets and that the
fixad-price on the aircraft flyaway cost of
US3 42.6 million per alrcraft- was within
contract stipulations. Ban Rich, Presi-
dent of LADG, noted at tha ceramony,
*that's an amazing statement whHon you
considaer our low production rate. We only
producad sigh aireraft per yazr over tha
saven full years of production.”

Rich also notad that “it's not often
that one has tha opportunity to develop
andfield an aircraft that represents atrue
technological breakthrough. And the F-
117 Ig just that ... the world's first very low-
obsarvable fighter aircraft. It certainly is
an odd locking flying machine. .. all black,
flat surfaces, highly swept wing and V-tail
and grids ovartheinlets. Yet it is a sterling
example of whal American ingenulity and
hard work can create in response 1o a
critical need.” !

That need, “in the 1970s, was the
Soviet Unjon developing and deploying
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new early warning radars, surface-to-air
missilas and fightar aircrafl. Thesa naw
| systems posed a major threat to Amerl-
I can convantional fighter and bomber
forces. At the time, technology braak—
throughs in very low-gbservables wera
amergining which offered the potantial to
counter tha manacing threat build- up,”
notad Rich.

Development of the F-117A might ba
viewed as the third of a great line of
aircraft to emerge from the Special
Froject Office or "Skunk Works™ of Lock-
heed, The first was the U-2 high-altitude
raconnalssance plane, fallowed by tha ul-
trafast SR-71/A-12 high- altitude racen-
naissance aircraft,” and now, the F-117A
fightar,

While adacade old, tha tachnologies

incorporated into the aircraft have been
rafined and developed further into a new-
genearation of high-technology fighters, the
YF-22 and YF-23, that will fulfill the
requiremants for anew fighter of the 1890's
decads. Thal may ultimately be the
greatast lagacy of the F-117.

DEVELCPMENT PROGRAMME.

Development of tha aircraft began in
the mid-1970s under & programme called
"Have Blue”, a Stealth prototype programme
designad to validate theorstical work done
under an unclassified programme known
as "Project Harvey”. First flight was In June
1881, enly 31 months after the full-scale
development contract was awarded. Lock-
haad began delivariesin 1982, Assembled
in Burbank, California, periodicreports from
local residents abounded for a period of
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tima about C-5
Galaxy transports
arriving during
night hours afler
Burbankcommer-
cial airport was
closad and flying
out bafora dawn.
After tha July 11,
1886 and October
14,1987 crazhes,
media interest
graw to a peak,
espacially after
helicoptar-borne
news craw from
the Los Angsles
area wera initially
ablatofly overthe
Bakorsfield crash
site — bafore the
Air Force closed
the immediale
areaalr spaca. Ini-
tial Operational
Capability (IOC)
was astablished
in October 1983,
lesg than five
years after go-
ahead.

A U3$5.6
billionprogramme
produced 59
aireraft through
July thisyear, with
thrae aircraft last
in erashas,

T AL S

avarage fly away cost is US$42.6 million,
as calculaied by Lockheed, However, if
non- procuremant expenses araincluded,
the cost per aircraft is closerto US%$111.0
million. Thizwould include the US$2 billion
for research and development and
LUS$295 million for construction of
individual-aircraft hangars at their base at
the Tonopah Reseaarch Site, Nevada,

Releasze of some of the F-1174 cast
information came In April this year, al a
time when Gongressional hearings were
beginning on tha 1951 Budget. By way of
comparison, the projected costs per air-
oraft of the future F-22/F-23 Advanced
Tactical Fighter (ATF) is on tha order of
LISE40 million per aircralt, while the still-
to-fly A-12 Avenger Advance Tactical Air-

cralt (ATA) is estimated at US$96 million! |

As such, tha F-117 may have come off
locking like a bargain by today’s costs,

DESIGN DETAILS

The aircraft has a gross weight in the
ordar of 52 500lbs and is powerad by two
General Electric F-404 non-after-burning
turbofan angines, Basic F-404 js used
with the F/A-18 Hornet and F-117A en-
gines are thought o be F-404-GE-FiD2
varsions developing about 12.000lbs

thrust. The F-117 has high subsonic ||

spead, butdetails have notbean raleased.
It should be noted with keen interest that
the engine inlet throat is about four-times
that used on the Northrop F-20, A-45, or
F/A-18 aircraft using the F-404.

Dimeansions of the aircraft include a
wingspan of 4301 4in, langth of 65ft 11in
and height of 12f1 5 Inches, This m=<as
the aircraft longer and with greater wing-
spandimensizasthanthe F-16, butsome
four feet lowsr in helght. Early operations
with the alrcraft ware often referrad to as
"A-7" (Corsair 1) flights, Many of the first

pilats may have been from sithe: the Air |

Force's A-7 and F-16 pilot communitias,
as the former probably has similar fiight
charactaristics.

In order to keep costs to a minlmum,
LADC used a number of proven aircraft
systems and componants, including :

* cockplt control system of the F-16
Fighting Falcon;

s anvironment controls fromthe C-130
Harculas:

&  agjection seatofthe A-10 Thunderbalt
Ii.
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This makes maintenance require-
‘ments similar to F-16 and F-15 fighters,
according to the Air Forca. Unlike lismote
robust SR- 71 High-Flier, standard en-
gina olls and hydraulic fluids are utilised.
Tha Air Force also saysthat F-117A main-
tenance statistics and airframa life axpec-
tancy are similar to the F-15 Eagle.

Close examination of photostaken at
the rall-outs reveal some interesting de-
tails not yet provided by the Pantagon.
Tha F-117 has a forward - looking infra-
red camara mountad in front of the cock-
pit, with a downward-looking FLIR systam
at the forward edge of the nose landing
gear. Both ara coverad with an elactrically
rasistive screen. The screen probably
works under & resistive damping
principle, with resistive scalanl covers on
the fasteners around the sensor opening

paort.

Details sean during the Andrew's AFB
viswing indicate the aircraftis made mostly
of aluminium {riveted construction is evi-
dent}. There ars jeints in the radar absor-
bant material (RAM) evidant in some lo-
cations on the aircraft, which prasents
tself as a flat, rough textura over the
airfframe. Special tiles are mounted to
dampen engine exhaust haat along the
fusalage frailing edge. Aiframe strass
limits ara probably about 8-Gs. A cockpit
head-up display (HUD}s quite evident In
photos.

OPERATIONS AND THE FUTURE

Initial F-117s weare assigned a mixad
air wing structure built around F-117s, A-
TITA-Tand T-38 jets. In October 1888,the
37the Tactical Fightar Wing (formerly the
3350th Tactical Group) was placaed under
operational control of Tactical Alr
Command's {TAC)12th Air Force, head-
quarared at Bargstran: AFB, Texas.
Bergstrom AFB is Jocated seven milas
fram the city of Austin, and is broadly
responsible for US Air Force tactical re-
connaissance missions weapons and
agircraft familiarization training associated
with Mc Donnell- Douglas RF-4C and
F—4D Phantoms. F-117s remain at their
Tonapah, Nevada facility.

Co-located at Bergstrom AFB is the
10th Air Force of the Air Farca Reserve
(AFRES), 9524th Tactical Fighter Group
(AFRES), and a Tactical Air Contral Wing
detachment. With increasing flight hours

needed for realistic training, it became
increasingly necessary for the Air Force to

bringtha F-117s ‘infram the cold". Amateur

photographers were beginning lo photo-
graph the aircraft in daylight combined with
budget supparting raquirements worked to
bring tha F-117 in public view. It is intarast-
ing that the F-117s were placed undasr the
command of an ouilit whose primary
funciion is the aerial reconnaissance mis-
sion. There is an 'axchanga’ pilot from the
Royal Air Force (RAF) assigned to the
wing. According to the Pantagon, cpara-
tional F-117As are being upgraded by
Lockhaad Aeronautical Systemns Co., at a
dapot-level maintenancs facility located at
FPalmsdale (adjacent B-2 Bambarhangars).
Details on what upgrades ars being worked
into the aircrafi have not been disclosed,
but are most likely associated with air-to-
ground strike roles.

In Tom Clancy’s novel Red Storm
Rising, the aircraft is portrayed in mostly a
'special mission'air supariority role in Use
against Soviet Air Force 1L-78/MIDAS
AWACS alrcraft, which traditional high-visi-
bility aircraft could not get close enough to
kill. Staalth characteristics allowed the fic-
tional aircralt opportunities to get close
enough before dataection to effect kills with
shori-range AAMs,

Pilots get about 15 to 20 hours per
month in the F-117. According to Col
Antony J. (USAF), 37th TFW Commandar
at Tonapah Test Range, "tha programme
was so secret that we had to wait until after
dark to even open the hangars. To a pilot
undargoing his first ilight in a new aircraft,
that daseart is really, really dark. It is little
wonder there were two, and not mors,
crashes of production aireraft.”

The aircraft flew Hs flrst combat
mission in December 1989, during "Opera-
tionJusi Cause’, the invasionof Panamato
oust Genaral Manual Noriega from power.
Six F- 117s wara allocated to the Panama
mission, fourof which were ultimatsly stood-
down. Two attacked the Rio Hato barracks
iacility to daliver one 2,0001b (900kg) bombs
against the facility, which hit about 55 and
300-yards wide of their target. According to
press repaors, the mission called for a 'near
strike'(50-Yards off targst) onthe Panamian
Defance Forca (PDF) barracks facility, in-
tended to stun and cause minor injuries to
the occupants. Miscommunications
batween the two pllots led to failure of the
mission.

F-117A CRASHES

Destails onthetwo crashas havebeen
partially declassified by the Air Force.
Thesea are tha July 11, 1886 and October
14, 1987 crashes, involving aircraft side
number 81-0792 and 83-0815.

Tha first cocurred 15nm northeast of
Bakersfiald, California which was investi-
gated by the Commander, Tactical Fighter
Weapons Cantre [Nellis AFB) as to tha
cause of the crash. The investigating ofii-
cer was assigned o HQ TAC/DOCK,
Langley AFB, Virginia, an indicationoltha
impartance attachad ta the crash investi-
gation. The aircraft departed Tonapah at
0113 local time for & single ship mission
and procesded to the eastern porion of
tha San Joaquin valley under IFR flight
rules.. a common flight regime for the air-
craft which endeavouraed 1o siay oul of
populated araas. Tha crash occurred at
01458 POT thapilot, Maj. Ross E. Mulhara,
was killad, No ajection attempt was made.,
The aircraft crashed while "descending
as requestad to FL 180. All radio trans-
missions wara normal up to that point.
The aircraft turned to the southeast... and
ARIEL 31 (aircralt code) requested de-
scentto 17,000 fest. ARIEL 31 cancelled
IFR with LA {Los Angeles) Centre at 0144
PDT. ARIEL 31's acknowledgment of LA
Cantra's recelving cancellation was the
last transmission received from tha mis-
hap asircraft. The aircraft impactad a hill-
side (el. 2,280ft MSL) at approximataly
0145 PDT and was destroyed. The sky
was clear and moon illumination was 14
par cant. Analysis of tha fire pattern,
crater and the scatter pattern ol the pars,
indicate that the aircraft was upric- ina
steep drive ('no less than 20" and L.oba-
bly in the neighbourhood of 607) and at
*high velocity”, according to the official
crash raport.

The second crash of an eperational
F-117A occurred on October 14, 1987 at
the Tonapah Fighter Weapons Centre
(TFWC) 53nm east of Alamo, Nevada.
This was also a'single-ship’ sorly, whosa
pracise mission has also been dalatad
from the crash report. The flight was en-
tirely within the boundaries of the TFWC/
Nellis AFB, crashing at about 2033 local
time, Tiia crashwas in gently sloping high
dasert terrain and the plane was totally
destroyed. The pilet, Maj, Michasl
C.Stawart (USAF), was killzd. No sjec-
tion attempt was mada.
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year during ““Operation Just Cause'’, the invasion of Panama
to. apprehend Oeneral Norlege. A total of 20 F-117As were
deployed to Saudi Arabia during mid-August following the
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: _i : Iragi invasien of Eumail.

The aircraft took off from Tonapah at
1953 local time on a night mizsion, The
flight (BURNR 54: "BURNER 54") was
under VFR procedures and remained
within the TWFWG range boundaries.
During tlighttha aircraft disappearad from
local radar and impacted at approxi-
matealy 2033 PDT, on Cctober 14, 1987,

According to the crash report, “pro-
cedures after take -olf and radio calls.,,

An additional helicopter was added to the
saarch effort at approximataly G100 on
October 15 and searched unlil approxi-
matsly 0345 whenthe effort was suspandad
until daybreak. The actual location was
identified on the afternoon of October 15.
The aircraft impacted “at a steep angle,
digging a hole approximately six or seven
faet desp.”

The pilot was dual qualified in both

otherwise unaventiul flight. "Based onthe

F-117A and A-7D/K Corsair Il aircraft,
with an accumulated fighter flight time of |
2,166 hours in tha F-117, A-7,F-15C (at
Kadena, Okinawa), F-4C/D and F- 5E
aircraft, of which 448 hours was instructor
tima. Hs had a total of 76.7 hours in tha
F-117A.. thiswas clearly ahighly qualified
pilot...shose aircraft crashed some 40
minutes into what should have bean an

were normal.the aircraft de-
parted the planned heading of
273 .....the last radar plot of the
gircrat shows...daviation from
the planned track. BURNR 54's
final flight profila {altitude and
ground track)were darived from
the Naellis Air Traffic Control] .

craft impacted the Nellis Rango
Complax in gently sloping high
desart terrain (5,502 ft) at
approximately 2033 PDT....
{weathar was) clear with
unlimited visibility, there was no
moon illumination at the time of
the mishap.”

An alert C-12 was dis-
palched to invastigate the pos-
sibla crash site: a range fira was

Facility (NATCF) radar. The air-| = 28

{results of tha inspections, we
concluded thai the flight con-
trals were in the following posi-
tions at impact .. (de'_tud).. In
brief, these figures sugg sstthat
the pilot was commanding
slightly nose up with a moder-
ate laft bank..."”

In both crashes, the repor
indicated there was no onboard
in- flight fire as the possible
! cause of the accidents. On the
sacond crash, itis interesting to
note the commaents of William L.
Mitchall, equipmant spacialist
(electronics) at TE Oklahoma
City ALC/MMIRIA, Tinker AFE,
Oklahoma:

“Attitude Director Indicator

Senvice, as picked upby ansanthl
sciances salellite. The C-12 was
unable to locate the crash site.}

reporied by the US Forest

A stealth ﬁg‘h!er undergoing midair refuslling, The F-117
‘appears to be a docile alrcraft quite capoble of making
mnndc"umﬂ comimon Lo both A-7 and F-16 airergft with a bit
Qflﬂituﬂ:n Jor mriul asrobatics. Operational F-I117As cre
hyﬁ:n,ﬂ de:d _fﬁ-f dirde-ground strike mlﬂ:

{ADI): The design of this indica-
tor |s such that it tands to retain
the indications existent upon
loss of slectrical power. Tha re-

a0
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vared indicator had sustained major
pactdamage...the spherawas crushed
d capturad indicating 28 nose down.
@ roll gimbal was captured in a position
at correlates to 55" right wing down.”

The impact of the crash was seen by
a number of individuals including "a flight
of F-4s from Georgs AFB conducting an
aarial refuelling tifty miles to the west, saw
the flash from tha fireball at 2033."

In the first crash, it is evident fram
othar pilot debriels that the alreralt may
have been performing “Barrell Roll At-
{acks” on the mission when the crash
occurred, a flight profile that pilots have

often parformed in A-7s.

In neither crash ware there any evi-
dence of aircraft or it's sub- systems mal-
function, The F-117 appears to be a docile
aircraft quite capable of making maneu-
verscommentoboth A-TandF-16 aircraft,
with a bit of latitude for aerlal acrobatics—
but well within the 'book’. Both pliots had
worked closely with a lot of difficult ma-
noeuvres—according to crash report testi-
mony of others—within or just outside
standard ‘rules of engagement’ (ROE). The
crashes both appear to have baen dus 1o
pilot arror— always an unforiunate reason
for the loss of any aerial warrior.

ha F-117s broke naw ground for
I what is most commonly called
‘steallhy’ aircraft. Future aircraft will
incorporate new tachnologies that were
unlested and only theory when the first
F- 1178 were begun. The F-117s are
cleary 'pathfinders’ for a future genara-
tion of combat alrcraft, ll

By Arrangement with
Asian Defence Joumal 11/90

-

F-117s DEPLOYED TO THE GULF

Twenty US Air Force ‘low-observable technology’ Lockheed F-117A fighters were deployed
to Saudi Arabia during mid-August, as part of the larger United States build-up in that coun-
try following the Iragi invasion of Kuwait,

This is the first overseas deployment of the F-117s after a decade of flying and one short op-
erational flight during the Panama action to oust General Manuel Noriega last year. The August
19th flight initiated from Tonapah, Nevada, still home of the F- 117s assigned to the 37th
TEW-included an aerial tanker support group comprising about adozen USAF KC-135 tankers.
Twenty F- 117 As departed the following afternoon from Langley AFB (VA) for the 15 hour non-
stop flight to Saudi Arabia, using USAF/McDonnel Douglas KC-10A Extenders for aerial
refuelling support during the long overwater crossing. The KC-135s originated from Beale AFB,
California, where they traditionally have supported SR-71 Blackbird reconnaissance aircraft
flight, KC-135s do not have new- generation turbofan engines, using 1950s° generation P & W
J-57- 59W turboject engines.

Commander in charge of the formation flight was Col. Richard W. Salsbury (USAF), who is
also Vice-Commander of the 9th Strategic Reconnaissance Wing (Beale AFB). widely known fc:

its TR-1/U-2R operations. The formation flew at 22-25,000 foot altitudes at mid-range speeds for
attack aircraft. Three flight refuellings were provided by KC-135s, the F-117As proving very
stable during refuellings due to their fly-by-wire flight system.

Reportson theaircraft sincearrival in Saudi Arabia have yet to beallowed. A major advantage
the F-117 As would have in a chemical or conventional desert war would be night attacks against
key Iragi bomber bases and radar warning facilities. This would include night attacks on Iraqi Air
Force bases housing new Sukhoi SU-24/Fencer-C fighter bombers and cir defence MiG- 29/
Fulcrum-A and IL-76{Adnan-1 AWACs aircraft. The former would greatly reduce Iragi long-
range strike capabilities, while attacks on the MiG-29(IL-76/Adnan facilities would greatly
reduce the sophistication of Iragi air defence interceptor force. Early attacks on the key command
centres associated with the complex of Soviet-origin air defence radars would allow for ‘sanitised’
air corridors to be created for friendly attack aircraft. G. JACOBS
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hortly after President Gaorga Bush
orderad thavirtual doubling of US

S farces in the Gulf, Gan. Colin

Powell, chairman of the joint chiefs of
staff, offered a glimpse of how the US
would fight a desert war against Iraq,

In testimony 1o the House armed
services committea on Decembar 14,
Gen. Powsall said he wanted to avoid the
imprassion that the US would adopt "a
canon fodder strategy”, mindlessly con-
fronting Iragi strengths.

"Mothing could be further fram the
truth. To us, , every American life |s
precious,” he said. “We will u=za our
technological advantages in ways seen
and unseen that the Iraqi army naver ra-
ally dreamad of.”

Gen. Powell's comments under-line
the US military’s absolute faith in
lechnelogy, not just as a guarantes of
victory to ensura minimum casualties in a
short, if bloody, contlict, Isthis confidencs
misplaced?

Mo ane should doubt the awasome
firepower the Pentagon has asemblad in
the Gulf. Butracant military engagemeants
damonstrata that human error as well as
unforeseentechnolegical flaws canmake
a mockery of the best |aid plans.

ACCURACY DOUBTFUL

Whaen President Reagan dispatched
US warplanas from the UK and from air-
craft carriers to bomb the Tripoli and
Benghazi areas in 1986, the long-dis-
tance mission was widely deeamed a
succcess because it intimidated Col.
Muammer Gadaffi at littla cost of Amari-
can lives. Yet tha accuracy of tha F-111
bambers and thelr laser- guidad muni-
tions lall short of the Pentagon’s expecta-
tions. One F-111 was lost, seven were
| forced fo turn back and two failed to drop
| theirbombs. They may even have missed
Lmalr assumad fargel- the Libyan leadar

himsalf.

GULF WAR:
Technological advantages for US

"It is easyto get carriad away with hight
technology,” says Mr. Seth Carus, an ana-
lyst at the Washington Institute for Near
East Policy.

Soma caution is justified, il anly be-
cause much US weaponry ramains un-
tested in combat Lnproven in the daser.
Yot the US armead forces, gearing up for
thair first protracted military engagement
since the Vietnam war, have not hesitated
to put ontrial some of the most exotic equip-
mant in their arsenal.

Among the mosl eys-catehing
weaponry: a laser-guided atillery round
cosling $30,000 a shot; "stealthy” aircraft
such as tha F- 117A designed to avaid de-
tection by radar; the helicopter-borne Hell-
fire anti-tank missile 25 well as the Phoenix
airto-air missile and deadly fuel air axplo-
sives (a high density asrosol combination
that can detonate with the bomb force of a
small nuclear bomb).

DESTRUCTIVENESS

“The lragis do not really understand
thedastructiveness of modern convantional
warfare,” says Dr Loren Thompson, deputy
diractor of national securety strides at
Georgsetown University,

One weapon never yet used is the
multiple-launch rockst system (MLRS)
fielded by the US and British armies -
although the UK was not due to have it fully
in sarvica until later this year. This has two
pods of six ruckels each, firad individually
or in a rippla to a range of about 20 milas,
each containing 644 fragmentation
bomblats.

It is clear that the US army, navy,
marines and air force can mustar ferocious
technological power which should exploit
acknowledged strength: vastly superior
night-fighting capability; suparior intelli-
gence-gathering and electronic warfars
skills; a force that Is almost entirely mobils;
and virtually certain supramacy in the air
and at sea.

The intelligance-gathering capability

Is particularly Impressive. The US can
draw on a steady stream of information

about the disposition of Irag| forces, using |

space saleliites with five- matre resolu-
tion pictures, US navy drones with high-
definition camearas in their bellies, as wall
as the Awacs air survaillance system
which can datact low-lying targets 230
miles away and high-altitude objects aven
further away.

DETECTION TECH:

Such is the quality of eguipmeant da-
ployead that the S cught lo be able to
detect not just the mevement of an Iragl
armourad column, but also the fuslling of
an lragi ballistic missile.

"Thisgivesthe US atremendoustac-
tical advantage,” explains Mr. Carus. He
conceds, howsver, that it is also possible

to be over- whalmed with so much data -

that the risk is missing “the blg pictura” |

The accumulation of information |

sinca August neverthelass should allow
US military plannars successiully to pin-
point Key lragi installations in the first
phase of an all-out aerial assault which |
many balisve would praceds a confranta-
tion on the ground.

In this first wave, unmannad Toma-
hawk cruise missiles fired from ships and
possibly submarines would combine with
F-117A “Stealth” fighter-bombers to tar-
gel tha lragl air force's command and
control network. This would deny lragi
pilots radio contact with ground cunirol-
lars tracking US warplanes, giving tha
Americans near Instant control in the =i

Scores of F-111s and navy A-6 In-
truder bombers would then carpet- bomb
Iragl installations, using earth penstra-
tors with delay fuses that dstonate pari-
adically after tha raid has finishad. Other
sophisticated munitions include bombs
that can crater runways and root out
planas and tanks hidden In bunker-style
shalters. British Tornado GRis with JP233
waapans, containing 30 bomblets fordam-
aging airstrips and 215 more to pravant
thair repair, would also ba used.

Flying in support of US and British
bombers would be dozens of USAF F-15
and F-16 fighters, guided by Awacs air-
craft, as well as US navy F-14 fomeats
and F-18/A Hornets.
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LONG RANGE WEAPONS

Unlike the dogflights of the past,
Whare pilols usad to "lock on” behind an
‘enamy jat to caich the heat signals from
angines, the latest Sidewindsr missiles

miles. The Sparrow, guided by radarrathar
than infra-red sensors, has a range of
mare than 30 miles and can also altack
from any angla,

This kind of battering should smash

fident Gen. Pawall, is willing o predict an
early Iragi surrendar. At some paint, the
US ammy would have to enter the fray,

torely ontharifla and boyonet as muchas

anemy.

T

powsar. This is a sobering thought for
those in Washinglon whe sometimos
sound asthoughtechnology alone will get
the job done and play down the possible
caualities of war. m

he battle would than revert, at
least lamporarily, to an age-old
test of morale, training and will-
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The B-52 Bomber:
A Much Modified Workhorse

heresistance of evantha most resilientof §
foes. But no one, not evan tha coolly con- £

whereupon US infantrymen would have £

laser-guided bombs to overhelm tha i~

‘canattackfromallangles atarangeof 10 & 1

Originally designed in 1948,
the planes could ba used in
adtive duty until 2035. The
U.5. naver sold tha plans to
other nations. Tha struciume
and electranics have besn
updated numerous times,

Sources: Prenice Hall Prass,
Asrolfax Datagraph, Jane's All
the World's Aircralt, Periscope

targots.

Recent improvaments allow
communications with

air loree satgllites, slectro-
optical syslems o provide
low lavel guidance at night Wingzpan
ar in bad weather and radar-
lammiers and lazérs bsad to
guide "smarl” weapons o

B-52G

Hangae: 7,500 miles without
refueliing

Cruising spead: 503 mph

185 foat G
Langth; 180 feet 10 inches

Gulf War payload: 51 gravity
bambs ol 500 or 750 pounds
apiece internally and 12

smart missiles extemnally.

Enernsticns] Herld Tribuna | |

dala bazse, NYT
ore than 30 years afterthe lumber-
ing aircraft first rolled off the pro-

M ductionline and 18 years after they

traumatized Hanoi in lhe Christmas raids of
1872, U.S. Alr Force B-52 bambars ham-
mered targets throughout Irag and Kuwait.

One of tha cldest and by far the big-
gest combat plane flying against the Iragis,
the swept-wing, Bosing-built heavy bomber
has been so extansively ramodsled since
its Vietnam days, to bolster its accuracy
and make it saler from enamy attack, that
lithe more than its aiframe and hulking
silhouetts remain the same. The proiotype
first flow in March 1952,

Of the 744 B-52s that were built ba-
tween 1955 and 1962, all but 247 have
beenretired, including the “D” models which
wara tha most widely used in Vistnam.

Those eatlier versions of the bambaer
carried more than twica the bomb loads of
the “G"modelsthat ara now attackinginthe
Gulf. Inthe newest reconfiguraton, much of
the space that was once used to hold
bombs now accommedates banks of com-

puters that have increased bombing preci-
sion.

Even with half their ald bomb capacity,
the surviving B-52s deliver the biggast and
perhaps mostternfying wallopin the Ameri-
can air arsenal.

They cperate equally well in day or

night, and are immune to most variations
in waather. A B-52G can carry up to 51
bombs. The bombs used are usually S00-
or 750-poundars (225- or340- kilograms).

B-52s typically attack in formations
of three, unleashing all their bombs at
onece from allitudes of six to seven miles
(9.5 to 11 kilomsters). and blasting a
swath of up to a half mile wide and
perhaps a mila long.

"You tum the target into something
that looks like 2 moonscape,” said Major
Cola, a former B-52 crew mambar.

Flying at high altitude, he said, the |
B-52s “can't be sean or heard unlil tha
bombs stari falling and then it's like rolling
thunder®,

"It's & great psychological effect,”
Major Cole said. "You scare the hall out of
tham.”

Tha B-52, *has got a mystiqua about
it,” said Major General John L. Borling,
depuly chief of operations at tha U.S.
Strategic Air Command Headquarters in
Omaha, Nebraska. "Becausa of ils de-
structive power ithas an athos, a sensaof
dwasomenass.”

he plane carries a crew of six and

I is three or four timas biggar than
other LLS. fighting aircrall. m
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National Defence College Team
Visits Alsons Industries

By a Correspondent

On Feb. 25, 1991 the War Course of the National Defence
College visited ALSONS INDUSTRIES (PVT) LTD.; four days
earlieron Feb. 21, 1991 the Air War Course af the PAF Air War
College had also visited Alsons. This is significant since tra-
ditionally the defence officers undergoing coirses in these
institutions visit the public sector and the military's own
industrial complexes like PAC Kamra, POF Wah, HRF, Pak
Steel Mills, Naval Dockyard, TDC eic.

ALSONS has been singled out by the two staff colleges since
it is the leading defence-product dedicated privateindustryin

Pakistan today. The 20 minutes briefing given by its Managing Director Mr. AR. Allana recounted
Alsons history of development from elock manufacture in the early 60's to dedicated fuze-manufactur-
ing for POF’s 81lmm and 120mm mortar bombs in early 70's. This is a major shift from low tech
engineering industry to high-tech defence products, This transformation was done on a very tight self-
Jfinanced budget. The process involved innovating on available machinery to keep capital costs Tow.

On conclusion of the briefing by Mr. A.R. Allana, very searching questions were asked by the War Course
staff and students on quality assurance system, manpoier training, labour problems and development
potential of the company for defence products. The management claimed to have the highest engineers

to techniclan ratio for any industry in Pakistan. ALSONS
has adedicated workforce of 32 engineers and 300 skilled
workers. ALSONS has its own CAD Division capable gf de-
signing hi-tech products in-house.

The War Course was then conducted toa detailed tour of
the factory. In hisclosing remarksMajor General Jamshed
Malik appreciated the high quality of work being carried
out, he advised ALSONS management to continue thelr
dedicated service to the Armed Forces and keep a forward
looking attitude for development and manyfacture of d
larger number of defence products.

S ——

PSO services for the Armed Forces commended

Maj. General M. Akram, Director G eneral, Supplies & Transport, Pakistan Army, headingahigh-powered dele-
gation visited P.8.0. Head office and had detailed discussions with Mr. M.M. Farid Managing Director of the
Company.

Matters relating to ihe supplies of POL Petroleum products to Defence Services, especially in the coutext of
changes taking place in the region due 10 Gulf War, availability of crude oil and its other products came under
discussion. He was assured that PSO was fully equipped to look after total requirement of the eountry includ-
ing Defence Services. All necessary arran gements had been made to make adeguate availability of Petroleum

Producis.

He was also presented with a "'Quality Control Manual", to assist Defence Serviees 10 maintain better controls
in their field of Aviation Operation and storagelhandling of other producis.

Gen. Akram appreciated the services being rendered by P.S.0. to the needs and requirements of the country's
valiant armed forces and holding regular fraining courses on POL at ils training centre for the Armed Forces
personnel.

L

b4 Defence Joumal (3, 1




