
 1

Lyublyana Stoyanova 

Weekly Journal on Iraq 

03/07/2003 

 

 

 In a last attempt to secure international approval of an impending military attack against 

Iraq, the United States and Great Britain are expected to press for a vote on their new resolution 

authorizing war sometime in the beginning of next week, following Hans Blix’s final report on 

the development of the weapons inspections. However, even prior to next Monday Security 

Council talks, Washington has already demonstrated its resolve to use force against Saddam 

Hussein’s regime, with top administrative officials declaring diplomatic efforts a failure. In this 

respect, a future vote could turn out to be just a formality, or simply another showdown with the 

United States and France as top participants.  

 As opposed to Hans Blix’s previous evaluations, describing Iraqi initiative to get rid of 

prohibited Al-Samound-2 missiles as a “significant” step towards complete disarmament, 

American attitude of distrust towards the Iraqi leader’s true intentions has remained unchanged. 

In a press conference this Monday, March 3, White House spokesman Ari Fleischer said that 

Saddam Hussein had not yet presented sufficient proof of his readiness to destroy his biological 

and chemical weapons allegedly in his possession, and described Saddam Hussein’s minor 

efforts to disarm as a clear attempt to deflect attention from his general unwillingness to comply 

with Security Council Resolution 1441. 

 Whatever the verbal accusations on both sides might be, it is very unlikely that they will 

bring about any change in the positions already taken by Security Council representatives. 
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France has long secured the support of two other veto-bearing countries, China and Russia, 

despite US hopes that, somehow, Russia could be won, dragging along China in the American 

camp. It became clear this week, though, that American diplomacy would not be able even to 

secure Chinese and Russian abstentions in a vote on a resolution authorizing war. Both countries 

declared their full support for the French cause.  

 With France, Russia, and China expected to veto the US-British resolution next week, 

there have been rumors circulating on a possible withdrawal of the document, especially in the 

face of a very probable fiasco of the attempts to secure the pro-votes of the small nations in the 

Security Council. In this situation, all US hopes of winning a moral victory in the Security 

Council despite an inevitable French veto by collecting a majority vote on the resolution seem to 

be chimerical. 

 In these circumstances the only remaining option for the United States appears to be 

military intervention. The US Army is already on full alert, with more than 110,000 American 

troops gathered in Kuwait and more of them expected to arrive next week. The point, however, is 

not whether the Middle Eastern campaign will be a military success. What bothers both critics 

and supporters of the war is exactly how American hawks are going to justify an obvious 

diplomatic blunder.  

 To many observers it is not as yet clear why the United States is determined to wage war 

at all costs. And while some of them are prone to refer to this attitude as a terrorist frenzy, oil 

rash, or an altruistic urge to teach an oppressed Iraqi people democracy, the real goal of the 

American government has began to take shape. What George W. Bush is aiming at, at least in the 

eyes of the Arabic nations, is a complete economic and political dominance in the region. 
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 America has all reasons to desire stability in the Middle East. Oil is one, but not the only 

motive. In fact, the fight against terrorism should not be underestimated as a vital American 

prerogative. It is actually much more genuine a reason for intervention in Iraq than the desire to 

redeem the Iraqi people from an oppressive regime. Not that there exists irrefutable evidence of 

Saddam Hussein’s connection to terrorist groups, such as Al Qaeda. The real threat derives from 

other countries in the region, for example Syria and Yemen, which have long been a ground for 

terrorist activities. A permanent US military and political presence in Iraq, which seems to be the 

main objective of the military campaign, is hoped to discourage those countries from sponsoring 

terrorist activities. US also envisages future democratization of Iran, which despite the existence 

of a democratic presidency is practically still ruled by a conservative clerical government, as 

well as of Saudi Arabia, another country which is believed to be a major sponsor of terrorism. 

  

  


