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NOTE TO READERS:
This electronic Book was completed in February 2012. It was was updated (June 15, 2012) with
additional articles, largely pertaining to the killings of civilians by the US-NATO sponsored Free
Syrian Army (FSA). These killings and atrocities perpetrated by US-NATO sponsored death
squads are casually blamed on the government with a view to justifying an R2P military intervention.
Additions to the initial February 2012 edition of this electronic Book consists of Part VI entitled
War Propaganda and the Killing of Innocent Civilians. Other additions are indicated with an [*]
The edition of this electronic Book published on Global Research’s earlier website had more than
330,000 views.
This collection is intended to provide a historical background of the US-NATO led insurgency
from its inception in March 2011. For the most recent Global Research analysis and news reports on Syria, including ongoing war preparations, consult our dossier: SYRIA: NATO’S NEXT
WAR
In Part I of the online interactive electronic book, an introductory essay is presented.
Part II examines the nature of the US-NATO-Israel sponsored insurgency, including the recruitment of terrorists and mercenaries. It also includes an examination of a 1957 Anglo-American
covert intelligence plan to destabilize Syria and implement “regime change”. The 1957 plan envisaged the triggering of “internal disturbances as well as the mounting of “sabotage and coup de
main (sic) incidents” by the CIA and MI6. What this essay suggests is continuity, i.e. today’s Intel. Ops, while more sophisticated than those of the Cold War era, belong to realm of DÉJÀ VU.
Part III examines the complicity of the “international community” focussing respectively on the
role of non-governmental organizations, the dynamics within the United Nations Security Council
and role of the Arab League, acting on behalf of Washington.

Part IV centers on the insidious role of the corporate media, which has carefully distorted
the facts, providing systematically a biased understanding of the causes and consequences of the Syrian crisis.

Part V focusses on the broader military agenda and the process of military escalation in
the Middle East.
The road to Tehran goes through Damascus. A US-NATO sponsored war on Iran would involve, as a first step, a destabilization campaign (“regime change”) including covert intelligence operations in support of rebel forces directed against the Syrian government.
A war on Syria could evolve towards a US-NATO military campaign directed against Iran,
in which Turkey and Israel would be directly involved. It would also contribute to the ongoing destabilization of Lebanon.
It is crucial to spread the word and break the channels of media disinformation.
A critical and unbiased understanding of what is happening in Syria is of crucial importance in reversing the tide of military escalation towards a broader regional war.
Michel Chossudovsky, Montreal, February 11, 2012

[Spread the word. forward this online interactive reader far and wide. Post it on Facebook]
Word about the Editor
Prof. Michel Chossudovsky is an award-winning author, Professor of Economics (Emeritus)
at the University of Ottawa. He is the Founder and Director of the Centre for Research on
Globalization (CRG), Montreal and Editor of the globalresearch.ca website. He is the
author of The Globalization of Poverty and The New World Order (2003) and America’s
“War on Terrorism”(2005). His most recent book is entitled Towards a World War III Scenario: The Dangers of Nuclear War (2011).He has taught as Visiting Professor at universi-
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ties in Western Europe, South East Asia, Latin America and the Pacific, acted as an adviser to governments of developing countries and as a consultant for several international
organizations.

Prof. Chossudovsky is a signatory of the Kuala Lumpur declaration to criminalize war and
recipient of the Human Rights Prize of the Society for the Protection of Civil Rights and Human Dignity (GBM), Berlin. He is also a contributor to the Encyclopaedia Britannica. His
writings have been published in more than twenty languages.
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Part I
1. INTRODUCTION

“In order to facilitate the action of liberative (sic) forces, …a special eﬀort should be made
to eliminate certain key individuals. …[to] be accomplished early in the course of the uprising and intervention, …
Once a political decision has been reached to proceed with internal disturbances in Syria,
CIA is prepared, and SIS (MI6) will attempt to mount minor sabotage and coup de main
(sic) incidents within Syria, working through contacts with individuals. …Incidents should
not be concentrated in Damascus …

Further : a “necessary degree of fear .. frontier incidents and (staged) border clashes”,
would “provide a pretext for intervention… the CIA and SIS [MI6] should use … capabilities in both psychological and action fields to augment tension.”(Joint US-UK leaked Intelligence Document, London and Washington, 1957)
In this online interactive Book, we bring to the attention of our readers a selection of feature articles on the Syrian crisis.
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Our objective is to dispel the tide of media lies and government propaganda, which presents the events in Syria as a “peaceful protest movement”.
The “protests” did not emanate from internal political cleavages as described by the mainstream media. From the very outset, they were the result of a covert US-NATO intelligence
operation geared towards triggering social chaos, with a view to eventually discrediting the
Syrian government of Bashar Al Assad and destabilizing Syria as a Nation State.

Since the middle of March 2011, Islamist armed groups –covertly supported by Western
and Israeli intelligence– have conducted terrorist attacks directed against government
buildings including acts of arson. Amply documented, trained gunmen and snipers including mercenaries have targeted the police, armed forces as well as innocent civilians. There
is ample evidence, as outlined in the Arab League Observer Mission report, that these
armed groups of mercenaries are responsible for killing civilians.
While the Syrian government and military bear a heavy burden of responsibility. it is important to underscore the fact that these terrorist acts –including the indiscriminate killing of
men, women and children– are part of a US-NATO-Israeli initiative, which consists is supporting, training and financing “an armed entity” operating inside Syria.

The evidence confirms that foreign intelligence operatives, according to reports, have integrated rebel ranks:
“As the unrest and killings escalate in the troubled Arab state, agents from MI6 and the
CIA are already in Syria assessing the situation, a security oﬃcial has revealed. Special
forces are also talking to Syrian dissident soldiers. They want to know about weapons and
communications kit rebel forces will need if the Government decides to help.
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“MI6 and the CIA are in Syria to infiltrate and get at the truth,” said the well-placed source.
“We have SAS and SBS not far away who want to know what is happening and are finding
out what kit dissident soldiers need.” ” Syria will be bloodiest yet, Daily Star). (emphasis
added)

The Free Syrian Army (FSA) is a creation of the US and NATO. The objective of this armed
insurrection is to trigger the response of the police and armed forces, including the deployment of tanks and armored vehicles with a view to eventually justifying a military intervention, under NATO’s “responsibility to protect” mandate.
A NATO-led intervention is on the drawing board. It was drafted prior to the onset of the
protest movement in March 2011. According to military and intelligence sources, NATO,
Turkey and Saudi Arabia have been discussing “the form this intervention would take”.

US, British and Turkish operatives are supplying the
rebels with weapons. Britain’s Ministry of Defence
confirms that it “is drawing
up secret plans for a
NATO-sponsored no-fly
zone [in coordination with
its allies] “but first it needs
backing from the United
Nations Security Council.”
(Syria will be bloodiest yet,
Daily Star). According to
these secret plans: “fighting in Syria could be bigger and bloodier than the
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battle against Gaddafi”.(Ibid ).
A “humanitarian” military intervention modeled on Libya is contemplated. NATO Special
Forces from Britain, France, Qatar and Turkey are already on the ground inside Syria in blatant violation of international law. Reports from British military sources (November 2011)
confirm that:
“British Special forces have met up with members of the Free Syrian Army (FSA)… The apparent goal of this initial contact was to establish the rebel forces’ strength and to pave
the way for any future training operations. … More recent reports have stated that British
and French Special Forces have been actively training members of the FSA, from a base in
Turkey. Some reports indicate that training is also taking place in locations in Libya and
Northern Lebanon. British MI6 operatives and UKSF (SAS/SBS) personnel have reportedly
been training the rebels in urban warfare as well as supplying them with arms and equipment. US CIA operatives and special forces are believed to be providing
communications assistance to the rebels.” Elite Forces UK, January 5, 2012 (emphasis
added)

2. The Social and Political Context in Syria
There is certainly cause for social unrest and mass protest in Syria: unemployment has increased in recent years, social conditions have deteriorated, particularly since the adoption in 2006 of sweeping economic reforms under IMF guidance. The later include austerity measures, a freeze on wages, the deregulation of the financial system, trade reform and
privatization. (See IMF Syrian Arab Republic — IMF Article IV Consultation Mission’s Concluding Statement, 2006).
Moreover, there are serious divisions within the government and the military. The populist
policy framework of the Baath party has largely been eroded. A faction within the ruling political establishment has embraced the neoliberal agenda. In turn, the adoption of IMF
“economic medicine” has served to enrich the ruling economic elite. Pro-US factions have
also developed within the upper echelons of the Syrian military and intelligence.
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But the “pro-democracy” movement integrated by Islamists and supported by NATO and
the “international

community” did

not emanate from

the mainstay of Syr-

ian civil society.

The wave of violent

protests represents

a very small frac-

tion of Syrian pub-

lic opinion. They

are terrorist acts of

a sectarian nature.

They do not in any

way address the

broader issues of

social inequality,

civil rights and un-

employment.
The majority of

Syria’s population

(including the oppo-

nents of the Al As-

sad government)

do not support the

“protest move-

ment” which is

characterised by

an armed insur-

gency. In fact quite

the opposite.

Pro-government rally, Damascus, March 2011

Ironically, despite its authoritarian nature, there is considerable popular support for the government of President Bashar Al Assad, which is confirmed by the large pro-government rallies.
Syria constitutes the only (remaining) independent secular state in the Arab world. Its populist, anti-Imperialist and secular base is inherited from the dominant Baath party, which integrates Muslims, Christians and Druze. It supports the struggle of the Palestinian people.
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The objective of the US-NATO alliance is to ultimately displace and destroy the Syrian
secular State, displace or co-opt the national economic elites and eventually replace the
Syrian government of Bashar Al Assad with an Arab sheikdom, a pro-US Islamic republic
or a compliant pro-US “democracy”.

3. The Insurgency: The Libya Model
The insurgency in Syria has similar features to that of Libya: it is integrated by paramilitary
brigades aﬃliated to Al Qaeda, which are directly supported by NATO and Turkey.
Reports confirm that NATO and Turkey’s High Command are providing the rebels with
weapons and training: “NATO strategists are thinking more in terms of pouring large quantities of anti-tank and anti-air rockets, mortars and heavy machine guns into the protest centers for beating back the government armored forces.” (DEBKAfile, NATO to give rebels
anti-tank weapons, August 14, 2011)

Military sources also confirm that Syrian rebels “have been training in the use of the new
weapons with Turkish military oﬃcers at makeshift installations in Turkish bases near the
Syrian border.” (DEBKAfile, Ibid). Recent reports confirm that British and Qatari Special
forces are on the ground in the city of Homs, involved in training rebel forces as well as organizing the supply of weapons in liaison with the Turkish military.
As in the case of Libya, financial support is being channelled to the Syrian rebel forces by
Saudi Arabia: ”Ankara and Riyadh will provide the anti-Assad movements with large quantities of weapons and funds to be smuggled in from outside Syria” (Ibid). The deployment of
Saudi and GCC troops is also contemplated in Southern Syria in coordination with Turkey
(Ibid).
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NATO’s activities are not limited to training and the delivery of weapons systems, the recruitment of thousands of “freedom fighters”` is also envisaged, reminiscent of the enlistment of Mujahideen to wage the CIA’s jihad (holy war) in the heyday of the Soviet-Afghan
war:
This recruitment of Mujahideen was part of NATO`s strategy in Libya, where mercenary
forces were dispatched to fight under the helm of “former” Libya Islamic Fighting Group
(LIFG) Commander Abdel Hakim Belhadj.

The Libyan model of rebel forces integrated by “Islamic brigades” together with NATO special forces has been applied to Syria, where “Islamist fighters” supported by Western and
Israeli intelligence are deployed. In this regard, Abdel Hakim`s LIFG brigade has now been
dispatched to Syria, where it is involved in terrorist acts under the supervision of NATO
Special Forces.

4. The Central Role of US Ambassador Robert S. Ford
US Ambassador Robert S. Ford was dispatched to Damascus in late January 2011 at the
height of the pro-

test movement in

Egypt. (The author

was in Damascus

on January 27,

2011 when Wash-

ington’s Envoy pre-

sented his creden-

tials to the Al As-

sad government).

At the outset of

my visit to Syria in

January 2011, I

reflected on the

significance of

this diplomatic ap-

pointment and the

role it might play

in a covert proc-

ess of political deAmbassador Ford in Hama in July 2011
stabilization. I did not, however, foresee that this destabilization agenda would be imple-
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mented within less than two months following the instatement of Robert S. Ford as US
Ambassador to Syria.

The reinstatement of a US ambassador in Damascus, but more specifically the choice of
Robert S. Ford as US ambassador, bears a direct relationship to the onset of the protest
movement in mid-March against the government of Bashar al Assad.
Robert S. Ford was the man for the job. As “Number Two” at the US embassy in Baghdad
(2004-2005) under the helm of Ambassador John D. Negroponte, he played a key role in
implementing the Pentagon’s “Iraq Salvador Option”. The latter consisted in supporting
Iraqi death squadrons and paramilitary forces modelled on the experience of Central
America.

It is worth noting that Obama’s newly appointed CIA head, General David Petraeus played
a key role the organization of covert support to rebel forces and “freedom fighters”, the infiltration of Syrian intelligence and armed forces, etc. Petraeus led the Multi-National Security Transition Command (MNSTC) “Counterinsurgency” program in Baghdad in 2004 in
coordination with John Negroponte and Robert S Ford at the US Embassy in Baghdad.
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5. The Insidious Role of the Western media
The role of the US-NATO-Israel military alliance in triggering an armed insurrection is not
addressed by the Western media. Moreover, several “progressive voices” have accepted
the “NATO consensus” at face value. The role of CIA-MI6 covert intelligence operations in
support of armed groups is simply not mentioned. Salafist paramilitary groups involved in
terrorist acts, are, according to reports, supported covertly by Israeli intelligence (Mossad).
The Muslim Brotherhood has been supported by Turkey, as well as by MI6, Britain’s Secret
Service (SIS) since the 1950s.

More generally, the Western media has misled public opinion on the nature of the Arab protest movement by failing to address the support provided by the US State Department as
well as US foundations (including the National Endowment for Democracy (NED)) to selected pro-US opposition groups.Known and documented, the U.S. State Department
“has been been funding opponents of Syrian President Bashar Assad, since 2006. (U.S.
admits funding Syrian opposition – World – CBC News April 18, 2011).
The protest movement in Syria was upheld by the media as part of the “Arab Spring”, presented to public opinion as a pro-democracy protest movement which spread spontaneously from Egypt and the Maghreb to the Mashriq. There is reason to believe, however,
that events in Syria, however, were planned well in advance in coordination with the process of regime change in other Arab countries including Egypt and Tunisia.

The outbreak of the protest movement in the southern border city of Daraa was carefully
timed to follow the events in Tunisia and Egypt.
In chorus they have described recent events in Syria as a “peaceful protest movement” directed against the government of Bashar Al Assad, when the evidence amply confirms
that Islamic paramilitary groups are involved in terrorist acts. These same Islamic groups
have infiltrated the protest rallies.
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Western media distortions abound. Large “pro-government” rallies (including photographs)
are casually presented as “evidence” of a mass anti-government protest movement. The
reports on casualties are based on unconfirmed “eye-witness reports” or on Syrian opposition sources in exile. The London based Syria Observatory for Human Rights are profusely quoted by the Western media as a “reliable source” with the usual disclaimers. Israeli news sources, while avoiding the issue of an armed insurgency, tacitly acknowledge
that Syrian forces are being confronted by an organized professional paramilitary.

The absence of verifiable data, has not prevented the Western media from putting forth
“authoritative figures” on the number of casualties. What are the sources of this data?
Who is responsible for the casualties?

6. Dangerous Crossroads: Towards a Broader Middle East Central Asian War
Escalation is an integral part of the military agenda. Destabilization of sovereign states
through “regime change” is closely coordinated with military planning. There is a military
roadmap characterised by a sequence of US-NATO war theaters.
War preparations to attack Syria and Iran have been in “an advanced state of readiness”
for several years.

US, NATO and Israeli military planners have outlined the contours of a “humanitarian” military campaign, in which Turkey (the second largest military force inside NATO) would play
a central role.
We are at dangerous crossroads. Were a US-NATO military operation to be launched
against Syria, the broader Middle East Central Asian region extending from North Africa
and the Eastern Mediterranean to the Afghanistan-Pakistan border with China would be engulfed in the turmoil of an extended regional war.
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There are at present four distinct war theaters: Afghanistan-Pakistan, Iraq, Palestine and
Libya.

An attack on Syria would lead to the integration of these separate war theaters, eventually
leading towards a broader Middle East-Central Asian
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7. "Humanitarian Intervention" in Syria: Towards Regional War?
Video: http://youtu.be/cGYTM9-DSEI
Video Text:
Prof. Michel Chossudovsky, Director of the Centre for Research on Globalization, weighs
in on the insurrectionary nature of the Syrian conflict and its potential to generate a larger
regional conflict in the Middle East.

As the Syrian crisis enters its 16th month, the recent massacres in Houla and Hama have
revived calls for foreign intervention and the toppling of President Bashar al-Assad. US Ambassador to the United Nations Susan Rice has recently hinted that the United States
would soon take action outside of the Annan plan and the authority of the United Nations
if the persistent violence in Syria continued unabated.

While the Syrian opposition severs its commitment to uphold Kofi Annan's peace plan and
openly calls for a UN- no-fly zone to replace the monitoring mission, US Secretary of State
Hillary Clinton has announced a new transition plan that would remove Assad from power
completely. As outside forces plan a post-Assad transition strategy, the people of Syria are
fast approaching a historic crossroads, of which may lead to a broader sectarian conflict
that would forever reshape the Middle East
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Covert Operations:
US-NATO-Israel Support to an Armed Insurgency

1. SYRIA: CIA-MI6 Intel Ops and Sabotage; by Felicity Arbuthnot – 2012-02-07
2. The Al Qaeda Insurgency in Syria: Recruiting Jihadists to Wage NATO’s “Humanitarian Wars” ; by Prof. Michel Chossudovsky – 2011-09-02.
3. VIDEO Death Squads in Syria Part of Intelligence Operation; New interview now
on GRTV; by Prof. Michel Chossudovsky – 2011-08-18.
4. The Pentagon’s “Salvador Option”: The Deployment of Death Squads in Iraq and
Syria; by Prof. Michel Chossudovsky – 2011-08-16.
5. NATO and Turkey Support Armed Rebels in Syria. Campaign to Recruit Muslim
“Freedom Fighters”; by Michel Chossudovsky – 2011-08-15.
6. VIDEO: NATO Recruiting Jihadists to Syria; New interview now on GRTV; by Michel Chossudovsky – 2011-09-19
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1. SYRIA: CIA-MI6 Intel Ops and Sabotage:
By: Felicity Arbuthnot
This incisive article by veteran war correspondent Felicity Arbuthnot was published by
Global Research a year ago, on February 2, 2012.
You will not read it in the New York Times.

At a time of mounting media fabrications –when “objective truths are fading” and “lies are
passing into history”– this analysis reveals the diabolical modus operandi of US-NATO terrorism and how covert intelligence ops are applied to trigger conditions which are conducive to the collapse of nation states. One of these “conditions” is the outright killing of innocent civilians as part of a cover operation and then blaming president Bashar Al Assad
of having committed atrocities against his own people

Michel Chossudovsky, Global Research , January 27, 2012
“In order to facilitate the action of liberative (sic) forces, …a special eﬀort should be made
to eliminate certain key individuals. …[to] be accomplished early in the course of the uprising and intervention, …

Once a political decision has been reached to proceed with internal disturbances in Syria,
CIA is prepared, and SIS (MI6) will attempt to mount minor sabotage and coup de main
(sic) incidents within Syria, working through contacts with individuals. …Incidents should
not be concentrated in Damascus …
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Further : a “necessary degree of fear .. frontier incidents and (staged) border clashes”,
would “provide a pretext for intervention… the CIA and SIS [MI6 should use … capabilitites in both psychological and action fields to augment tension.” (Joint US-UK leaked Intelligence Document, London and Washington, 1957)
“'The very concept of objective truth is fading out of the world. Lies will pass into history."
(George Orwell (Eric Arthur Blair, 1903-1950.)

For anyone in two minds about what is really going on in Syria, and whether President Assad, hailed a decade ago as “A Modern Day Attaturk”, has become the latest megalomaniacal despot, to whose people a US-led posse of nations, must deliver “freedom”, with
weapons of mass, home, people, nation and livelihood destruction, here is a salutary tale
from modern history.

Have the more recent sabre rattlings against Syria* been based on US-UK government papers, only discovered in 2003 - and since air brushed (or erroneously omitted) from even
BBC timelines, on that country?(i)
In late 2003, the year of the Iraq invasion, Matthew Jones, a Reader in International History, at London’s Royal Holloway College, discovered “frighteningly frank”
documents:1957 plans between then UK Prime Minister, Harold Macmillan, and then President, Dwight Eisenhower, endorsing: “a CIA-MI6 plan to stage fake border incidents as an
excuse for an invasion (of Syria) by Syria’s pro-western neighbours.” (ii)

At the heart of the plan was the assassination of the perceived power behind then President Shukri al-Quwatli. Those targeted were: Abd al-Hamid Sarraj, Head of Military Intelli-
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gence; Afif al-Bizri, Chief of Syrian General Staﬀ: and Khalid Bakdash, who headed the Syrian Communist Party.
The document was drawn up in Washington in the September of 1957:“In order to facilitate the action of liberative (sic) forces, reduce the capabilities of the regime to organize
and direct its military actions … to bring about the desired results in the shortest possible
time, a special eﬀort should be made to eliminate certain key individuals.

“Their removal should be accomplished early in the course of the uprising and intervention, and in the light of circumstances existing at the time.”
In the light of President Assad’s current allegations of foreign forces and interventions,
cross border incursions (as Colonel Qadafi’s before him, so sneered at by Western governments and media – and, of course, ultimately proved so resoundingly correct.) there are
some fascinating, salutary phrases:
“Once a political decision has been reached to proceed with internal disturbances in Syria,
CIA is prepared, and SIS (MI6) will attempt to mount minor sabotage and coup de main
(sic) incidents within Syria, working through contacts with individuals.

“Incidents should not be concentrated in Damascus … care should be taken to avoid causing key leaders of the Syrian regime to take additional personal protection measures.”
Further : a “necessary degree of fear .. frontier incidents and (staged) border clashes”,
would “provide a pretext for intervention”, by Iraq and Jordan - then still under British mandate.

Syria was to be: “made to appear as sponsor of plots, sabotage and violence directed
against neighbouring governments … the CIA and SIS [Her Majesty's Secret International
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Serivce, MI6] should use … capabilities in both psychological and action fields to augment
tension.”
Incursions in to Iraq, Jordan and Lebanon, would involve: “sabotage, national conspiracies, and various strong arms activities”, were, advised the document, to be blamed on Damascus.
In late December 2011 an opposition “Syria National Council” was announced, to “liberate
the country”, representatives met with Hilary Clinton. There now seems to be a US – endorsed “Syrian Revolutionary Council.”
The Eisenhower-Macmillan plan was for funding of the: “Free Syria Committee” and “arming of political factions with paramilitary or other actionist capabilities”, within Syria.

CIA-MI6, planned fomenting internal uprisings and replacing the Ba’ath-Communistleaning government, with a Western, user-friendly one. Expecting this to be met by public
hostility, they planned to: “probably need to rely first on repressive measures and arbitrary
exercise of power.”
The document was signed oﬀ in both London and Washington. It was, wrote Macmillan in
his diary: “a most formidable report.” A Report which was: “withheld even from British
Chiefs of Staﬀ …”

Washington and Whitehall had become concerned at Syria’s increasingly pro-Soviet,
rather than pro-Western sympathies – and the Ba’ath (Pan Arab) and Communist party alliance, also largely allied within the Syrian army.
However, even political concerns, were trumped by Syria then controlling a main pipeline
from the Western bonanza of Iraq’s oil fields, in those pre-Saddam Hussein days.
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Briefly put: in 1957, Syria allied with Moscow (which included an agreement for military
and economic aid) also recognized China – and then as now, the then Soviet Union
warned the West against intervening in Syria.

Syria, is unchanged as an independent minded country, and the loyalties remain. It broadly
remains the cradle of the Pan Arab ideal of Ba’athism, standing alone, since the fall of Saddam Hussein’s regime.
In 1957, this independent mindedness caused Loy Henderson, a Senior State Department
oﬃcial, to say that:“the present regime in Syria had to go …”
Ultimately, the plan was not used, since, British mandate or not, neighbouring countries refused to play. However, the project, overtly, bears striking similarity to the reality of events
over the last decade, in Syria – and the region.

In a near 1957 re-run, Britain’s Foreign Minister, William Hague has said President Assad
“will feel emboldened” by the UN Russia-China vote in Syria’s favour.
Hilary (“We came, we saw, he died”) Clinton, has called for: “friends of a democratic
Syria”, to unite and rally against the Assad government:
“We need to work together to send them a clear message: you cannot hold back the future at the point of a gun”, said the women filmed purportedly watching the extrajudicial,
illegal assassination of may be, or may be not, Osma Bin Laden and others – but certainly
people were murdered – by US illegal invaders – at the point of lots of guns.

Supremely ironically, she was speaking in Munich (5th February) historically: “The birth
place of the Nazi party.”
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The Russia-China veto at the UN on actions against Syria, has been condemned by the
US, varyingly, as: “Disgusting”, ‘shameful”, “deplorable”, “a travesty.”
Eye opening, is the list of US vetoes to be found at (iii). Jaw dropping double standards
can only be wondered at (again.).

Perhaps the bottom line is: in 1957, Iraq’s oil was at the top of the agenda, of which Syria
held an important key. Today, it is Iran’s – and as Michel Chossudovsky notes so succinctly: “The road to Tehran is through Damascus.”(iv)

2. The Al Qaeda Insurgency in Syria: Recruiting Jihadists to Wage NATO’s “Humanitarian Wars”
Recent developments in Syria point to a full-fledged armed insurgency, integrated by Islamist “freedom fighters” covertly supported, trained and equipped by foreign powers.
What triggered the crisis in Syria?
It was not the result of internal political cleavages, but rather the consequence of a deliberate plan by the US-NATO alliance to trigger social chaos, to discredit the Syrian government of Bashar Al Assad and ultimately destabilize Syria as a Nation State.

Since the middle of March 2011, Islamist armed groups covertly supported by Western
and Israeli intelligence have conducted terrorist attacks on government buildings and acts
of arson.
Amply documented, trained gunmen and snipers have targeted the police, the armed
forces as well as unarmed civilians.
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The objective of this armed insurrection is to trigger the response of the police and armed
forces, including the deployment of tanks and armored vehicles with a view to eventually
justifying a “humanitarian” military intervention, under NATO’s “responsibility to protect”
mandate.

The Nature of the Syrian Political System
There is certainly cause for social unrest and mass protest in Syria: unemployment has increased in recent years, social conditions have deteriorated, particularly since the adoption in 2006 of sweeping economic reforms under IMF guidance. The later include austerity measures, a freeze on wages, the deregulation of the financial system, trade reform and
privatization. (See IMF Syrian Arab Republic — IMF Article IV Consultation Mission’s Concluding Statement, http://www.imf.org/external/np/ms/2006/051406.htm, 2006).

Moreover, there are serious divisions within the government and the military. The populist
policy framework of the Baath party has largely been eroded. A faction within the ruling political establishment has embraced the neoliberal agenda. In turn, the adoption of IMF
“economic medicine” has served to enrich the ruling economic elite. Pro-US factions have
also developed within the upper echelons of the Syrian military and intelligence.
But the “pro-democracy” movement integrated by Islamists and supported by NATO and
the “international community” did not emanate from the mainstay of Syrian civil society.

The protests largely dominated by Islamists represent a very small fraction of Syrian public opinion. They are of a sectarian nature. They do no address the broader issues of social
inequality, civil rights and unemployment.
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The majority of Syria’s population (including the opponents of the Al Assad government)
do not support the “protest movement” which is characterised by an armed insurgency. In
fact quite the opposite.

Ironically, despite its authoritarian nature, there is considerable popular support for the government of President Bashar Al Assad, which is confirmed by the large pro-government rallies.
Syria constitutes the only (remaining) independent secular state in the Arab world. Its populist, anti-Imperialist and secular base is inherited from the dominant Baath party, which integrates Muslims, Christians and Druze. It supports the struggle of the Palestinian people.

The objective of the US-NATO alliance is to ultimately displace and destroy the Syrian
secular State, displace or co-opt the national economic elites and eventually replace the
Syrian government of Bashar Al Assad with an Arab sheikdom, a pro-US Islamic republic
or a compliant pro-US “democracy”.
The role of the US-NATO- Israel military alliance in triggering an armed insurrection is not
addressed by the Western media. Moreover, several “progressive voices” have accepted
the “NATO consensus” at face value: “a peaceful protest” which is being “violently repressed by the Syrian police and armed forces”.

The Insurgency is integrated by Terrorists
Al Jazeera, the Israeli and Lebanese press confirm that “the protesters” had burned the
headquarters of the Baath Party and the court house in Daraa in mid-March, while at the
same time claiming that the demonstrations were “peaceful”.
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Terrorists have infiltrated the civilian protest movement. Similar acts of arson were carried
out in late July in Hama. Public buildings including the Court House and the Agricultural
Bank were set on fire.

This insurgency is directed against the secular State. Its ultimate object is political destabilization and regime change. The hit squads of armed gunmen are involved in terrorist acts
directed against both Syrian forces and civilians.

Civilians who support the government are the object of threats and intimidation. Progovernment civilians are also the object of targetted assassination by armed gunmen:
In Karak, a village near Dara’a, Salafis forced villagers to join anti-government protests and
remove photos of President Assad from their homes. Witnesses reported that a young
Muslim man who refused to remove a photo was found hanged on his front porch the next
morning.

“People want to go out and peacefully ask for certain changes, but Muslim Salafi groups
are sneaking in with their goal, which is not to make changes for the betterment of Syria,
but to take over the country with their agenda,” (International Christian Concern (ICC), May
4, 2011, emphasis added)

In late July, terrorists attacked a train travelling between Aleppo and Damascus:
”The train was carrying 480 passengers… The terrorists dismantled the rails which
caused the accident… The leading carriage was burnt… Other carriages were derailed
and turned over onto their sides… (quoted in Terrorists attacked a train traveling from
Aleppo to Damascus – YouTube, Truth Syria). Most of the passengers on the train “were
children, women and patients who were traveling to undergo surgeries.”( Saboteurs Target
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a Train Traveling from Aleppo to Damascus, Driver Martyred – Local – jpnews-sy.com, July
24, 2011)
The Recruitment of Mujahideen: NATO and Turkey
This insurgency in Syria has similar features to that of Libya: it is integrated by paramilitary
brigades aﬃliated to Al Qaeda. Recent developments point to a full-fledged armed insurgency, integrated by Islamist “freedom fighters” supported, trained and equipped by NATO
and Turkey’s High Command.

According to Israeli intelligence sources:
NATO headquarters in Brussels and the Turkish high command are meanwhile drawing up
plans for their first military step in Syria, which is to arm the rebels with weapons for combating the tanks and helicopters spearheading the Assad regime’s crackdown on dissent.
Instead of repeating the Libyan model of air strikes, NATO strategists are thinking more in
terms of pouring large quantities of anti-tank and anti-air rockets, mortars and heavy machine guns into the protest centers for beating back the government armored forces. (DEBKAfile, NATO to give rebels anti-tank weapons, August 14, 2011)
A NATO-led intervention is on the drawing board. According to military and intelligence
sources, NATO, Turkey and Saudi Arabia have been discussing “the form this intervention
would take”.

Shift in Turkey’s Military Command Structure
In late July, the Commander in Chief of the Army and head of Turkey’s Joint Chiefs of
Staﬀ, General Isik Kosaner, resigned together with the commanders of the Navy and Air
Force. General Kosaner represented a broadly secular stance within the Armed Forces.
General Necdet Ozel has been appointed as his replacement as commander of the Army
and head of the Joint Chiefs of Staﬀ.
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These developments are of crucial importance. They point to a shift within Turkey’s military
high command in favor of the Muslim Brotherhood including enhanced support to the
armed insurrection in Northern Syria.
Military sources also confirm that Syrian rebels “have been training in the use of the new
weapons with Turkish military oﬃcers at makeshift installations in Turkish bases near the
Syrian border.” (DEBKAfile, NATO to give rebels anti-tank weapons, August 14, 2011)

The delivery of weapons to the rebels is to be implemented “overland, namely through Turkey and under Turkish army protection….Alternatively, the arms would be trucked into
Syria under Turkish military guard and transferred to rebel leaders at pre-arranged rendezvous.” (Ibid, emphasis added)
These various developments point towards the possibility of the direct involvement of Turkish troops in the conflict, which could potentially lead to a broader process of military confrontation between Syria and Turkey, as well as the direct involvement of Turkish troops inside Syria.

A ground war involving Turkish troops would involve sending troops into Northern Syria
and “carving out a military pocket from which Syria’s rebels would be supplied with military, logistic and medical aid.” (Assad may opt for war to escape Russian, Arab, European
ultimatums, http://www.debka.com/article/21255/ Debkafile, August 31, 2011).
As in the case of Libya, financial support is being channelled to the Syrian rebel forces by
Saudi Arabia. “Ankara and Riyadh will provide the anti-Assad movements with large quantities of weapons and funds to be smuggled in from outside Syria” (Ibid).

The deployment of Saudi and GCC troops is also contemplated in Southern Syria in coordination with Turkey (Ibid):
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Recruiting Thousands of Jihadists
NATO and the Turkish High command, also contemplate the development of a jihad involving the recruitment of thousands of “freedom fighters”, reminiscent of the enlistment of
Mujahideen to wage the CIA’s jihad (holy war) in the heyday of the Soviet-Afghan war:
Also discussed in Brussels and Ankara, our sources report, is a campaign to enlist thousands of Muslim volunteers in Middle East countries and the Muslim world to fight alongside the Syrian rebels. The Turkish army would house these volunteers, train them and secure their passage into Syria. (Ibid, emphasis added)

This recruitment of Mujahideen to fight NATO’s humanitarian wars (including Libay and
Syria) is well underway. Some 1500 jihadists from Afghanistan trained by the CIA were dispatched to fight with the “pro-democracy” rebels under the helm of “former” Libya Islamic
Fighting Group (LIFG) Commander Abdel Hakim Belhadj:
“Most of the men have been recruited from Afghanistan. They are Uzbeks, Persians and
Hazaras. According to the footage, these men attired in the Uzbek-style of shalwar and
Hazara-Uzbek Kurta were found fighting in Libyan cities.” (The Nation, Pakistan,The Libyan model of rebel forces integrated by the Islamic brigades together with NATO special
forces is slated to be applied in Syria, where Islamist fighters supported by Western and
Israeli intelligence have already been deployed.

The Triggering of Factional Divisions within Syrian Society
Syria is a secular state where Muslims and Christian have shared a common heritage from
the early Christian period and have lived together for centuries.
Covert support is channelled to the jihadist fighters, who in turn are responsible for acts of
sectarian violence directed against Alawite, Christians and Druze. In early May, as part of
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the anti-government “protest movement”, armed gunmen were reported to have attacked
Christian homes in Daraa in Southern Syria:
In a Christian village outside of Dara’a, in southern Syria, eye witnesses reported that
twenty masked men on motorcycles opened fire on a Christian home while shouting malicious remarks against Christians in the street. According to another ICC source in Syria,
churches received threatening letters during the Easter holidays telling them to join Salafi
protestors or leave.

Last week in Duma, a suburb of Damascus, Salafis chanted, “Alawites to the grave and
Christians to Beirut!” according to an ICC source and Tayyar.org, a Lebanese news
agency. Christians in Syria are concerned that the agenda of many hard-line Islamists in
Syria, including the Salafis, is to take over the government and kick Christians out of the
country. “If Muslim Salafis gain political influence, they will make sure that there will be no
trace of Christianity in Syria,” a Syrian Christian leader told ICC.

“We want to improve life and rights in Syria under this president, but we do not want terrorism. Christians will be first to pay the price of terrorism. … What Christians are asking for
is the realization that when changes are happening, it should happen not under certain
agendas or for certain people, but for the people of Syria in a peaceful way under the current government.” Aidan Clay, ICC Regional Manager for the Middle East, said, “Unlike in
Egypt, where Christians predominantly supported the revolution that removed President
Hosni Mubarak from power, Syrian Christians have desired peace while demanding
greater freedoms under the current government. Christians anticipate that only chaos and
bloodshed will follow if Salafi demands are met. We urge the U.S. government to act
wisely and carefully when developing policies that have deep political ramifications for
Syria’s minorities by not indirectly supporting a foothold to be used by Salafis to carry out
their radical agenda.”
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(Syrian Christians Threatened by Salafi Protestors, Persecution News, International Christian Concern (ICC), May 4, 2011)
The attacks on Christians in Syria are reminiscent of the death squadron killings directed
against Chaldean Christians in Iraq.

3. Video: Death Squads in Syria Part of Intelligence Operation
by grtv
Video: http://youtu.be/Rj5QMJrHQEE
Video Text:
The UN announced that it would be removing non-essential staﬀ from its oﬃces in Syria
amid growing concern over the violent crackdown by government forces on demonstrators. The Syrian government responded by inviting UN personnel to observe the situation
on the ground.
The director of the Canadian-based Center for Research on Globalization, Michel Chossudovsky, says much of the hype around the Syrian crisis originates from abroad.

"I think this is really part of the public relations campaign to demonize the Syrian government without addressing the fundamental causes of the crisis," he stated. "This is not a
peaceful protest movement. It is an armed insurrection by gunmen, well-organized mercenaries and it is confirmed not only by government sources. Let's examine: Israeli and Lebanese sources say the protesters have heavy machine guns...Since when are peaceful civilian protesters armed with heavy machine guns?... And I think the United Nations decided
to remove its non-essential staﬀ essentially as a prelude to tomorrow's [August 18] session at the UN Security Council."
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Chossudovsky says he spent a couple of months in Syria earlier this year and left the country shortly before the violence started in mid-March. He is sure the insurgency there is part
of an intelligence operation.

"The question we have to ask ourselves: Who are the sources of this killing, what are the
underlying causes of this insurrection?" he said. "We are dealing with a big lie as far as the
media information is concerned. The media doesn't even have access to Syria. They are
drumming up the whole series of interpretations which are, from my point, totally biased."
Video: http://youtu.be/Rj5QMJrHQEE

4. The Pentagon’s “Salvador Option”: The Deployment of Death Squads in Iraq and
Syria.
The road to Tehran goes through Damascus. A US-NATO war on Iran would involve, as a
first step, a destabilization campaign (“regime change”) directed against Syria.
An extended Middle East Central Asian war has been on the Pentagon’s drawing board
since the mid-1990s.
As part of this extended war scenario, the US-NATO alliance plans to wage a military campaign against Syria under a UN sponsored “humanitarian mandate”.

Escalation is an integral part of the military agenda. Destabilization of sovereign states
through “regime change” is closely coordinated with military planning.
There is a military roadmap characterised by a sequence of US-NATO war theaters.
This present essay (Part II below) focusses on the history of the Pentagon’s “Salvador Option” in Iraq and its relevance to Syria.
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The program was implemented under the tenure of John D. Negroponte, who served as
US ambassador to Iraq (June 2004-April 2005). The current ambassador to Syria, Robert
S. Ford was part of Negroponte’s team in Baghdad in 2004-2005.

Syria: Overview and Recent Developments
The Western media has played a central role in obfuscating the nature of foreign interference in Syria including outside support to armed insurgents. In chorus they have described recent events in Syria as a “peaceful protest movement” directed against the government of Bashar Al Assad, when the evidence amply confirms that Islamic paramilitary
groups have infiltrated the rallies.

Israel’s Debka Intelligence news, while avoiding the issue of an armed insurgency, tacitly
acknowledges that Syrian forces are being confronted by an organized paramilitary:
“[Syrian forces] are now running into heavy resistance: Awaiting them are anti-tank traps
and fortified barriers manned by protesters armed with heavy machine guns.” DEBKAfile,
Since when are peaceful civilian protesters armed with “heavy machine guns” and “antitank traps”?

Recent developments in Syria point to a full-fledged armed insurgency, integrated by Islamist “freedom fighters” covertly supported, trained and equipped by foreign powers. According to Israeli intelligence sources:
NATO headquarters in Brussels and the Turkish high command are meanwhile drawing up
plans for their first military step in Syria, which is to arm the rebels with weapons for combating the tanks and helicopters spearheading the Assad regime’s crackdown on dissent.
Instead of repeating the Libyan model of air strikes, NATO strategists are thinking more in
terms of pouring large quantities of anti-tank and anti-air rockets, mortars and heavy ma32

chine guns into the protest centers for beating back the government armored forces. (DEBKAfile, NATO to give rebels anti-tank weapons, August 14, 2011, emphasis added)
The delivery of weapons to the rebels is to be implemented “overland, namely through Turkey and under Turkish army protection….Alternatively, the arms would be trucked into
Syria under Turkish military guard and transferred to rebel leaders at pre-arranged rendezvous.” (Ibid, emphasis added)

According to Israeli sources, which remain to be verified, NATO and the Turkish High command, also contemplate the development of a “jihad” involving the recruitment of thousands of Islamist “freedom fighters”, reminiscent of the enlistment of Mujahideen to wage
the CIA’s jihad (holy war) in the heyday of the Soviet-Afghan war:
Also discussed in Brussels and Ankara, our sources report, is a campaign to enlist thousands of Muslim volunteers in Middle East countries and the Muslim world to fight alongside the Syrian rebels. The Turkish army would house these volunteers, train them and secure their passage into Syria. (Ibid, emphasis added)

These various developments point towards the possible involvement of Turkish troops inside Syria, which could potentially lead to a broader military confrontation between Syria
and Turkey as well as a full-fledged “humanitarian” military intervention by NATO.
In recent developments, Islamist death squads have penetrated the port city of Latakia’s
Ramleh district, which includes a Palestinian refugee camp of some 10,000 residents.
These armed gunmen which include rooftop snipers are terrorizing the local population.

In a cynical twist, the Western media has presented the Islamist paramilitary groups in Latakia as “Palestinian dissidents” and “activists” defending themselves against the Syrian
armed forces. In this regard, the actions of armed gangs directed against the Palestinian
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community in Ramleh visibly seeks to foment political conflict between Palestine and
Syria. Several Palestinian personalities have sided with the Syrian “protest movement”,
while casually ignoring the fact that the “pro-democracy” death squads are covertly supported by Israel and Turkey.
Turkey’s foreign minister Ahmet Davutoglu has intimated that Ankara could consider military action against Syria if the Al Assad government doesn’t cease “immediately and unconditionally” its actions against “protesters”. In a bitter irony, the Islamist fighters operating inside Syria who are terrorizing the civilian population, are trained and financed by the
Turkish Erdogan government.

Meanwhile, US, NATO and Israeli military planners have outlined the contours of a humanitarian military campaign, in which Turkey (the second largest military force inside NATO)
would play a central role.
On August 15, Tehran reacted to the unfolding crisis in Syria, stating that “events in Syria
should be considered only as internal aﬀairs of that country and accused the West and its
allies with trying to destabilize Syria, in order to make the case for its eventual occupation”. (Iran Foreign Ministry Statement, quoted in Iran urges West to stay out of Syria’s ‘internal matters’ Todayszaman.com, August 15, 2011)

We are at dangerous crossroads:
Were a military operation to be launched against Syria, the broader Middle East Central
Asian region extending from North Africa and the Eastern Mediterranean to the
Afghanistan-Pakistan border with China would be engulfed in the turmoil of an extended
war. A war on Syria could evolve towards a US-NATO military campaign directed against
Iran, in which Turkey and Israel would be directly involved.
It is crucial to spread the word and break the channels of media disinformation.
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A critical and unbiased understanding of what is happening in Syria is of crucial importance in reversing the tide of military escalation towards a broader regional war
Background: America’s Ambassador Robert S. Ford Arrives in Damascus (January 2011)
US Ambassador Robert Ford arrived in Damascus in late January 2011 at the height of the
protest movement in Egypt.

America’s previous Ambassador to Syria was recalled by Washington following the 2005
assassination of former Prime minister Rafick Hariri, which was blamed, without evidence,
on the government of Bashar Al Assad.
The author was in Damascus on January 27, 2011 when Washington’s Envoy presented
his credentials to the Al Assad government. (See photo below).

At the outset of my visit to Syria in January 2011, I reflected on the significance of this diplomatic appointment and the role it might play in a covert process of political destabilization. I did not, however, foresee that this process would be implemented within less than
two months following the instatement of Robert S. Ford as US Ambassador to Syria.
The reinstatement of a US ambassador in Damascus, but more specifically the choice of
Robert S. Ford as US ambassador, bears a direct relationship to the onset of the protest
movement in mid-March against the government of Bashar al Assad.

Robert S. Ford was the man for the job. As “Number Two” at the US embassy in Baghdad
(2004-2005) under the helm of Ambassador John D. Negroponte, he played a key role in
implementing the Pentagon’s “Iraq Salvador Option”. The latter consisted in supporting
Iraqi death squadrons and paramilitary forces modelled on the experience of Central
America.
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The Western media has misled public opinion on the nature of the Arab protest movement
by failing to address the support provided by the US State Department as well as US foundations (including the National Endowment for Democracy (NED)) to selected pro-US opposition groups. Known and documented, the U.S. State Department “has been been funding opponents of Syrian President Bashar Assad, since 2006. (U.S. admits funding Syrian
opposition – World – CBC News April 18, 2011)

The protest movement in Syria was upheld by the media as part of the “Arab Spring”, presented to public opinion as a pro-democracy protest movement which spread spontaneously from Egypt and the Maghreb to the Mashriq. The fact of the matter is that these various country initiatives were closely timed and coordinated. Michel Chossudovsky, The Protest Movement in Egypt: “Dictators” do not Dictate, They Obey Orders, Global Research,
January 29, 2011)

There is reason to believe that events in Syria, however, were planned well in advance in
coordination with the process of regime change in other Arab countries including Egypt
and Tunisia.
The outbreak of the protest movement in the southern border city of Daraa was carefully
timed to follow the events in Tunisia and Egypt.
It is worth noting that the US Embassy in various countries has played a central role in supporting opposition groups. In Egypt, for instance, the April 6 Youth Movement was supported directly by the US embassy in Cairo
Who is Ambassador Robert Stephen Ford?
Since his arrival in Damascus in late January 2011, Ambassador Robert S. Ford played a
central role in laying the groundwork as well as establishing contacts with opposition
groups.
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A functioning US embassy in Damascus was seen as a precondition for carrying out a
process of political destabilization leading to “regime change”.
Ambassador Robert S., Ford is no ordinary diplomat. He was U.S. representative in January 2004 to the Shiite city of Najaf in Iraq. Najaf was the stronghold of the Mahdi army
A few months later he was appointed “Number Two Man” (Minister Counsellor for Political
Aﬀairs), at the US embassy in Baghdad at the outset of John Negroponte’s tenure as US
Ambassador to Iraq (June 2004- April 2005). Ford subsequently served under Negroponte’s successor Zalmay Khalilzad prior to his appointment as Ambassador to Algeria in
2006.

Negroponte’s mandate as US ambassador to Iraq (together with Robert S. Ford) was to coordinate out of the US embassy, the covert support to death squads and paramilitary
groups in Iraq with a view to fomenting sectarian violence and weakening the resistance
movement. Robert S. Ford as “Number Two” (Minister Counsellor for Political Aﬀairs) at
the US Embassy played a central role in this endeavor.
To understand Robert Ford’s mandate in both Baghdad and subsequently in Damascus, it
is important to reflect briefly on the history of US covert operations and the central role
played by John D. Negroponte.

Negroponte and the “Salvador Option”
John Negroponte had served as US ambassador to Honduras from 1981 to 1985. As Ambassador in Tegucigalpa, he played a key role in supporting and supervising the Nicaraguan Contra mercenaries who were based in Honduras. The cross border Contra attacks
into Nicaragua claimed some 50 000 civilian lives.
During the same period, Negroponte was instrumental in setting up the Honduran military
death squads, “operating with Washington support’s, [they] assassinated hundreds of op-
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ponents of the US-backed regime.” (See Bill Vann, Bush Nominee linked to Latin American
Terrorism, by Bill Vann, Global Research, November 2001,
http://www.globalresearch.ca/articles/VAN111A.html
“Under the rule of General Gustavo Alvarez Martnez, Honduras’s military government was
both a close ally of the Reagan administration and was “disappearing” dozens of political
opponents in classic death squad fashion.

In a 1982 letter to The Economist, Negroponte wrote that it was “simply untrue to state
that death squads have made their appearance in Honduras.” The Country Report on Human Rights Practices that his embassy sent to the Senate Foreign Relations Committee
took the same line, insisting that there were “no political prisoners in Honduras” and that
the “Honduran government neither condones nor knowingly permits killings of a political
or nonpolitical nature.”
Yet according to a four-part series in the Baltimore Sun in 1995, in 1982 alone the Honduran press ran 318 stories of murders and kidnappings by the Honduran military. The Sun
described the activities of a secret CIA-trained Honduran army unit, Battalion 316, that
used “shock and suﬀocation devices in interrogations. Prisoners often were kept naked
and, when no longer useful, killed and buried in unmarked graves.”

On August 27, 1997, CIA Inspector General Frederick P. Hitz released a 211-page classified report entitled “Selected Issues Relating to CIA Activities in Honduras in the 1980′s.”
This report was partly declassified on Oct. 22, 1998, in response to demands by the Honduran human rights ombudsman. Opponents of Negroponte are demanding that all Senators read the full report before voting on his nomination. to the position of US Permanent
Representative to the UN}” (Peter Roﬀ and James Chapin, Face-oﬀ: Bush’s Foreign Policy
Warriors, Global Research November 2001,
http://www.globalresearch.ca/articles/ROF111A.html
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John Negroponte- Robert S. Ford. The Iraq “Salvador Option”
In January 2005, following Negroponte’s appointment as US ambassador to Iraq, the Pentagon confirmed in a story leaked to Newsweek that it was “considering forming hit
squads of Kurdish and Shia fighters to target leaders of the Iraqi insurgency in a strategic
shift borrowed from the American struggle against left-wing guerrillas in Central America
20 years ago”. (El Salvador-style ‘death squads’ to be deployed by US against Iraq militants – Times Online, January 10, 2005)
John Negroponte and Robert S. Ford at the US Embassy worked closely together on the
Pentagon’s project. Two other embassy oﬃcials, namely Henry Ensher (Ford’s Deputy) and
a younger oﬃcial in the political section, Jeﬀrey Beals, played an important role in the
team “talking to a range of Iraqis, including extremists”. (See The New Yorker, March 26,
2007). Another key individual in Negroponte’s team was James Franklin Jeﬀrey, America’s
ambassador to Albania (2002-2004). Jeﬀrey is currently the US Ambassador to Iraq.

Negroponte also brought into the team one of his former collaborators Colonel James
Steele (ret) from his Honduras heyday:
Under the “Salvador Option,” “Negroponte had assistance from his colleague from his
days in Central America during the 1980′s, Ret. Col James Steele. Steele, whose title in
Baghdad was Counselor for Iraqi Security Forces supervised the selection and training of
members of the Badr Organization and Mehdi Army, the two largest Shi’ite militias in Iraq,
in order to target the leadership and support networks of a primarily Sunni resistance.
Planned or not, these death squads promptly spiralled out of control to become the leading cause of death in Iraq.

Intentional or not, the scores of tortured, mutilated bodies which turn up on the streets of
Baghdad each day are generated by the death squads whose impetus was John Negroponte. And it is this U.S.-backed sectarian violence which largely led to the hell-disaster
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that Iraq is today. (Dahr Jamail, Managing Escalation: Negroponte and Bush’s New Iraq
Team,. Antiwar.com, January 7, 2007)
John Negroponte described Robert Ford while at the embassy in Baghdad, as “one of
these very tireless people … who didn’t mind putting on his flak jacket and helmet and going out of the Green Zone to meet contacts.” Robert S. Ford is fluent in both Arabic and
Turkish. He was dispatched by Negroponte to undertake strategic contacts:
[O]ne Pentagon proposal would send Special Forces teams to advise, support and possibly train Iraqi squads, most likely hand-picked Kurdish Peshmerga fighters and Shiite militiamen, to target Sunni insurgents and their sympathizers, even across the border into
Syria, according to military insiders familiar with the discussions. It remains unclear, however, whether this would be a policy of assassination or so-called “snatch” operations, in
which the targets are sent to secret facilities for interrogation. The current thinking is that
while U.S. Special Forces would lead operations in, say, Syria, activities inside Iraq itself
would be carried out by Iraqi paramilitaries. (Newsweek, January 8, 2005, emphasis
added)

The plan had the support of the US appointed Iraqi government of Prime Minister Iyad Allawi:
The Pentagon declined to comment, but one insider told Newsweek: “What everyone
agrees is that we can’t just go on as we are. We have to find a way to take the oﬀensive
against the insurgents. Right now, we are playing defence. And we are losing.”
Hit squads would be controversial and would probably be kept secret.
The experience of the so-called “death squads” in Central America remains raw for many
even now and helped to sully the image of the United States in the region.
…. John Negroponte, the US Ambassador in Baghdad, had a front-row seat at the time as
Ambassador to Honduras from 1981-85.
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Death squads were a brutal feature of Latin American politics of the time. In Argentina in
the 1970s and Guatemala in the 1980s, soldiers wore uniform by day but used unmarked
cars by night to kidnap and kill those hostile to the regime or their suspected sympathisers.

In the early 1980s President Reagan’s Administration funded and helped to train Nicaraguan contras based in Honduras with the aim of ousting Nicaragua’s Sandinista regime.
The Contras were equipped using money from illegal American arms sales to Iran, a scandal that could have toppled Mr Reagan.
It was in El Salvador that the United States trained small units of local forces specifically to
target rebels.
The thrust of the Pentagon proposal in Iraq, according to Newsweek, is to follow that
model and direct US special forces teams to advise, support and train Kurdish Peshmerga
fighters and Shia militiamen to target leaders of the Sunni insurgency.

It is unclear whether the main aim of the missions would be to assassinate the rebels or
kidnap them and take them away for interrogation. Any mission in Syria would probably be
undertaken by US Special Forces.
Nor is it clear who would take responsibility for such a programme — the Pentagon or the
Central Intelligence Agency. Such covert operations have traditionally been run by the CIA
at arm’s length from the administration in power, giving US oﬃcials the ability to deny
knowledge of it. (Times Online, op cit, emphasis added)

Under Negroponte’s helm at the US Embassy in Baghdad, a wave of covert civilian killings and targeted assassinations was unleashed. Engineers, medical doctors, scientists
and intellectuals were also targeted. The objective was to create factional divisions be-
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tween Sunni, Shiite, Kurds and Christians, as well as weed out civilian support for the Iraqi
resistance. The Christian community was one of the main targets of the assassination program.
The Pentagon’s objective also consisted in training an Iraqi Army, Police and Security
Forces, which would carry out a homegrown “counterinsurgency” program (unoﬃcially) on
behalf of the U.S.

The Role of General David Petraeus
A “Multi-National Security Transition Command Iraq” (MNSTC) was established under the
command of General David Petraeus with the mandate to train and equip a local Iraqi
Army, Police and Security forces. General David Petraeus’s (who was appointed by
Obama to head the CIA in July 2011), assumed the command of the MNSTC in June 2004
at the very outset of Negroponte’s tenure as ambassador.
The MNSTC was an integral part of the Pentagon’s “Operation Salvador Iraq” under the
helm of Ambassador John Negroponte. It was categorized as an exercise in counterinsurgency. At the end of Petraeus’ term, the MNSTC had trained some 100,000 Iraqi Security
Forces, police, etc., which constituted a body of local military personnel to be used to target the Iraqi resistance as well as its civilian supporters.

From Baghdad to Damascus: The Syria “Salvador Option”
While conditions in Syria are markedly diﬀerent to those in Iraq, Robert S. Ford’s stint as
“Number Two Man” at the US Embassy in Baghdad has a direct bearing on the nature of
his activities in Syria including his contacts with opposition groups.
In early July, US Ambassador Robert Ford travelled to Hama and had meetings with members of the protest movement (Low-key U.S. diplomat transforms Syria policy – The Washington Post, July 12, 2011). Reports confirm that Robert Ford had numerous contacts with
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opposition groups both before and after his July trip to Hama. In a recent statement
(August 4), he confirmed that the embassy will continue “reaching out” to opposition
groups in defiance of the Syrian authorities.

General David Petraeus: President Obama’s New Head of the CIA
Obama’s newly appointed CIA head, David Petraeus who led the MNSTC “Counterinsurgency” program in Baghdad in 2004 in coordination with Ambassador John Negroponte,
is slated to play a key intelligence role in relation to Syria –including covert support to opposition forces and “freedom fighters”, the infiltration of Syrian intelligence and armed
forces, etc. These tasks would be carried out in liaison with Ambassador Robert S. Ford.
Both men worked together in Iraq; they were part of Negroponte’s extended team in Baghdad in 2004-2005.

5. NATO and Turkey Support Armed Rebels in Syria. Campaign to Recruit Muslim
“Freedom Fighters”
The Western media has played a central role in obfuscating the nature of foreign interference in Syria including outside support to armed insurgents. In chorus they have described recent events in Syria as a “peaceful protest movement” directed against the government of Bashar Al Assad.

Recent developments in Syria point to a full-fledged armed insurgency, integrated by Islamist “freedom fighters”, supported, trained and equipped by NATO and Turkey’s High
Command.
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According to Israeli intelligence sources:
NATO headquarters in Brussels and the Turkish high command are meanwhile drawing up
plans for their first military step in Syria, which is to arm the rebels with weapons for combating the tanks and helicopters spearheading the Assad regime’s crackdown on dissent.
Instead of repeating the Libyan model of air strikes, NATO strategists are thinking more in
terms of pouring large quantities of anti-tank and anti-air rockets, mortars and heavy machine guns into the protest centers for beating back the government armored forces. (DEBKAfile, NATO to give rebels anti-tank weapons, August 14, 2011)

The delivery of weapons to the rebels is to be implemented “overland, namely through Turkey and under Turkish army protection….Alternatively, the arms would be trucked into
Syria under Turkish military guard and transferred to rebel leaders at pre-arranged rendezvous.” (Ibid, emphasis added)

NATO and the Turkish High command, also contemplate the development of a jihad involving the recruitment of thousands of freedom fighters, reminiscent of the enlistment of Mujahideen to wage the CIA’s jihad (holy war) in the heyday of the Soviet-Afghan war:
Also discussed in Brussels and Ankara, our sources report, is a campaign to enlist thousands of Muslim volunteers in Middle East countries and the Muslim world to fight alongside the Syrian rebels. The Turkish army would house these volunteers, train them and secure their passage into Syria. (Ibid, emphasis added)
These various developments point towards the possible involvement of Turkish troops inside Syria, which could potentially lead to a broader military confrontation between the
two countries, as well as a full-fledged “humanitarian” military intervention by NATO, which
would be carried out in coordination with the Alliance’s support to the insurgency.
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6. Video: NATO Recruiting Jihadists to Syria
by grtv
Video: http://youtu.be/ERsXqecJEbY
Outside forces are trying to destabilize Syria by funding and supporting an armed insurrection which does not represent the majority of Syrian society, says Michel Chossudovsky
from the Centre for Research on Globalization.
He drew a diﬀerence between the opposition within Syrian civil society and the insurgency,
which is largely funded by Islamists.Members of Russia's upper house of Parliament on a
fact-finding mission to Syria, including talks with President Bashar Assad, and Chossudovsky hopes the visit will help clarify matters and lead to a targeting of those countries
sponsoring the insurrection.
"This insurgency is there to destabilize and create a pretext for responsibility to protect
NATO intervention in Syria," he claimed.

In the wake of the Russian delegation's mission, he stressed, there is a need for investigation into the causes and consequences of the insurrection.
"We have information that NATO headquarters in Brussels and the Turkish High Command
are in fact drawing up plans for the first military step into Syria," Chossudovsky said. "And
we also know that NATO is in fact recruiting mujahedeen and jihadists to assist them in
their campaign in these various countries."
He believes that any military intervention in Syria would immediately lead to regional escalation involving Israel, Lebanon and even Iran.
Video: http://youtu.be/ERsXqecJEbY
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4
Building a Justification to Wage War.
NATO’s “Responsibility to Protect” The Roles of the United Nations, The Arab League
and the NGOs
1. Libya Déjà Vu in Syria: Using Human Rights Organizations to Launch Wars; by
Mahdi Darius Nazemroaya – 2011-11-20
2. Syria and the Russia-China Veto: Towards a Break Point at the UN Security Council?; by Carla Stea – 2012-02-08
3. How the Arab League Has Become a Tool of Western Imperialism; by Finian Cunningham – 2012-02-09
4. VIDEO: Arab League Gives Green Light to US-NATO to Intervene in Syria; by Prof.
Michel Chossudovsky – 2011-11-13
5. SYRIA. TEXT OF LEAKED ARAB LEAGUE MISSION REPORT Report Reveals Media Lies Regarding Syria; Commentary by Michel Chossudovsky; 2012-02-01
6. VIDEO: SYRIA: Armed Opposition Groups Supported by “Foreign Powers”; by
Prof. Michel Chossudovsky – 2012-02-03
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1. Libya Déjà Vu in Syria: Using Human Rights Organizations to Launch Wars:
By Mahdi Darius Nazemroaya
The virtually equivalent public and diplomatic discourse that unfolded against the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya is at play against Damascus. In Geneva, the same so-called human rights
groups are pressing for the censorship of the Syrian Arab Republic. In line with this, the
Arab League has moved to supplant the Syrian government and handover its diplomatic
recognition to a proxy Syrian opposition. It is also no mere coincidence that the Transitional Council in Libya became the first body to recognize the Syrian National Council as
the legitimate government of Syria on October 10, 2011.
More than ever, international institutions and there partiality must be taken into serious
question. The U.S. and its allies are replicating the same steps they took against Tripoli for
Damascus. This includes calls for taking Syrian oﬃcials to the International Criminal Court
and for a Turkish-imposed “humanitarian buﬀer zone” in northern Syria, which is the land
equivalent of a no-fly zone.

What happened to Libya in Geneva at the United Nations?
One of the main sources for the allegations that Colonel Qaddafi was killing his own people was the Libyan Human Rights League (LLHR). The LLHR was pivotal in getting the
U.N. Human Rights Commission to suspend Libya and for getting the U.N. Security Council in New York City to pass U.N. sanctions against Libya. This organization is also a member of the French-based International Federation for Human Rights (FIDH) that is tied to
the National Endowment for Democracy (NED).
On February 21, 2011 the LLHR got 70 other NGOs to send letters to the U.N. SecretaryGeneral, President Obama, and Catherine Ashton demanding international action and intervention in Libya. The subsequent campaign against Libya was organized by U.N. Watch, a
NGO that firmly works to protect and serve Israeli interests. Additionally, only 25 members
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of this coalition against Tripoli actually asserted that they were human rights organizations.
On the basis of their letter and without any evidence or proof about the LLHR’s accusations that Qaddafi had killed 6000 Libyan civilians the U.N. Security Council was manipulated by Washington and its allies into creating a no-fly zone. The U.S. and NATO would
use this as a pretext and cover for waging a war of aggression that would illegally end with
regime change in Tripoli that would ultimately result in the murder of Muammar Qaddafi in
the city of Sirte.

Rightly, the Indian Ambassador to the U.N. would actually point out that the U.N. was passing resolutions against Libya without any evidence and that this was a worrying development. Attempts are being made to do the same to Syria. Afterwards, when the LLHR and
its head were challenged for proof about their allegations that Qaddafi was murdering his
people, they failed to provide evidence and bluntly said there was no proof. Dr. Sliman Bouchuiguir, the head of the LLHR and a Swiss citizen, has actually admitted that it was Mahmoud Jibril that was the source of the accusations. Jibril would subsequently form the
Benghazi-based Transitional Council and become its prime minister.
What is not known is that Mahmoud Jibril, a cabinet member of the Jamahiriya’s government, was Sliman Bouchuiguir’s friend for years. Five individuals, who would become ministers in the Transitional Council, were also members of the LLHR and also Bouchiguir’s
friends. This includes Ali Tarhouni. This is a clear conflict of interest that no serious body
would ignore. When Dr. Bouchiguir was asked how he got other NGOs to accept the
LLHR’s claims, he explained in an interview that it was on the basis of his personal ties.

During the same period as these allegations, Aly Abuzaakouk and these individuals were
also renegotiating Libya’s oil contracts under favourable terms for the U.S. and the E.U. for
when the regime change would take place in Tripoli. Ali Tarhouni, a U.S. economics professor preaching economic neo-liberalism, would be given responsibilities over both the important energy and finance sectors in an oddly combined ministerial portfolio. This would
appear as odd for a minister’s portfolio unless one understands what Tarhouni’s objectives
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were. He was essentially sent by Washington to open the doors of Libya for foreign plundering. Ali Tarhouni, as the minister responsible for both the oil and finance sectors, would
immediately privatize Libya’s energy and financial sectors as his first act. This is while he
and his conspirators would promise their supporters that Libya would transform into a new
Dubai.
It was these unverified claims coupled with the media lies about sub-Saharan African mercenaries in Libya, which portrayed black-skinned Libyans as non-Libyan foreigners, and
the false claims about Libyan military jets firing on unarmed civilian protesters that were
used to frame Libya and open the door to war for NATO. Later, Bouchiguir would be rewarded for his part in the plot in Geneva by being appointed the new ambassador of Libya
to Switzerland in Bern.

Supplanting the Syrian government with the Syrian National Council
Like Libya, the Arab League has set the framework for the unlawful recognition of the Syrian National Council. Libya was suspended by the Arab League before NATO launched its
war and now Syria has too. The Arab League has, however, gone two steps further. The
Arab League has opted to give Syria’s Arab League chair to the Syrian National Council.
This time the Arab League has also blatantly and unashamedly violated its own charter.
The decision needed unanimous consent to be ratified and legally binding, but was not.
Aside from Syria, Lebanon and Yemen voted against the move. Iraq also abstained. Algeria and Sudan were also pressured by the U.S., E.U., and Arab Sheikhdoms into voting for
the suspension of Syria.

The United Nations Human Rights Commission will now be used in an attempt to supplant
the Syrian Arab Republic with the Syrian National Council, which is a clone of the Transitional Council that supplanted the Jamahiriya government of Libya. Again, U.N. Watch is
leading the charge and organizing the NGOs in Geneva. It is doing this in league with the
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FIDH, NED, and several Syrian equivalents to the Libyan League for Human Rights (LLHR).
This includes the Damascus Center for Human Rights Studies, which is tied to the FIDH.
The Damascus Center for Human Rights Studies and its leader, Dr. Radwan Ziadeh, are
acting as equivalents to the LLHR. Ziadeh has even been present at the same forums as
the leaders of the Transitional Council of Libya. Moreover, Bouchiguir has ties to Israeli interests through his thesis supervisor and doctoral work about preventing the Arabs from
using oil as a bargaining chip. It appears that Dr. Ziadeh falls under the same track as a foreign agent. Ziadeh and his cohort have refused to answer if they will recognize Israel if
they form the government of Syria. Because of their allegiances, they refuse to answer the
question. They have avoided the subject of the Israeli-occupied Golan Heights and have
shown Tel Aviv no hostility, whereas they have been very hostile towards Iran, Russia, and
China.

What is going to happen is that the Syrian National Council is going to be illicitly, and in violation of international law, granted recognition as the government of Syria by the Arab
petro-Sheikhdoms and Turkey. If the gambit is successful, the E.U. and U.S. will do the
same at one point or another. Syrian embassies will be handed over to them or taken over
by the Syrian National Council and the diplomatic war against Syria will intensify. In parallel, the mainstream media and human rights organizations will begin to clamour for intervention against Syria, while pressure is put on Iran, Russia, China, and others to abandon
the Syrians…

Mahdi Darius Nazemroaya is a Sociologist and award-winning author. He is a Research Associate at the Centre for Research on Globalization (CRG) in Montreal, Quebec. He specializes on the Middle East and Central Asia. While on the ground in Libya during the NATO
bombing campaign, he reported out of Tripoli for several media outlets. He sent key field
dispatches from Libya for Global Research and was Special Correspondent for Pacifica’s
syndicated investigative program Flashpoints, broadcast out of Berkeley, California. His
writings have been published in more than ten languages.
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2. World War and the Russia-China Veto: Towards a Break Point at the UN Security
Council?
By Carla Stea
Admonition to the Security Council: “First Do No Harm.” (The Russian Ambassador)
“They were careless people – they smashed up things and creatures and then retreated
back into their money or their vast carelessness, or whatever it was that kept them together, and let other people clean up the mess they had made.” F. Scott Fitzgerald
“We came, we saw, he died.” Secretary of State Clinton, on the extrajudicial murder of
Omar Khaddafy
“What need we fear who knows it when none can call our power to account? Yet who
would have thought the old man to have had so much blood in him.” William Shakespeare,
Macbeth

It is troubling, indeed, that although Mrs. Navi Pillay, the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights had never set foot in Syria during the period about which she professed expertise, she was, nevertheless, invited to address the United Nations Security
Council on December 9, 2011, and much of the Western media quoted her as the authoritative source on human rights abuses by the Syrian government, citing her poorly substantiated remarks on numerous occasions.

It is especially troubling because, at the January 31, 2012 Security Council meeting on
Syria, addressed by Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, UK Foreign Secretary William
Hague, the French Foreign Minister, the Qatar Prime Minister and other diplomatic luminaries, Mr. Muhammad Ahmad Mustafa Al-Dabi, the Head of the League of Arab States Observer Mission to Syria, who had traveled throughout Syria from December 24, 2011
through January 18, 2012, who had interviewed a broad spectrum of Syrians, from mem-
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bers of the Syrian opposition, to Syrian government oﬃcials, and Syrian civilians, was not
invited to that meeting to present facts about the reality on the ground in the Syrian Arab
Republic. However, Mr. Al-Dabi’s Report, dated January 27, 2012 presents too many “inconvenient truths” which undermine and discredit the campaign to demonize the Syrian
government.

So transparency and accountability were sacrificed for the sake of propaganda.

For the record, Mr. Al-Dabi’s report states:
“26.

In Homs and Dera’a the Mission observed armed groups committing acts of

vio-

lence against Government forces, resulting in death and injury among their ranks. In certain situations, Government forces responded to attacks against their personnel with
force. The observers noted that some of the armed groups were using flares and armourpiercing projectiles. In Homs , Idlib and Hama , the Observer Mission witnessed acts of
violence being committed against Government forces and civilians that resulted in several
deaths and injuries. Examples of those acts include the bombing of a civilian bus carrying
eight persons and injuring others, including women and children, and the bombing of a
train carrying diesel oil. In another incident in Homs , a police bus was blown up, killing
two police oﬃcers. A fuel pipeline and some small bridges were also bombed.

44. In Homs, a French journalist who worked for France 2 channel was killed and a Belgian journalist injured…It should be noted that Mission reports from Homs indicate that
the French journalist was killed by opposition mortar shells.

73. The Mission noted that the Government strived to help it succeed in its task and remove any barriers that might stand in its way. No restrictions were placed on the move-
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ment of the Mission and its ability to interview Syrian citizens, both those who opposed
the Government and those loyal to it.

75. Recently there have been incidents that could widen the gap and increase bitterness
between the parties. These incidents can have grave consequences and lead to the loss
of life and property. Such incidents include the bombing of buildings, trains carrying fuel,
vehicles carrying diesel oil and explosions targeting the police, members of the media and
fuel pipelines. Some of those attacks have been carried out by the Free Syrian Army and
some by other armed opposition groups.

68. Since it began its work, the Mission has been the target of vicious media campaigns.
Some media outlets have published unfounded statements which they attributed to the
Head of Mission. They have also grossly exaggerated events, thereby distorting the truth.
Such contrived reports have helped to increase tension among the Syrian people and undermined the observers’ work. Some media organizations were exploited in order to defame the mission and its Head and cause the Mission to fail.”
Rarely mentioned is a report that a Saudi TV station recently broadcast a Salafist religious
leader giving his blessing for spilling the blood of observers. This was stated by the Russian Ambassador at the Security Council meeting on January 31.

The Report of the League of Arab States Observer Mission to Syria discredited the US/
NATO eﬀort to justify a Security Council resolution paving the way for economic sanctions
and, ultimately, military invasion of Syria, using arguments and blueprints almost identical
to the ones used to induce the entire Security Council to support resolution 1973 against
the Libyan government.
(The prelude to Security Council resolution 1973 included members of the Libyan opposition – speaking before the Security Council in violation of the Security Council Rules of Pro-
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cedure- lamenting the plight of peaceful Libyan demonstrators, and pleading for the
equivalent of color revolutions, orange, rose, tulip, velvet, jasmine and other bubble gum
flavored programs engineering the destabilization and collapse of governments too independent to be tolerated by NATO powers. These Libyan defectors begged for foreign intervention in Libya , and their tears were the culmination of opportunism – many of them had
earlier comfortably represented the Gadaﬃ government.)

Mrs. Navi Pillay provided the fig leaf required for adoption of a Security Council resolution
against Syria (though she had never entered Syria throughout the entire period in question), so she was given a red carpet welcome by the UK , Germany , the US , France , etc.
Mr. Al-Dabi was not part of the orchestra, and did not provide necessary cover for economic and military aggression against the Syrian government, so he was eﬀectively excluded from participation in the Security Council meeting about which he exclusively possessed reliable direct information from inside Syria .

It is troubling that, although the Al-Dabi report was readily obtainable by media outlets, at
no point does the New York Times refer to the Observer Mission Report in its January 28th
page 8 article, or in its February 1 page 8 article, or in its February 2nd page 10 article, or
in its supercilious editorial on February 2nd, entitled: “It’s time for Russia to stop blocking
the United Nations from acting against the Assad regime.” The editorial states: “The Russians, Chinese and Indians – invoking Libya – insist that they will not abide foreign military
intervention in Syria or let a resolution be exploited to permit the use of force. That complaint loses credibility when Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton stipulates publicly,
as she did Tuesday that ‘there is no intention to seek any authority or to pursue any kind of
military intervention.’ It should be relatively easy to write a resolution to rule out military action, assuming Russia is not playing games.”
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The Times editorial board suﬀers not only from short term but also from long term memory
loss. Perhaps The New York Times forgets NATO’s games, and not only in Libya , eleven
months ago, where NATO grossly violated the mandate given by resolution 1973. The Russians remember all to well how much credibility to accord Secretaries of State, such as
Secretary of State James Baker’s assurance to Gorbachev that following the unification of
Germany , “NATO will not expand one inch east of Berlin .” Today NATO encircles Russia .
Former US Ambassador to Moscow Jack Matlock stated: “I was a witness to that, and we
deceived Russia . Why then should they believe us now?”

At the January 31 high level meeting, British Foreign Secretary Hague may have been
among the most honest speakers, when he stated:
“This resolution does not propose imposing change on Syria from outside, it calls for the
Syrian people to be allowed to make their choices. It does not call for military action and
could not be used to authorize it. It does not contain coercive measures. Indeed, it is not
a Chapter VII resolution. However, it should put the leaders of Syria on notice that measures will be considered by this council if there is not an immediate end to the violence and
if the Arab League plan continues to be ignored. This threat is essential.”

The resolution in blue on February 2nd stated:
“PP10: noting that nothing in this resolution authorizes measures under Article 42 of the
Charter,” and then goes on to conclude: “Decides to review implementation of this resolution within 21 days, and, in the event of non-compliance, to consider further measures.”
It is an insult to the intelligence of the Russians and the Chinese to expect them to be reassured by this devious wording which, once accepted, requires them, within three weeks,
to agree to consider those Chapter VII “further measures” they today so wisely reject. Any
child could decipher the implicit trap, and threat in the wording of the final draft resolution
submitted to the capitals. Further, in view of the picture given by the Observer Mission Report, it would be categorically impossible for the Syrian authorities to comply, since much
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of the violence within Syria is caused by the opposition. (Media statements that “only”
Russia, China and India oppose the Syria draft resolution are bizarre, since, together Russia and China constitute 40% of the Permanent Membership of the Security Council, and
the combined populations of Russia, China and India are over three billion people, almost
half the population of the world. The use of the word “only,” deliberately suggesting that
Russia and China are a recalcitrant minority, recalls a BBC report which stated: “Storm
over the English Channel . Continent isolated.”)

It is important to understand the Russian-Chinese concern, because the consequences of
Security Council Resolution 1973 against Libya are horrific, and in extreme violation of the
so-called democracy and human rights of Libyan civilians, which was used as the rationalization for the more than 7,000 NATO bombing missions against Libya .

Let us examine Libya today, as a result of Security Council Resolution 1973.
Human Rights Watch, Amnesty International and Doctors Without Borders (Medecins
Sans Frontieres) can, by no stretch of the imagination, be accused of being left-wing, commie stooges. Therefore, their descriptions of rampant, systematic torture inflicted “by oﬃcially recognized military and security entities in Libya,” as well as “by a multitude of
armed militias” in the cities of Tripoli, Misusrata and Gheryan,” (The New York Times, January 27, page A4) should alarm the US/NATO powers who sought the more than 7,000
NATO bombing missions against Libya, ostensibly to protect the human rights of the Libyan people. What is the Security Council doing at this moment to protect the Libyan people from the tortures inflicted by the “peaceful Libyan opposition” that NATO armed,
trained supported and brought to power in Libya? Where is the “Responsibility to Protect”
the Libyan people now? Why are certain members of the Security Council seeking to replicate their support for dubious opposition groups in Libya with support of armed extremists./ in Syria ? On February 4, 13 members of the Security Council expressed alarm
about the thousands of deaths in Syria, which the vetoed resolution S/2012/77 unfoundedly blamed almost entirely on the Syrian government, despite the Report of the League of
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Arab States Observer Mission, the only party with objective information about the realities
on the ground in Syria.

The New York Times, page 4, January 27 reports: “Doctors Without Borders said Thursday that it would suspend its operations in detention centers in Misurata, saying some of
the 115 detainees it has treated for torture-related injuries since August have been returned repeatedly with more wounds. ‘Patients were brought to us in the middle of interrogation for medical care, in order to make them fit for further interrogation,’ said Christopher Stokes, the group’s general director, in a statement. ‘This is unacceptable. Our role is
to provide medical care to war casualties and sick detainees, not to repeatedly treat the
same patients between torture session.’” “Human Rights Watch documented ‘ongoing torture’ in Libyan detention centers in the past six months, said Sidney Kwiran, an investigator for the group. ‘Torture is used to force confessions or for punishment.’” “Fighters from
Misurata have continued to attack, detain, torture and in some cases kill people from the
town, even after they fled to other parts of the country, refugees and activists said. Gheit
Abubakr, 46, a Tawerghan at the Tripoli camp, carried his brother’s neatly folded death certificate in the pocket of his overcoat, along with a dozen photographs of his mutilated
corpse….’They beat him to death, but he didn’t do anything, he was not in the military and
did not have a gun. He was a civilian.’”

Reuters: “In Assabia…residents not involved in the fighting were kidnapped and tortured,
one to death, by Gharyan fighters….Ibrahim Mohammed, 23 stated… ‘During my interrogations my ankles were crushed in metal workshop clamps, and fingers and toes smashed
with metal bars. I saw our main military commander lying on the floor in a pool of blood.
He was barely breathing and they had tied a metal pole to his arms and legs and were giving him electric shocks.’ Ibrahim said. ‘Ezzedine-al-Ghool was tortured to death. His wife
had given birth to a son the day before.’”
February 2, 2012, Reuters: “A Libyan diplomat who served as Ambassador to France for
Moamar Ghaddafi died from torture within a day of being detained by a militia from Zintan,
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Human Rights Watch said in a statement Friday… photos of Brebesh’s body show welts,
cuts, and the apparent removal of toenails. Brebesh, 62 served in the Libyan Embassy to
France from 2004-2008, first as cultural attaché, then as acting ambassador…’These abusive militias will keep torturing people until they are held to account’…said Sarah Leah
Whitson, Middle East and North Africa director at Human Rights Watch.”

On August 21, 2011, The New York Times reported: “Coordination between NATO and the
rebels, and among the loosely organized rebel groups had become more sophisticated in
lethal in recent weeks, even though NATO’s mandate had been merely to protect civilians,
not to take sides in the conflict….At the same time, Britain, France and other nations deployed special forces on the ground inside Libya to help train and arm the rebels” in violation of the Security Council Resolution 1973, which prohibited NATO troops on the ground.

Concluding Remarks
The US/NATO powers are confronting an economic crisis brought on inevitably by the crisis of capitalism, a crisis which can no longer be resolved by war. The Russian-Chinese
veto has in fact also helped protect the United States from the policies relentlessly urged
by certain reckless and irresponsible members of the establishment in Washington, who
would turn the United States into a military juggernaut leading to an all out World War.
Lacking UN Security Council support, these reckless members of the establishment cannot claim that they represent the “International Community.”

Carla Stea is a journalist holding press accreditation at the U.S. Department of State and
the United Nations. Her articles have been published in the US, the UK, Latin America,
Russia, and have appeared in Latin American Perspectives, Covert Action Quarterly, War
and Peace Digest, Rock Creek Free Press, Komsomolskaya Pravda, Rabochaya Tribuna,
Sovetskaya Rossia, Novosti Press, Baltexpert, and Tapol, Report on Human Rights in Indonesia.
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3. How the Arab League Has Become a Tool of Western Imperialism
By Finian Cunningham
It’s an intrigue befitting the machinations of classical colonialism in past centuries, such as
the Sykes-Picot carve-up of the Middle Eastern Levant territories, or the betrayal of the Arabs after World War I, or the theft of Mesopotamia’s oil by British capitalists.
Only this time, it is Arabs who are helping the neocolonial powers to deceive and subjugate other Arabs. Enter the Arab League.

Over the past year, the 22-member organization has emerged as a useful deceptive cover
for Western powers as they seek to redraw the political contours of the Arab World, and
beyond, for their own strategic interests.
The momentous popular upheavals that began in early 2011 across the Arab World have in
many ways been co-opted or manipulated by Western imperialist powers to minimize
democratic gains and to refashion the political map to their continuing advantage. A feat
of achievement considering that these same powers have for decades supported the repressive regimes that have inflicted so much misery and suﬀering.

The leitmotif for Western intervention is “responsibility to protect” (R2P) – the notion that
these powers are motivated by concern for human rights and the protection of civilian
lives. But given that the United States, Britain, France and other NATO states have been
conducting criminal wars of aggression over the past decade in mainly Muslim lands, with
a death toll exceeding one million and casualties amounting to many more millions, these
powers found themselves with a huge credibility problem when it came to contriving a pretext to intervene in the Arab upheavals.

59

What better than to shroud the Western agenda for intervention in Arab aﬀairs with an appearance of Arab support? The League of Arab States has fulfilled this role. Since its inception in 1945, it has only ever suspended two member states. The first of these was Libya
in March 2011; the second is Syria, suspended eight months later in November.

Ostensibly, the Arab League has been motivated to take such measures because it purportedly shares the concern of Washington, London, Paris, for the safety of civilians being
violently repressed by their rulers. Without the League’s sanction, the intervention of Western powers would ring decidedly hollow and smack of old-fashioned colonialism. This is in
fact what it is, but the addition of Arab voices to the Western sanctimonious chorus lends
a crucial veneer of international solidarity.
The arrangement works like this: foment violence and instability within the country of
choice, arm dissident groups, and direct these same groups with covert special forces;
when government forces move to quell the insurrection, then accuse them of violating human rights. The Arab League then suspends the country, marking it out for international pariah status, which in turn provides a pretext for Western powers to mount military strikes,
committing atrocities in the name of “responsibility to protect”, and engineering regime
change in the interests of the Western powers. It’s neocolonialism in Arab lands – with the
help of other Arab states.

Libya can be seen as a dress rehearsal for this routine, which is now being played out feverishly with Syria. Recall that it was the spurning of Libya in March by other League members that immediately presaged the seven-month NATO aerial bombardment of that country, resulting in possibly thousands of civilian deaths, a crime that is not yet fully realized
because of a corporate-controlled media blackout, but a despicable crime nevertheless
with bloodied Arab hands involved.
It appears that the Arab League is now taking on an even more pronounced role as the routine finesses. Clearly in Syria what is happening is an insurrection that is being fomented
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and armed by foreign governments, with Turkey and Saudi Arabia taking a lead role in arming the so-called Free Syrian Army against the state forces of President Bashar Al Assad.
And it was the Arab League that brought the motion last week at the UN Security Council
aimed at shackling the Assad government and setting it up for Libya-style NATO military
intervention. The veto by Russia and China has for the moment derailed that plan. No
doubt, Russia and China have learnt the lesson of Libya where a similar Security Council
sanction was used by Western powers to launch a blitzkrieg on that country – in the name
of the specious R2P.
The insidious role of the Arab League as the West’s hound-dog can be gleaned from the
comment by British Foreign Secretary William Hague following the Russian and Chinese
veto at the UN.

Hague said: “Russia and China faced a simple choice today: would they support the people of Syria and the Arab League, or not? They decided not to, and instead sided with the
Syrian regime and its brutal suppression of the Syrian people in support of their national
interests.”
This is British spin on facts and truth at its best. Firstly, Russia and China decided to side
with the “Syrian regime” because – despite biased Western media coverage – the government of Assad appears to retain the support of the Syrian people, and therefore it retains
sovereign legitimacy. And the “brutal repression” that the solemn Hague speaks of relates
to violence that Western and foreign Arab states have assiduously fomented in Syria, as
they did in Libya.

Secondly, the position of Russia and China concurs with that of the Arab League’s own observer mission to Syria. The mission actually reported that much of the violence was being
conbducted by an “armed entity” and “armed opposition groups” involved in the killing of
civilians – flatly contradicting the Western corporate media’s portrayal of unilateral state
brutality. Indeed, the observer mission was subsequently cancelled by the League’s secre61

tariat because the mission was exposing this Western disinformation [1]. So, far from not
supporting the Arab League, as Britain’s William Hague contends, Russia and China have
acted more consistently with the League’s observer mission. It is the executive of the
League that has not supported their own people on the ground with regard to accurately
reporting the situation in Syria.
Thirdly, note the way the British Foreign Secretary emphasizes that Russia and China “did
not support the Arab League” in its move to have Syria sanctioned. Those few words blow
the cover of the Arab League’s real purpose.

For it is the Arab League that is serving as a stamp of moral and political legitimacy for
Western military aggression in Syria in the same way as Libya before. Washington, London
and other Western powers are disguising their neocolonial strategy under an Arab cover of
humanitarian concern and Arab League states are obliging for their own selfish interests.
The bigger picture here is the Western ploy of manipulating restive Arab populations to engineer regime change where the incumbent government is considered inconvenient to
Western strategic interests. Syria is a major prize in that its support for Palestinian rights
against Western-backed Israeli aggression is but one of many inconveniences. Its backing
for the Hezbollah resistance against American imperialism in the Middle East is another. Of
most immediate concern to Washington and allies is beyond Syria itself – its long-time alliance with the Islamic Republic of Iran. The US and its allies are convulsed by the desire for
regime change in Tehran. Taking out Assad’s Syria is a long-held Western roadmap on the
way to taking out Iran. Syria’s present fate of being in Western crosshairs was probably
sealed when it rebuﬀed Washington’s overtures for a deal against Iran back in February
2010 [2].

But the US and Western military roadmap goes beyond re-carving the Middle East. As Michel Chossudovsky cogently explains in his new book, Towards a World War III Scenario,
Washington’s military roadmap is aimed at global dominance in which hegemony over the
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vast energy-producing Middle East and Central Asian regions is crucial to marginalizing
the heavyweight rivals of Russia and China. The alliance between the latter two and both
Syria and Iran only gives these current targets added impetus for Western regime change.
Getting back to the treacherous role of the Arab League in serving the Western powers’
agenda, it is surely a bitter irony that one of the founding tenets of the League is to “defend the independence and sovereignty” of its members. Syria, which was one of the original seven founders of the League in 1945, is being stabbed in the back by its fellow members precisely to have its independence and sovereignty attacked. And it is the rump of
Persian Gulf Arab states within the organization that has emerged as the most treacherous. Saudi Arabia and Qatar, along with the other Gulf Cooperation Council states of Kuwait, Bahrain, the United Arab Emirates and Oman, have been most vocal in lending Arab
denunciations of Libya and Syria and creating the pretext for Western aggression.

However, deploying these Arab dupes is where Western pretensions of supporting democracy and human rights become unstuck. The Persian Gulf monarchs have been the most
repressive towards any popular stirrings for democracy within their own countries. Described variously as kingdoms, shaikdoms, emirates, or sultanates, these states are invariably ruled with iron rods by family dynasties that control their people as little more than
serfs. It is surely ridiculous when the absolute despotic rulers of Saudi Arabia and Qatar in
particular exhort the Syrian government to enact greater political reforms when these
same countries do not brook any dissent and where it is a crime punishable by law to publicly criticize the royal rulers

Over the past year, Saudi Arabia has cracked down murderously against peaceful protesters within its own borders. And it was Saudi Arabia – where women are flogged for driving
cars unchaperoned and where public executions by beheading are carried every year –
that led the invasion force of Gulf Cooperation Council states into Bahrain last Spring to
ruthlessly crush peaceful pro-democracy demonstrations. In Bahrain, Saudi-led Gulf
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forces continue with Washington and London’s support to murder women and children in
the streets and in their homes [3].

The pay-oﬀ for these Arab despots is that they continue to enjoy Western patronage and
support in suppressing their own people. Additionally, the Sunni monarchs share the Western agenda to destroy the Syrian-Iranian alliance, which garners much greater regional
popular respect and influence than any of the Persian Gulf tyrants.

The illegitimacy of Western powers meddling in Syrian aﬀairs and elsewhere and the risible
alliance with repressive Arab states in pushing this agenda is only obscured because of
the corporate-controlled media’s deliberate blindness towards the deception. An honest
appraisal of the protagonists – the Western criminal governments and their Arab tyrants –
is, to put it bluntly, a sick joke.
Finian Cunningham is Global Research’s Middle East and East Africa Correspondent
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4. Video: Arab League Gives US-NATO Green Light to Intervene in Syria
by grtv
Video: http://youtu.be/mRBK_qESiJg
Interview text:
The Arab League has voted to suspend Syria from all meetings until Damascus ends its
bloody crackdown against anti-government protesters.
Eighteen countries supported the move while Lebanon, Yemen and Syria voted against it
and Iraq abstained. The suspension will come into eﬀect on November 16, according to
the Qatari Foreign Minister, Sheikh Hamad Bin Jassim.

The vote came during an emergency session to discuss Syria's failure to end a bloody government crackdown on opposition protests. Qatar's foreign minister has called on the Syrian army to stop the violence against civilians
In turn, Syria's representative to the Arab League, Youssef Ahmed, said the decision to
suspend Damascus violated the organization's charter and showed it was "serving a Western and American agenda," reports Reuters.
Ahmed told Syrian state television that the move to suspend Syria would only have been
valid if taken by consensus at a summit meeting of Arab leaders, whereas it was in fact opposed by two delegates at the Arab League meeting.

The League has also warned Syria that it could face sanctions if it fails to end the violence.
However, Bin Jassim stressed that "no-one is talking about a no-fly zone -- people are trying to mix up the cases. None of us is talking about this kind of decision." In February, the
LAS suspended Libya's membership and went on to propose the enforcement of a no-fly
zone over the country.
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Michel Chossudovsky, the Director of the Centre for Research on Globalisation, says the
League's decision comes as no surprise.
"These countries are essentially obeying orders emanating from Washington. This is not a
decision of the Arab League or the Arab world. It is a decision of Washington and it is
there to justify war plans directed against Syria, which are already on the drawing board of
the Pentagon," he said.
On Saturday, hundreds of people gathered in front of the Arab League headquarters in
Cairo to demand that it freeze Syrian membership in order to defend civilians in the country.

Protesters carried placards reading "Freedom for the Syrian people" and "Arab leaders are
garbage" as they chanted for the removal of Syrian President Bashar Assad. Later they
were joined by demonstrators from Yemen protesting at a lethal government crackdown in
their country.
The Syrian opposition has been calling for the League to take action against the Assad regime for some time. The suspension deals a powerful symbolic blow to a nation that
prides itself on being a powerhouse of Arab nationalism.

On November 2, Syria agreed to a peace plan brokered by the LAS, but the violence has
continued unabated, with November shaping up to be the deadliest month yet in Syria's 8month-long uprising. Since signing up to the League's deal 11 days ago, more than 250
Syrian civilians have been killed amid a bloody siege of the city of Homs.
According to UN estimates, over 3,500 people have been killed in the crackdown since an
uprising against the regime of President Bashar Assad began eight months ago, inspired
by the revolutions in Egypt and Tunisia.
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5. TEXT OF LEAKED ARAB LEAGUE MISSION REPORT Report Reveals Media Lies
Regarding Syria
Commentary by Michel Chossudovsky
Global Research Editor’s Note
We bring to the attention of our readers the Observers’ Mission Report of the League of
Arab States to Syria.
The report acknowledges the existence of “an armed entity” involved in the killings of civilians and police as well as the conduct of terrorist acts, which in turn have contributed to
triggering actions by government forces.

The Report refers to “armed opposition groups” as well as to the “Free Syrian Army”, both
of which, according to the AL Mission, are involved in the deliberate killing of innocent civilians:
“In some zones, this armed entity reacted by attacking Syrian security forces and citizens,
causing the Government to respond with further violence. In the end, innocent citizens pay
the price for those actions with life and limb.
”In Homs, Idlib and Hama, the Observer Mission witnessed acts of violence being committed against Government forces and civilians that resulted in several deaths and injuries. Examples of those acts include the bombing of a civilian bus, killing eight persons and injuring others, including women and children, and the bombing of a train carrying diesel oil. In
another incident in Homs, a police bus was blown up, killing two police oﬃcers. A fuel
pipeline and some small bridges were also bombed. “

“Such incidents include the bombing of buildings, trains carrying fuel, vehicles carrying diesel oil and explosions targeting the police, members of the media and fuel pipelines. Some
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of those attacks have been carried out by the Free Syrian Army and some by other armed
opposition groups.”
The Mission also underscored to role of media distortion in the coverage of events in Syria
as well as the campaign to discredit ithe Mission’s findings:
“The Mission noted that many parties falsely reported that explosions or violence had occurred in several locations. When the observers went to those locations, they found that
those reports were unfounded.

The Mission also noted that, according to its teams in the field, the media exaggerated the
nature of the incidents and the number of persons killed in incidents and protests in certain towns.”
The Report also underscored attempts to discredit the Mission and dismiss its findings:
Arab and foreign audiences of certain media organizations have questioned the Mission’s
credibility because those organizations use the media to distort the facts. It will be diﬃcult
to overcome this problem unless there is political and media support for the Mission and
its mandate. It is only natural that some negative incidents should occur as it conducts its
activities because such incidents occur as a matter of course in similar missions.

Also of significace were attempts by oﬃcials of AL governments to pressure several of the
observers into providing “exaggerated accounts of events”.

Some observers reneged on their duties and broke the oath they had taken. They made
contact with oﬃcials from their countries and gave them exaggerated accounts of events.
Those oﬃcials consequently developed a bleak and unfounded picture of the situation.
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Also of significance is the fact that the Mission acknowledged that peaceful protests by unarmed civilians against the government were not the object of government crackdowns:
group team leaders [of the Observation mission] witnessed peaceful demonstrations by
both Government supporters and the opposition in several places. None of those demonstrations were disrupted, except for some minor clashes with the Mission and between loyalists and opposition. These have not resulted in fatalities since the last presentation before the Arab Ministerial Committee on the Situation in Syria at its meeting of 8 January
2012.

While the Mission does not identify the foreign powers behind “the armed entity”, the report dispels the mainstream media lies and fabrications. It largely confirms independent
media reports including Global Research’s coverage of the armed insurrection since April
2011. See Global Research’s Syria Dossier
Michel Chossudovsky, Global Research, February 1, 2012

SELECTED EXCERPTS OF OBSERVERS’ MISSION REPORT
Report of the Head of the League of Arab States Observer Mission to Syria. December 24,
2011 to January 18, 2012
Relevant Excerpts of the Report are indicated below: bold added, Scroll down for Complete Text of Observers’ Mission Report):
The complete leaked report of the Arab League Observers Mission with annexes (pdf)

“The Mission determined that there is an armed entity that is not mentioned in the protocol. This development on the ground can undoubtedly be attributed to the excessive use
of force by Syrian Government forces in response to protests that occurred before the de-
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ployment of the Mission demanding the fall of the regime. In some zones, this armed entity
reacted by attacking Syrian security forces and citizens, causing the Government to respond with further violence. In the end, innocent citizens pay the price for those actions
with life and limb.
In Homs, Idlib and Hama, the Observer Mission witnessed acts of violence being committed against Government forces and civilians that resulted in several deaths and injuries. Examples of those acts include the bombing of a civilian bus, killing eight persons and injuring others, including women and children, and the bombing of a train carrying diesel oil. In
another incident in Homs, a police bus was blown up, killing two police oﬃcers. A fuel
pipeline and some small bridges were also bombed.

28. The Mission noted that many parties falsely reported that explosions or violence had
occurred in several locations. When the observers went to those locations, they found that
those reports were unfounded.

29. The Mission also noted that, according to its teams in the field, the media exaggerated
the nature of the incidents and the number of persons killed in incidents and protests in
certain towns.
According to their latest reports and their briefings to the Head of the Mission on 17 January 2012 in preparation for this report, group team leaders witnessed peaceful demonstrations by both Government supporters and the opposition in several places. None of those
demonstrations were disrupted, except for some minor clashes with the Mission and between loyalists and opposition. These have not resulted in fatalities since the last presentation before the Arab Ministerial Committee on the Situation in Syria at its meeting of 8
January 2012.
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Some observers reneged on their duties and broke the oath they had taken. They made
contact with oﬃcials from their countries and gave them exaggerated accounts of events.
Those oﬃcials consequently developed a bleak and unfounded picture of the situation.

Arab and foreign audiences of certain media organizations have questioned the Mission’s
credibility because those organizations use the media to distort the facts. It will be diﬃcult
to overcome this problem unless there is political and media support for the Mission and
its mandate. It is only natural that some negative incidents should occur as it conducts its
activities because such incidents occur as a matter of course in similar missions.

75. Recently, there have been incidents that could widen the gap and increase bitterness
between the parties. These incidents can have grave consequences and lead to the loss
of life and property. Such incidents include the bombing of buildings, trains carrying fuel,
vehicles carrying diesel oil and explosions targeting the police, members of the media and
fuel pipelines. Some of those attacks have been carried out by the Free Syrian Army and
some by other armed opposition groups.
Since its establishment, attitudes towards the Mission have been characterized by insincerity or, more broadly speaking, a lack of seriousness. Before it began carrying out its mandate and even before its members had arrived, the Mission was the target of a vicious campaign directed against the League of Arab States and the Head of the Mission, a campaign that increased in intensity after the observers’ deployment. The Mission still lack the
political and media support it needs in order to fulfil its mandate. Should its mandate be extended, the goals set out in the Protocol will not be achieved unless such support is provided and the Mission receives the backing it needs to ensure the success of the Arab solution.”

COMPLETE TEXT (WITHOUT ANNEXES)
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Report of the Head of the League of Arab States Observer Mission to Syria. December 24,
2011 to January 18, 2012
[relevant sections of this report have bewen highlighted in bold]
Report of the Head of the League of Arab States Observer Mission to Syria for the period
from 24 December 2011 to 18 January 2012
The complete leaked report of the Arab League Observers Mission with annexes
In the name of God, the Merciful, the Compassionate
“We oﬀered the trust to the heavens and the earth and the mountains, but they refused to
carry it, and were afraid of it; and man carried it. Surely he is sinful, very foolish” [Qur’an
33:72]

I . Legal bases
1. By resolution 7436 of 2 November 2011, the Council of the League of Arab States
adopted the Arab plan of action annexed thereto, welcomed the Syrian Government’s
agreement to the plan, and emphasized the need for the Syrian Government to commit to
the full and immediate implementation of its provisions.
2. On 16 November 2011, the Council of the League of Arab States adopted resolution
7439 approving the draft protocol of the Legal Centre and the mandate of the League of
Arab States Observer Mission to Syria, namely to verify implementation of the provisions
of the Arab plan of action to resolve the Syrian crisis and protect Syrian civilians. The resolution requested the Secretary-General of the League of Arab States to take such steps as
he deemed appropriate to appoint the Head of the League of Arab States Observer Mission and to make contact with the Syrian Government with a view to signing the Protocol.
3. By resolution 7441 of 24 November 2011, the Council of the League of Arab States requested the Secretary-General of the League to deploy the Observer Mission to the Syrian
Arab Republic in order to fulfil its mandate under the protocol immediately on its signature.
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4. The Syrian Arab Republic and the General Secretariat of the League of Arab States
signed the protocol on 19 December 2011. The protocol provided for the establishment
and deployment to the Syrian Arab Republic of a Mission comprising civilian and military
experts from Arab countries and Arab nongovernmental human rights organizations. Paragraph 5 stated that the Mission should transmit regular reports on the results of its work to
the Secretary-General of the League of Arab State and the Syrian Government for submission — via the Arab Ministerial Committee on the Situation in Syria — to the Council of the
League at the ministerial level for its consideration and appropriate action.

5. On 20 December 2011, the Council of the League approved the appointment of General
Muhammad Ahmad Mustafa Al-Dabi from the Republic of the Sudan as Head of the Observer Mission.
II. Formation of the Mission
6. The General Secretariat requested Member States and relevant Arab organizations to
transmit the names of its candidates for the Mission. On that basis, 166 monitors from 13
Arab countries and six relevant Arab organizations have thus far been appointed.
III. Visit of the advance delegation of the General Secretariat to Syria

7. In preparation for the Mission, an advance delegation of the General Secretariat visited
the Syrian Arab Republic on 22 December 2011 to discuss the logistical preparations for
the Mission.

8. In accordance with the protocol, the Syrian Government confirmed its readiness to facilitate the Mission in every way by allowing the free and safe movement of all of the observers throughout Syria, and by refraining from hindering the work of the Mission on security
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or administrative grounds. The Syrian Government side also aﬃrmed its commitment to ensuring that the Mission could freely conduct the necessary meetings; to provide full protection for the observers, taking into consideration the responsibility of the Mission if it were
to insist on visiting areas despite the warning of the security services; and to allow the entry to Syria of journalists and Arab and international media in accordance with the rules
and regulations in force in the country.
IV. Arrival and preliminary visits of the Head of Mission

9. The Head of the Mission, General Muhammad Ahmad Mustafa Al-Dabi, arrived in the
Syrian Arab Republic on the evening of Saturday 24 December 2011. He held a series of
meetings with the Minister for Foreign Aﬀairs, Mr. Walid Al-Moualem, and with Syrian Government oﬃcials, who stated that they stood prepared to cooperate fully with the Mission
and to endeavour to ensure its success, overcoming any obstacles that may arise. The
necessary logistical and security arrangements were agreed.

10. The Syrian side stated that there were certain areas that the security protection detail
would not be able to enter with the observers for fear of the citizens’ reaction. The Head of
the Mission replied that that situation would enable the Mission to engage with citizens
and opposition parties without government monitoring, thereby removing the citizens’ fear
of repercussions as a result of communicating with the Mission.

11. The Head of the Mission completed the technical field preparations and secured the
necessary transportation and communication devices in order to start work. He met with
the observers who arrived successively in Syria and briefed them on their duties and the
bases of their work under the protocol. Theobservers took a special oath for the Mission
which had been drafted by the Head.
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12. On 27 December 2011, the Head of the Mission and ten observers conducted a preliminary visit to the city of Homs, one of the epicentres of tension, which has seen acts of violence and armed confrontation between the Army and the Syrian opposition. Some security barriers separating districts remain in place.

13. Immediately on arriving in Homs, the Head of the Mission met with the Governor of the
city, who explained that there had been an escalation in violence perpetrated by armed
groups in the city. There had been instances of kidnapping and sabotage of Government
and civilian facilities. Food was in short supply owing to the blockade imposed by armed
groups, which were believed to include some 3000 individuals. The Governor further
stated that all attempts by religious figures and city notables to calm the situation had
failed. He made enquiries regarding the possibility of addressing the issue of soldiers and
vehicles blocked inside Baba Amr.

14. The Mission visited the residential districts of Baba Amr, Karam Al-Zaytun, AlKhalidiyya and Al-Ghuta without guards. It met with a number of opposition citizens who
described the state of fear, blockade and acts of violence to which they had been subjected by Government forces. At a time of intense exchanges of gunfire among the sides,
the Mission witnessed the eﬀects of the destruction wrought on outlying districts. The Mission witnessed an intense exchange of gunfire between the Army and opposition in Baba
Amr. It saw four military vehicles in surrounding areas, and therefore had to return to the
Governorate headquarters. It was agreed with the Governor that five members of the Mission would remain in Homs until the following day to conduct field work and meet with the
greatest possible number of citizens.

15. Immediately on returning from Homs, the Head of the Mission met with the Government and insisted that it withdraw military vehicles from the city, put an end to acts of vio-
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lence, protect civilians, lift the blockade and provide food. He further called for the two
sides to exchange the bodies of those killed.

16. At that meeting, the Syrian side agreed to withdraw all military presence from the city
and residentialareas except for three army vehicles that were not working and had been
surrounded, and one that had been taken from the Army by armed groups. The Syrian side
requested the Mission’s assistance to recover and remove those vehicles in exchange for
the release of four individuals, the exchange of five bodies from each side, the entry of basic foods for families in the city, and the entry of sanitation vehicles to remove garbage. It
was agreed at the end of the meeting that the Mission would conduct another visit to
Homs on the following day in the company of General Hassan Sharif, the security coordinator for the Government side.

17. During that visit, the Mission was introduced to one of the leading figures in the opposition, who acted as media representative of the National Council. An extensive discussion
took place regarding the oﬀer of the Syrian Government and the best way to implement
the agreement. As a result, the military vehicles were returned and removed; the bodies of
those killed were exchanged; trucks entered the city with food; and three detainees and
two women were released and returned to their families in the presence of the Mission,
thereby calming the situation inside the city.

18. Five days after the monitors were deployed to five zones, the Ministerial Committee requested that the Head of the Mission report on the Mission’s work. He travelled to Cairo
and gave an oral presentation to the members of the Committee at their meeting of 8 January 2012. It was decided that the work of the Mission should continue and that the Head
of the Mission should submit a report at the end of the period determined in the protocol,
on 19 January 2012. After the Head’s return to Damascus to resume his duties, the Mission faced diﬃculties from Government loyalists and opposition alike, particularly as a re-
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sult of statements and media coverage in the wake of the Committee meeting. That did
not, however, aﬀect the work of the Mission or its full and smooth deployment across the
country.

19. Following its arrival, and to this date, the Mission has received numerous letters from
the Syrian committee responsible for coordination with the Mission. The letters refer to the
material and human losses sustained by Government institutions and oﬃces as a result of
what is described as sabotage. They assert that all of the States’ vital services have been
aﬀected.
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V. Deployment of the Observer Mission to Syria

20. The observers were divided into 15 zones covering 20 cities and districts across Syria
according to the time frame set out below. The variation in dates was a result of shortcomings in administrative and technical preparations, such as the arrival of cars and personnel. Care was taken to ensure even distribution of observers.
Each unit comprised some ten observers of diﬀerent Arab nationalities. The groups were
deployed to Syrian governorates and towns as follows:
• On 29 December 2011, six groups travelled to Damascus, Homs, Rif Homs, Idlib, Deraa
and Hama.
• On 4 January 2012, a group travelled to Aleppo.
• On 9 January 2012, two groups went to Deir Al-Zor and Latakia. However, both returned
to Damascus on
10 January 2012 owing to attacks that led to the injury of two of the monitors in Latakia
and material damage to the cars.
• On 10 January 2012, a group travelled to Qamishli and Hasaka.
• On 12 January 2012, a group travelled to Outer Damascus.
• On 13 January 2012, four groups travelled to Suwaida, Bu Kamal, Deir Al-Zor, Palmyra
(Tadmur),
Sukhna, Banyas and Tartous.
• On 15 January 2012, two groups travelled to Latakia, Raqqa and Madinat Al-Thawra.
Annex 1. List of observers, their nationalities and their distribution.
21. The observers were provided with the following:
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• A map of the region;
• A code of conduct for observers;
• The duties of the group leaders;
• The duties of the observers;
• Necessary equipment such as computers, cameras and communication devices.

22. An operations room was established at the oﬃces of the League of Arab States in Damascus. The oﬃce is open 24 hours a day and is directly linked to the League of Arab
States operations room in Cairo and to the groups deployed across Syria. The room receives daily reports from the field teams and conveys special instructions for monitoring.
Owing to the volume of work, an additional operations room was opened at the Mission
headquarters in Damascus with the task of allocating individuals and assigning committees on followup, detainees, the media and financial aﬀairs. It coordinates with the main
operations room at the oﬃces of the League of Arab States.

23. In Latakia and Deir Al-Zor, the Mission faced diﬃculties from Government loyalists. In
Latakia, thousands surrounded the Mission’s cars, chanting slogans in favour of the President and against the Mission.
The situation became out of control and monitors were attacked. Two sustained light injuries and an armoured car was completely crushed. In order to address the matter, the
Head of Mission contacted the Syrian committee responsible for coordination with the Mission. Nevertheless, the Head of the Mission ordered the immediate return of the two
groups to Damascus. He met the Minister for Foreign Aﬀairs and made a strongly wordedformal protest. The Syrian side strongly condemned the incident and extended a formal
apology, explaining that the events were not in any sense deliberate. In order to emphasize
the point, the Syrian Deputy Minister for Foreign Aﬀairs met with the members of the La-
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takia team and stated that the Syrian Government would address the shortcoming immediately and guarantee the safety and security of observers everywhere. He apologized to
them for the unfortunate and unintentional incidents. The members were then assigned to
new zones after four days’ rest.
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VI. Implementation of the Mission’s mandate under the protocol
24. The Head of the Mission stresses that this assessment in terms of the provisions of the
protocol summarizes the findings of the groups as relayed by group leaders at their meeting with the Head of the Mission on 17 January 2012.
A. Monitoring and observation of the cessation of all violence by all sides in cities and residential areas

25. On being assigned to their zones and starting work, the observers witnessed acts of
violence perpetrated by Government forces and an exchange of gunfire with armed elements in Homs and Hama. As a result of the Mission’s insistence on a complete end to violence and the withdrawal of Army vehicles and equipment, this problem has receded. The
most recent reports of the Mission point to a considerable calming of the situation and restraint on the part of those forces.

26. In Homs and Dera‘a, the Mission observed armed groups committing acts of violence
against Government forces, resulting in death and injury among their ranks. In certain situations, Government forces responded to attacks against their personnel with force. The observers noted that some of the armed groups were using flares and armour-piercing projectiles.

27. In Homs, Idlib and Hama, the Observer Mission witnessed acts of violence being committed against Government forces and civilians that resulted in several deaths and injuries.
Examples of those acts include the bombing of a civilian bus, killing eight persons and injuring others, including women and children, and the bombing of a train carrying diesel oil.
In another incident in Homs, a police bus was blown up, killing two police oﬃcers. A fuel
pipeline and some small bridges were also bombed.
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28. The Mission noted that many parties falsely reported that explosions or violence had
occurred in several locations. When the observers went to those locations, they found that
those reports were unfounded.

29. The Mission also noted that, according to its teams in the field, the media exaggerated
the nature of the incidents and the number of persons killed in incidents and protests in
certain towns.
B. Verifying that Syrian security services and so-called shabiha gangs do not obstruct
peaceful demonstrations
30. According to their latest reports and their briefings to the Head of the Mission on 17
January 2012 in preparation for this report, group team leaders witnessed peaceful demonstrations by both Government supporters and the opposition in several places. None of
those demonstrations were disrupted, except for some minor clashes with the Mission
and between loyalists and opposition. These have not resulted in fatalities since the last
presentation before the Arab Ministerial Committee on the Situation in Syria at its meeting
of 8 January 2012.

31. The reports and briefings of groups leaders state that citizens belonging to the opposition surround the Mission on its arrival and use the gathering as a barrier from the security
services. However, such incidents have gradually decreased.

32. The Mission has received requests from opposition supporters in Homs and Deraa that
it should stay on-site and not leave, something that may be attributable to fear of attack after the Mission’s departure.
C. Verifying the release of those detained in the current incidents
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33. The Mission received reports from parties outside Syria indicating that the number of
detainees was 16,237. It also received information from the opposition inside the country
that the number of detainees was 12,005. In validating those figures, the teams in the field
discovered that there were discrepancies between the lists, that information was missing
and inaccurate, and that names were repeated. The Mission is communicating with the
concerned Government agencies to confirm those numbers.

34. The Mission has delivered to the Syrian Government all of the lists received from the
Syrian opposition inside and outside Syria. In accordance with the protocol, it has demanded the release of the detainees.
35. On 15 January 2012, President Bashar Al-Assad issued a legislative decree granting a
general amnesty for crimes perpetrated in the context of the events from 15 March 2011
through to the issuance of the decree. In implementation of the amnesty, the relevant Government authorities have been periodically releasing detainees in the various regions so
long as they are not wanted in connection with other crimes. The Mission has been supervising the releases and is monitoring the process with the Government’s full and active coordination.

36. On 19 January 2012, the Syrian government stated that 3569 detainees had been released from military and civil prosecution services. The Mission verified that 1669 of those
detained had thus far been released. It continues to follow up the issue with the Government and the opposition, emphasizing to the Government side that the detainees should
be released in the presence of observers so that the event can be documented.
37. The Mission has validated the following figures for the total number of detainees that
the Syrian government thus far claims to have released:
• Before the amnesty: 4,035
• After the amnesty: 3,569.

83

The Government has therefore claimed that a total of 7,604 detainees have been released.

38. The Mission has verified the correct number of detainees released and arrived at the
following figures:
• Before the amnesty: 3,483
• After the amnesty: 1,669
The total number of confirmed releases is therefore 5152. The Mission is continuing to
monitor the process and communicate with the Syrian Government for the release of the
remaining detainees.
D. Confirming the withdrawal of the military presence from residential neighbourhoods in
which demonstrations and protests occurred or are occurring

39. Based on the reports of the field-team leaders and the meeting held on 17 January
2012 with all team leaders, the Mission confirmed that all military vehicles, tanks and
heavy weapons had been withdrawn from cities and residential neighbourhoods. Although
there are still some security measures in place in the form of earthen berms and barriers in
front of important buildings and in squares, they do not aﬀect citizens. It should be noted
that the Syrian Minister of Defence, in a meeting with the Head of the Mission that took
place on 5 January 2012, aﬃrmed his readiness to accompany the Head of the Mission to
all sites and cities designated by the latter and from which the Mission suspects that the
military presence had not yet been withdrawn, with a view to issuing field orders and rectifying any violation immediately.

40. Armoured vehicles (personnel carriers) are present at some barriers. One of those barriers is located in Homs and some others in Madaya, Zabadani and Rif Damascus. The presence of those vehicles was reported and they were subsequently withdrawn from Homs. It
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has been confirmed that the residents of Zabadani and Madaya reached a bilateral agreement with the Government that led to the removal of those barriers and vehicles.
E. Confirming the accreditation by the Syrian Government of Arab and international mediaorganizations and that those organizations are allowed to move freely in all parts of
Syria

41. Speaking on behalf of his Government, the Syrian Minister of Information confirmed
that, from the beginning of December 2011 to 15 January 2012, the Government had accredited 147 Arab and foreign media organizations. Some 112 of those organizations entered Syrian territory, joining the 90 other accredited organizations operating in Syria
through their full-time correspondents.

42. The Mission followed up on this issue. It identified 36 Arab and foreign media organizations and several journalists located in a number of Syrian cities. It also received complaints that the Syrian Government had granted some media organizations authorization to
operate for four days only, which was insuﬃcient time, according to those organizations.
In addition to preventing them from entering the country until they had specified their destinations, journalists were required obtain further authorization once they had entered the
country and were prevented from going to certain areas. The Syrian Government confirmed that it grants media organizations operating permits that are valid for 10 days, with
the possibility of renewal.

43. Reports and information from some sectors [teams] indicate that the Government
places restrictions on the movement of media organizations in opposition areas. In many
cases, those restrictions caused journalists to trail the Mission in order to do their work.
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44. In Homs, a French journalist who worked for the France 2 channel was killed and a Belgian journalist was injured. The Government and opposition accused each other of being
responsible for the incident, and both sides issued statements of condemnation. The Government formed an investigative committee in order to determine the cause of the incident. It should be noted that Mission reports from Homs indicate that the French journalist
was killed by opposition mortar shells.
Annex 2. A list of media organizations identified and a list of media organizations that entered Syria, according to the oﬃcial information.
VII. Obstacles encountered by the Mission
A. Monitors

45. Some of the experts nominated were not capable of taking on such a responsibility
and did not have prior experience in this field.

46. Some of the observers did not grasp the amount of responsibility that was being
placed on them and the importance of giving priority to Arab interests over personal interests.
47. In the course of field work, some observers were unable to deal with diﬃcult circumstances, which are at the core of their duties. Monitors must have certain traits and the
specializations required for such work.

48. A number of the observers are elderly, and some of them suﬀer from health conditions
that prevent them from performing their duties.
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49. Twenty-two observers declined to complete the mission for personal reasons. Some
observers oﬀered unfounded reasons, which were not accepted by the Head of the Mission, while others had a personal agenda.
Annex 3. List of the names of observers who declined to complete the Mission.

50. Some observers reneged on their duties and broke the oath they had taken. They
made contact with oﬃcials from their countries and gave them exaggerated accounts of
events. Those oﬃcials consequently developed a bleak and unfounded picture of the situation.
51. Some of the observers in the various zones are demanding housing similar to their
counterparts in Damascus or financial reimbursement equivalent to the diﬀerence in accommodation rates resulting from the diﬀerence in hotel standards or accommodation in
Damascus. These issues do not warrant comment.

52. Some observers are afraid to perform their duties owing to the violent incidents that
have occurred in certain locations. The unavailability of armoured cars at all the sites and
the lack of bulletproof vests have negatively aﬀected some observers’ ability to carry out
their duties. Comments of the Head of the Mission concerning the observers
53. Some of the observers, unfortunately, believed that their journey to Syria was for
amusement, and were therefore surprised by the reality of the situation. They did not expect to be assigned to teams or to have to remain at stations outside the capital or to face
the diﬃculties that they encountered.

54. Some of the observers were not familiar with the region and its geography. The unavailability of armoured vehicles and protective vests had a negative eﬀect on the spirits of
some observers.
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55. Some of the observers experienced hostility both from the Syrian opposition and loyalists. This hostility also had a negative eﬀect on their spirits.
56. Despite the foregoing comments, the performance of many of the observers was outstanding and praiseworthy. Those who underperformed will improve with experience and
guidance.
B. Security restrictions

57. Although it welcomed the Mission and its Head and repeatedly emphasized that it
would not impose any security restrictions that could obstruct the movement of the Mission, the Government deliberately attempted to limit the observers’ ability to travel extensively in various regions. The Government also attempted to focus the attention of the Mission on issues in which it is interested. The Mission resisted those attempts and responded to them in a manner that allowed it to fulfil its mandate and overcome the obstacles that stood in the way of its work.
C. Communication equipment

58. The Mission communicates with the various groups by mobile phones and facsimile
machines connected to the local Syrian telephone network. Occasional cuts in service prevent the Mission from communicating with the groups.
59. The Mission was equipped with 10 Thuraya satellite phones. Such devices are hard to
use inside buildings owing of the diﬃculty in obtain a satellite signal. As a result, ordinary
phones and fax machines, which are not considered secure communications equipment,
were used to send daily reports, instead.

60. The communication equipment the Qatari observers brought with them was held at the
Jordanian border, despite demands made by the Head of the Mission to the Syrian authori88

ties to permit entry of that equipment. That notwithstanding, the amount of equipment
would not have been enough to meet the needs of all sites and station.
61. The Mission does not have portable two-way radios for communication between team
members. The Chinese Embassy provided 10 such radios as a gift to the Mission. They
were used in three sectors only.

62. Internet service is unavailable in some regions, and in other areas it is intermittent, including in thecapital.
63. There are no cameras attached to the vehicles used by the Mission, which would facilitate observers’work in dangerous areas.
D. Transportation

64. The Mission has 38 cars at its disposal (23 armoured and 15 non-armoured), including
28 four-wheel drive vehicles and 10 sedans. It should be noted that the Mission’s mandate
requires the used of armoured fourwheel drive vehicles, given the nature of the Mission.
The number of such vehicles currently available does not satisfy the needs of the Mission,
particularly for transportation into trouble spots.

65. When it was first deployed, the Mission rented several cars from local sources for use
in monitoring operations. However, owing to some acts of violence directed against the
field teams, the rental companies recalled those vehicles and their drivers out of fear for
their safety.
66. The Mission encountered diﬃculties in hiring drivers because the opposition groups refused to allow local drivers to enter their areas because they believed the drivers were
members of the security services, which forces the observers to drive the vehicles themselves.
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67. Some of the observers demanded to use vehicles sent by their countries, a demand
that was denied by the Head of the Mission, who allocated the vehicles according to the
needs of each zone.
Annex 4. List showing the number, types and distribution of vehicles and the countries that
provided them.
E. The media

68. Since it began its work, the Mission has been the target of a vicious media campaign.
Some media outlets have published unfounded statements, which they attributed to the
Head of the Mission. They have also grossly exaggerated events, thereby distorting the
truth.

69. Such contrived reports have helped to increase tensions among the Syrian people and
undermined the observers’ work. Some media organizations were exploited in order to defame the Mission and its Head and cause the Mission to fail.
VIII. Basic needs of the Mission, should its mandate be renewed
• 100 additional young observers, preferably military personnel
• 30 armoured vehicles
• Light protective vests
• Vehicle-mounted photographic equipment
• Modern communications equipment
• Binoculars, ordinary and night-vision
IX. Evaluation:
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70. The purpose of the Protocol is to protect Syrian citizens through the commitment of
the Syrian Government to stop acts of violence, release detainees and withdraw all military
presence from cities and residential neighbourhoods. This phase must lead to dialogue
among the Syrian sides and the launching of a parallel political process. Otherwise, the duration of this Mission will be extended without achieving thedesired results on the ground.

71. The Mission determined that there is an armed entity that is not mentioned in the protocol. This development on the ground can undoubtedly be attributed to the excessive use
of force by Syrian Government forces in response to protests that occurred before the deployment of the Mission demanding the fall of the regime. In some zones, this armed entity
reacted by attacking Syrian security forces and citizens, causing the Government to respond with further violence. In the end, innocent citizens pay the price for those actions
with life and limb.

72. The Mission noted that the opposition had welcomed it and its members since their deployment to Syria. The citizens were reassured by the Mission’s presence and came forward to present their demands, although the opposition had previously been afraid to do
so publicly owing to their fear of being arrested once again, as they had been prior to the
Mission’s arrival in Syria. However, this was not case in the period that followed the last
Ministerial Committee statement, although the situation is gradually improving.

73. The Mission noted that the Government strived to help it succeed in its task and remove any barriers that might stand in its way. The Government also facilitated meetings
with all parties. No restrictions were placed on the movement of the Mission and its ability
to interview Syrian citizens, both those who opposed the Government and those loyal to it.
74. In some cities, the Mission sensed the extreme tension, oppression and injustice fro
which the Syrian people are suﬀering. However, the citizens believe the crisis should
be resolved peacefully through Arab mediation alone, without international interven91

tion. Doing so would allow them to live in peace and complete the reform process and
bring about the change they desire. The Mission was informed by the opposition, particularly in Dar‘a, Homs, Hama and Idlib, that some of its members had taken up arms
in response to the suﬀering of the Syrian people as a result of the regime’s oppression
and tyranny; corruption, which aﬀects all sectors of society; the use of torture by the
security agencies; and human rights violations.
75. Recently, there have been incidents that could widen the gap and increase bitterness
between the parties. These incidents can have grave consequences and lead to the loss
of life and property. Such incidents include the bombing of buildings, trains carrying fuel,
vehicles carrying diesel oil and explosions targeting the police, members of the media and
fuel pipelines. Some of those attacks have been carried out by the Free Syrian Army and
some by other armed opposition groups.

76. The Mission has adhered scrupulously to its mandate, as set out in the Protocol. It has
observed daily realities on the ground with complete neutrality and independence, thereby
ensuring transparency and integrity in its monitoring of the situation, despite the diﬃculties
the Mission encountered and the inappropriate actions of some individuals.

77. Under the Protocol, the Mission’s mandate is one month. This does not allow adequate time for administrative preparations, let alone for the Mission to carry out its task. To
date, the Mission has actually operated for 23 days. This amount of time is definitely not
suﬃcient, particularly in view of the number of items the Mission must investigate. The Mission needs to remain on the ground for a longer period of time, which would allow it to experience citizens’ daily living conditions and monitor all events. It should be noted that
similar previous operations lasted for several months or, in some cases, several years.

78. Arab and foreign audiences of certain media organizations have questioned the Mission’s credibility because those organizations use the media to distort the facts. It will be
92

diﬃcult to overcome this problem unless there is political and media support for the Mission and its mandate. It is only natural that some negative incidents should occur as it conducts its activities because such incidents occur as a matter of course in similar missions.

79. The Mission arrived in Syria after the imposition of sanctions aimed at compelling to implement what was agreed to in the Protocol. Despite that, the Mission was welcomed by
the opposition, loyalists and the Government. Nonetheless, questions remains as to how
the Mission should fulfil its mandate. It should be noted that the mandate established for
the Mission in the Protocol was changed in response to developments on the ground and
the reactions thereto. Some of those were violent reactions by entities that were not mentioned in the Protocol. All of these developments necessitated an expansion of and a
change in the Mission’s mandate. The most important point in this regard is the commitment of all sides to cease all acts of violence, thereby allowing the Mission to complete its
tasks and, ultimately, lay the groundwork for the political process.

80. Should there be agreement to extend its mandate, then the Mission must be provided
with communications equipment, means of transportation and all the equipment it requires
to carry out its mandate on the ground.
81. On the other hand, ending the Mission’s work after such a short period will reverse any
progress, even if partial, that has thus far been made. This could perhaps lead to chaos on
the ground because all the parties involved in the crisis thus remain unprepared for the political process required to resolve the Syrian crisis.

82. Since its establishment, attitudes towards the Mission have been characterized by insincerity or, more broadly speaking, a lack of seriousness. Before it began carrying out its
mandate and even before its members had arrived, the Mission was the target of a vicious
campaign directed against the League of Arab States and the Head of the Mission, a campaign that increased in intensity after the observers’ deployment. The Mission still lack the
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political and media support it needs in order to fulfil its mandate. Should its mandate be extended, the goals set out in the Protocol will not be achieved unless such support is provided and the Mission receives the backing it needs to ensure the success of the Arab solution.
X. Recommendations:

83. In view of the above and of the success achieved in executing the provision of the Protocol, which the Syrian Government pledged to implement, I recommend the following:
• The Mission must be provided with administrative and logistic support in order allow it to
carry out its tasks. The Mission must also be give the media and political support required
to create an appropriate environment that will enable it to fulfil its mandate in the required
manner.
• The political process must be accelerated and a national dialogue must be launched.
That dialogue should run in parallel with the Mission’s work in order to create an environment of confidence that would contribute to the Mission’s success and prevent a needless
extension of its presence in Syria.
(Signed) Muhammad Ahmad Mustafa Al-Dabi
Head of the Mission
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6. VIDEO: SYRIA: Armed Opposition Groups Supported by “Foreign Powers”
Video: http://youtu.be/wMmz0mV7XNw
Video Text:
Russia and China were the only permanent Security Council members opposing the UN
Security Council draft resolution on Syria, reminding others that it was not their place to intervene in the domestic aﬀairs of another country. Russia’s permanent envoy to the United
Nations Vitaly Churkin earlier said any proposals including an arms embargo or a demand
for Assad’s resignation would be vetoed. Diplomatic insiders say there had been two draft
resolutions on the table in the UNSC.

A version put forth by Morocco, the only Arab state on the Security Council, was opposed
by Russia and China over provisions for foreign intervention in what both Moscow and Beijing call a ‘domestic’ aﬀair.
The two states had previously vetoed a similar resolution, fearing its passage would cause
a repeat of the Libyan scenario with another NATO military incursion. In turn, some UNSC
members said Russia’s draft proposal was far too soft to have any eﬀect on the conflict in
Syria. To these claims, Churkin stressed the hope for a consensus on the matter, but noted
that it was still too early to talk about a vote. It is not in America’s plans to push for a resolution demanding foreign intervention in Syria, State Department spokesperson Victoria Nuland announced on Thursday. She added that America wants a peaceful solution to the
conflict in the country, saying that the situation in Syria is diﬀerent from that of Libya. Nuland stressed, however, that the US is calling on other countries to back the toughest possible resolution on Syria.

Michel Chossudovsky, the Director at the Center for Research on Globalization, believes
that instead of revising the current draft resolution, the Security Council should scrap it
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and work out a new one, based on the results of the Arab League’s report. “I think that
resolution should be scrapped,” he told RT.

“What they should do is throw out that draft resolution and have another one which actually focuses on the foreign forces – including Turkey, Israel, Saudi Arabia – which are supporting an insurgency in a sovereign country namely Syria.” Chossudovsky believes that
the Security Council paid too little attention to the Arab League observer mission’s “extremely explicit” report, which should be taken very seriously. “The report should be made
public,” he said. “This observer mission is made up of people who are not necessarily politically inclined. They are independent observers and they are saying the truth.”

Video: http://youtu.be/wMmz0mV7XNw
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5 PART IV
The Media Disinformation
Campaign
1. VIDEO: Skeptical on Syria: ‘Media reports framed & manipulated’; by James Corbett – 2011-08-31
2. Syria Regime Change PR in High Gear: More ‘Newborn Baby Slaughter’ Propaganda; by Patrick Henningsen – 2012-02-09
3. Media Lies Used to Provide a Pretext for Another “Humanitarian War”: Protest in
Syria: Who Counts the Dead?; by Julie Lévesque – 2011-11-25
4. Media Lies: Syria’s President Bashar Al Assad Sets ABC News Senior Propagandist Barbra Walters Straight. by Tony Cartalucci – 2011-12-12
5. Most Syrians back President Assad, but you’d never know from western media ;
by Jonathan Steele – 2012-01-18
6. Media Manipulation and the Drums of War: How Media is used to Whip the Nation into Wartime Frenzy. Faking It: How the Media Manipulates the World into
War; by James Corbett – 2012-01-03
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1. Video: Skeptical on Syria: 'Media reports framed & manipulated'
by grtv

Video: http://youtu.be/AVQ7gYyGIH4

A London-based human rights group claims around five hundred people have been killed
in Syria during Ramadan, the majority of them, civilians. Another group of activists released a report, suggesting dozens of people, including children, have been tortured to
death behind bars for taking part in the anti-regime uprising.

James Corbett, who's an Osaka-based editor of the independent news website
http://www.corbettreport.com, believes the latest report on prison casualties is one sided,
but says this is to be expected in an era of media manipulation.

Video: http://youtu.be/AVQ7gYyGIH4
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2. Syria Regime Change PR in High Gear: More ‘Newborn Baby Slaughter’ Propaganda
By Patrick Henningsen
We can already see exact parallels with the current PR operation to bring down Syria with
how Libya went down. In one story published today, it seems that one award-winning
mainstream newspaper has been caught red-handed running faux news on Syria - and incredibly, it’s not the first time this exact story has been used.

This morning, reporter Alastair Beach of The Independent newspaper based in London,
cited “evidence” in his article entitled “Assad’s slaughter of the innocents“, claiming that
Syrian President Assad’s security forces have indiscriminately killed scores of newborn babies in Homs this week, as his article claims:
“Bashar al-Assad’s bloody siege of Homs intensified yesterday as clear evidence emerged
that his indiscriminate shelling of the restive town had started claiming innocent victims,
including at least 18 premature babies and three entire families. The evidence came as civilians in the besieged city endured a fifth day of incessant shellfire – the worst yet, according to eyewitnesses – with dozens of other people being killed as the brutal assault continued.”

Writer Beach’s source for his claims seem to originate from only one organization, not in
Syria – but in London. Surprisingly, the Independent’s chief source for the alleged horrors
in question is a nearly invisible organization known as the ”Syrian Observatory for Human
Rights”(SOHR) (and to make matters worse, there are two competing SOHR orgs in London- with the same name although the Independent does not provide a link to either org),
who claim to have an oﬃce based in London, but apparently have no address or contact
phone number listed - only and email address. Even murkier however, is that fact that
there are no names associated with the SOHR on their website, and many of its articles
have been written under the fictitious pen name known as “Rami Abdul Rahman“.
99

It’s likely that “Rami Abdul Rahman” is in fact one Rami Abdelrahman, depicted in other online press coverage as head of the SOHR, and is reported to have met with Britain’s Foreign Secretary,William Hague at the Foreign and Commonwealth Oﬃce on November 21,
2011.
One can only conclude that with no names or contact information, the SOHR is – by definition - a very well-hidden, clandestine lobbying organization, and in this case, it appears to
be lobbying for regime change in Syria, from inside Britain’s Foreign Oﬃce.

Before regime change in Tripoli, the US, France and Britain relied on the likes of Soliman
Bouchuiguir, the former Libyan League for Human Rights president with ties to NATO’s National Transitional Council (NTC), helped to generate numerous lies needed by the west to
justify NATO’s now famously titled “humanitarian intervention” – allegedly to protect Libyans. This human rights impostor – like his present day Syrian counterpart Rami Abdelrahman who may very well have ties to the Paris-based rebel coalition known as Syrian National Council (SNC), made then Colonel Moumar Gaddafi a targeted by spreading lies of
alleged state crimes – but with with no evidence, as outlined in documents released last
October by the publication Voltaire. Syria’s President Assad is currently undergoing the exact same treatment, and in the exact same manner.

Babies in incubators: a recycled media hoax
Amazingly, this exact same story was also making the rounds recently in August of 2011,
when a similar claim was busy circulating online through various social networks including
Twitter in Arabic - the exact same tale of premature babies who died in their incubators
when Syrian forces cut oﬀ electricity to hospitals during their assault, not in Homs, but on
the city of Hama.
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Even though it admits that it could not independently verify the account, CNN still ran with
the SOHR rumor back in August, broadcasting: ”Rights Group: 8 babies die after power
cut to Syrian hospital“.

Electronic Infidada reported on the August 2011 baby hoax, stating back then, “Evidence
suggests it is a cruel hoax, and the pictures of the “dead babies” widely circulated online
are false.” They went on to outline parallels between the August faux story and other past
regime change PR campaigns:
“URGENT – Syria | The electricity was cut today from the city of Hama, and the outage included the hospitals. Following this, the Shabiha [state militia] deliberately destroyed the
electricity generators in the hospitals which led to the deaths of all the premature babies
(more than 40 in a single hospital).”
To me the story was immediately suspicious. First of all it sounded too much like the false
reports of invading Iraqi troops throwing babies out of incubators in Kuwait in August 1990
— reports that were used to build public support and urgency for the 1991 Gulf War.
These claims were part of an elaborate propaganda eﬀort by the Washington PR consultancy Hill & Knowlton hired by the Kuwaiti government.

The fact that an award-winning newspaper like the UK’s Independent would use such a
shadowy outfit to support one of its most shocking headlined stories on the crisis in Syria
– is also surprising in itself. The biggest problem with both seperate claims of dying babies
in incubators put forward by the SOHR, and circulated in the corporate media by the likes
of The Independent and CNN, is that at no point along the line, has the SOHR been held
accountable for what are patently unsubstantiated claims.
Lobbying groups and their governments in-exile are traditionally the source of anti-regime
“heart-string” reports which have in the past been passed on for broadcast by major media outlets, which naturally follows with favoring pre-emptive military strike, or as recently
seen with Libya – a ‘humanitarian intervention’.
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We can see how the corporate media will knowingly run sensationalist, unverified accounts of human rights events in countries like Libya and Syria, but what about out
elected leaders? Will they too run with these same wild claims in order to make their public case for war?

No doubt. Members of the NATO governments have also been assigned their roles in making intervention possible. Britain’s William Hague seems to be running point on the PR
campaign for regime change in Syria. Following Russia and China’s veto of the UN’s recent revolution for action in Syria, Hague condemned the decision – and used wild, unverified statistics most likely gleaned from his friend at the SOHR, as reported by the Guardian:
“More than 2,000 people have died since Russia and China vetoed the last draft resolution
in October 2011,” he said after the vote. “How many more need to die before Russia and
China allow the UN security council to act?”
Journalist Tony Cartalucci reported back in December regarding the clandestine activities
of SOHR, adding:
It is quite clear that the “Syrian Observatory for Human Rights” based in London and receiving the entirety of their reports via “phone” & YouTube videos from Syria, is working in
coordination with both US-funded NGOs and the British Foreign Minister. Considering that
Hague similarly coddled Libyan opposition leaders in London while playing a key role in
promoting the NATO attack on Libya and the subsequent installation of a BP oilman as
“prime minister,” Abdelrahman’s consorting signifies a verbatim repeat of the now openly
fraudulent and genocidal NATO campaign in Libya.

Just as in Libya, where “human rights activists” have now admitted to fabricating the evidence used by the International Criminal Court and the United Nations to rubber stamp
Wall Street and London’s designs for regime change, likewise the “evidence” from Syria
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has turned out to be a complete fraud, derived by opposition “witnesses” and compiled
by a corporate D.C. think-tank director into a UN “human rights report.”
The Syrian Observatory for Human Rights serves as the exclusive source of “reports” coming out of Syria despite the fact that it is actually, entirely based in London. While it is verified that the NGOs it works in tandem with are US-funded, the Observatory itself fails to
publish where its money comes from or the backgrounds of those that constitute its membership. We then, are expected to simply believe on face value a mysterious organization
whose head meets with the British government and their unverified “witness accounts” as
evidence to initiate military intervention at the cost of potentially millions of lives.

The UN based the whole premise for its Security Council Resolution 1973 for Libya on reports from western-backed Libyan rebels and the NTC. Their wild claims included – unbelievably and highly reported by the western media - that Gaddafi led jet attacks on his own
people, and killed more than 6,000 unarmed protester cum civilians in the run up to NATO
intervention. This jet claim was needed as a key component in order to get a No Fly Zone
included in resolution 1973.
During the run-up to their vote on the matter, no due diligence was carried out by any of
the UN member states, which stands to reason, why the whole UN Libyan aﬀair – from beginning to end, was planned and executed as a political operation - hardly of any humanitarian concern.

Here we are again, at another crossroads, so soon after the last one. And like clockwork,
the same patterns are emerging to sway western public opinion, this time against President Assad and his Syrian government. It seems that consumers of the press in the west
are being force fed another endless diet of false claims designed to sway public opinion in
favor of military action by NATO, or NATO-backed allies in Syria, and later in Iran.
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3. Media Lies Used to Provide a Pretext for Another “Humanitarian War”: Protest in
Syria: Who Counts the Dead?
By Julie Lévesque - Archive
According to numerous reports from the Western media, human rights organisations, as
well as the UN, countless peaceful civilians have been killed by the Syrian forces since the
beginning of the unrest in the country in mid March. But where do the numbers come
from?

Many media reports on the alleged deadly repression by the Syrian government fail to mention the sources of their information, which are very often referred to solely as “human
rights groups” or “activists”:
“Rights groups said Sunday that troops cracking down on pro-democracy protesters killed
eight people in northern Idlib province and four more in central areas near Hama. (Syrian
Forces Kill 12 as ICRC Head Visits Damascus, Voice of America, September 4, 2011.)
These protests are an unprecedented challenge to President Bashar al-Assad — and his
family, which has ruled the country for more than 40 years. The cost has been high: at
least 200 dead, according to human rights groups, and many cyber activists have been
jailed. (Deborah Amos, Syrian Activist In Hiding Presses Mission From Abroad, NPR, April
22, 2011.)
At least 75 people have been killed today in Syria during mass protests, local human rights
activists told Amnesty International [...]

Thirty were killed in the southern town of Izzra’, 22 in Damascus, 18 in the Homs area and
the rest in other towns and villages, activists said [...] (Scores killed in Syria as ‘Great Friday’ protests are attacked, Amnesty International, April 22, 2011.)
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Although the necessity to remain “anonymous” where dissent is said to be life threatening
may under certain circumnstances be understandable, this stance inevitably raises suspicions: The “‘numbers” can be used to demonize the government, as part of covert operations by any state or organisation looking for regime change in Damascus. It is no secret
that the overthrow of the Syrian regime has been a long-sought goal by several foreign
powers, including the U.S. and Israel.

The reliance of the mainstream media on information emanating from anonymous groups
provides a biased understanding of the Syrian protests, which in turn supports the broader
objective of destabilizing the Syrian regime.
When information from unknown sources pertaining to the death toll is published either by
a mainstream media or a recognized human rights group, it is invariably picked up and
considered as “factual evidence” by other news sources or think tanks, without further verification. Moreover, in the process the information is subject to further distortion. Here is an
example of this phenomenon:
Rights group Amnesty International said on Friday that it has recorded the names of 171
people killed since the first protesters died in Daraa on March 18.
The group based its tally on information received from rights activists, lawyers and other
sources and said the majority appeared to have been killed by live ammunition fired by the
security forces. (Protesters killed in southern Syria, Al Jazeera, April 9, 2011.)

The above news article is based on the following statement by Amnesty International:
At least 171 people are believed to have been killed during three weeks of unrest in Syria,
Amnesty International said today after at least eight more fatalities during protests.
The death toll from today’s clashes could rise significantly, according to reports from human rights activists in the country.
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Amnesty International has recorded the names, via information received from sources including human rights activists and lawyers, of 171 people killed. (Death toll rises amid
fresh Syrian protests, Amnesty International, April 8, 2011.)
The original information from Amnesty international (AI) is that “171 people are believed to
have been killed”, a statement showing that although “it has recorded the names of 171
people killed”, this information could not be confirmed. Al Jazeera fails to report this “uncertainty” and by doing so makes it a fact rather than an assumption, that 171 people
were killed.

Here is another example of blatant distortion:
Despite a pledge to end its crackdown, Syrian security forces continued to suppress antiregime protestors, killing at least eighteen on Thursday in the city of Homs (al-Jazeera).
(Jonathan Masters, Assad’s Broken Promises, Council on Foreign Relations, November 3,
2011.)
This is an analysis from the Council on Foreign Relations, the famous and extremely powerful U.S. foreign policy think tank. It is based on the following article from Al Jazeera where
the information related to the killing is markedly diﬀerent:
“Dozens of people have reportedly been killed in the flashpoint city of Homs, as Syrian security forces bombarded residential areas with tanks.
The reported deaths occurred in the Bab Amro district of Homs on Thursday, the Local Coordination Committees of Syria, an activist group monitoring the country’s uprising, said.
(Syria “violence defies peace deal”,” Al Jazeera, November 4, 2011.)

Al Jazeera’s wording “reportedly been killed” and “reported deaths” shows the deaths
have not been confirmed. The Qatari media also mentions that these claims come from
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one source only, namely from an activist group called Local Coordination Committees of
Syria (LCC). The article from the CFR changed Al Jazeera’s allegations into concrete facts.
When it comes to counting the dead, the LCC is very often cited in the mainstream media
as a source for reports on killings committed by the Syrian authorities, as we can see in
the examples below:
Another opposition group, the Local Coordination Committees, said it could not corroborate the Syrian Observatory’s account of the military casualties, though it also called Monday one of the uprising’s bloodier days, with at least 51 civilians killed. “We don’t have any
confirmation of what they’re claiming,” said Omar Idlibi, a spokesman for the Local Coordination Committees. (Nada Bakri and Rick Gladstone, Syria Faces New Threats as Opposition Seeks Allies, The New York Times, November 15, 2011.)

According to the opposition network, the Local Coordination Committees, at least five people were killed during the military oﬀensives — three in the central province of Homs, one
in the eastern border town of Tal Kalakh and one in Idleb along the Syrian-Turkish border.
(Roula Hajjar, Syria: Activists report manhunt for defectors and protesters, Los Angeles
Times, September 5, 2011.)
Secret police opened fire and shot teargas to disperse more than 10,000 protesters in Deir
Ezzour, in Syria’s tribal east, an activist from the Syrian Revolution Coordinators Union
(SRCU) told Al Jazeera. Ten protesters were wounded and around 40 were arrested, he
said.

The SRCU is the name given this week to one of Syria’s grassroots opposition networks.
The SRCU works alongside the Local Coordinating Committees (LCC), another grassroots
opposition network. (Al Jazeera Live Blog – Syria, June 3, 2011.)
At least 2,200 people have been killed in Syria since the beginning of the unrest, by the
United Nations’ count. An activist group, the Syrian Revolution Coordinating Union, said
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on Tuesday that 551 people were killed during Ramadan alone. The group said 130 others
were killed on July 31, the eve of Ramadan, in an attack on the city of Hama, which was
also the scene of a ferocious crackdown in 1982.
On Tuesday, four people were killed in Hara and two others in Inkil, two towns in Dara’a
Province, according to the Local Coordination Committees, another group of activists who
document demonstrations. (Nada Bakri, Syrian Security Forces Fire on Worshipers as Ramadan Ends, The New York Times, August 30, 2011.)

The above article mentions a “UN count” as if it were an independent source of information. However, according to one of its reports, the UN also relies on the same sources of
information, the LCC, and it mentions in a note that it is unable to confirm if the information given by the LCC is true:
“At the time of writing, the mission had received more than 1,900 names and details of persons killed in the Syrian Arab Republic since mid-March 2011; all are said to be civilians
[26]

26. This information is compiled by local coordinating committees active within the Syrian
Arab Republic in documenting the names and details of victims. The mission is unable to
verify independently this information.” (United Nations, Report of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights on the situation of human rights in the Syrian Arab Republic – A/HRC/18/53, September 15, 2011.)

What are the Local Coordination Committees (LCC)?
According to the Christian Science Monitor, the LCC is part of the non-elected Syrian National Council (SNC). Even though most of its members are in exile and its members in
Syria are unknown, the SNC is presented as the legitimate Syrian authority, and has been
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recognized by the National Transitional Council of Libya, another non-elected body recognized by Western powers as a “pro-democracy” representative of the Libyan people.
“Syrian opposition leaders meeting Sunday in Turkey formally created the Syrian National
Council, bringing together most of the disparate groups seeking to unseat Syrian President Bashar al-Assad.

The council includes the Local Coordination Committees, which has organized most of the
protests across the country; the Syrian Muslim Brotherhood; and Kurdish groups; among
others, the Associated Press reports. Almost half the members are from inside the country,
according to the Washington Post, overcoming a key concern that the council would rely
to (sic) heavily on exiles. (Ariel Zirulnick, Syrian oppositon groups formally unify, overcoming key hurdle, October 3, 2011.)
The LCC are somewhat ”anonymous”. They refused a telephone interview, but agreed to
answer some questions by email. They stated that for security reasons they could not reveal how many members the LCC includes, but claim 13 members of the LCC are in the
SNC. “We have enough people to run demonstrations on ground, for media and relief action.”
The members allegedly come from diﬀerent backgrounds and are from all age groups;
some are active inside Syria, the others outside the country. The LCC says that their members, in and outside Syria, have been threatened, arrested and tortured by the Syrian
authorities. When asked how they became a source of information for the foreign media,
the LCC says it is because they provide credible facts.

And what is the ultimate goal of the LCC? “Our goal is to change the regime in Syria, and
as the first step, to end the mandate of the current President, who is now politically and legally responsible for the crimes committed by his regime against the Syrian people and a
safe transfer of power in the country.”

109

Basically, the LCC wants regime change in Syria and it seems to be the major source of information for the western mainstream media and human rights organizations. This opposition group claims to provide “credible facts”, however there is no way to verify these facts.
The so-called facts could well be propaganda intended to discredit the actual regime and
galvanize public opinion in favour of the regime change the group aspires to implement.
Although the LCC spokesperson refused to disclose the names of its members, some
have appeared in the mainstream media. One of their members, or collaborator, is Rami
Nakhle, a cyberactivist living in exile in Beirut, Lebanon.

“Today, after 98 days of protests, he is living in denial,” says Rami Nakhle, a Syrian working in Beirut with the Local Coordination Committees, a clearinghouse for Syrian opposition protests and activities “It has become clear to everybody that Bashar al-Assad cannot
change. He doesn’t realize that Syria has changed forever but he’s still the same president
we heard last time, in April.” (Nicholas Blanford, Assad’s speech may buy time, but not survival, The Christian Science Monitor, June 20, 2011)

The activist has a privileged relationship with Al Jazeera, according to NPR:
When the Arabic channel Al-Jazeera broadcasts the latest news, the images come from
Nakhle’s network. (Deborah Amos, Syrian Activist In Hiding Presses Mission From Abroad,
April 22, 2011.)
It should be noted that Al Jazeera played a key role in promoting the regime change in
Libya.
CyberDissidents.org, a website presented by the Bush Center as a “Voice of Freedom Online”, oﬀers a brief portrait of Nakhle, which is not unlike the other portraits found in the
mainstream press, which describe him solely as a cyber-dissident, as if he never had any
other occupation:
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“Rami Nakhle is a 27 year cyber-dissident. His use of social media to spread information
about the Syrian Revolution caught the attention of Syrian authorities, causing him to flee
to Lebanon in January 2011. For the past three years, he has been working under the pseudonym Malath Aumran. Although the Syrian secret police have discovered his real identity,
he continues to use this pseudonym to retain recognition from his online followers.

Despite these threats from the Syrian government, Nakhle continues to work in hiding, continuing his campaign for freedom through Facebook, Twitter, and full-access interviews
with prominent news sources like BBC and The New York Times. (CyberDissident Database)
The U.S. government and NGOs doing CIA work, such as Freedom House, are major sponsors of cyber-dissidence:
“Political dissidents from China, Iran, Russia, Egypt, Syria, Venezuela and Cuba will travel
to Dallas to join with Fellows of the George W. Bush Institute, experts from Freedom
House, Harvard’s Berkman Center for Internet and Society, the U.S. Government and
other leaders in the field to discuss the successes and challenges of Internet-based political dissident movements around the world.

The George W. Bush Institute today [March 30, 2010] announced it will co-host a conference on cyber dissidents with the human rights organization Freedom House on April 19,
2010. (George W. Bush Institute and Freedom House to Convene Freedom Activists, Human Rights and Internet Experts to Assess Global Cyber Dissident Movement,” Business
Wire, March 30, 2011)

Rami Nakhle doesn’t hide his interests in American organisations. On his Facebook page,
he lists the following as “interests”: National Democratic Institute (NDI), chaired by Madeleine Albright, Human Rights Watch and the U.S. Embassy Damascus.
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Nakhle’s interest in these organisations clearly shows which side he’s on, just like SCN
member Radwan Ziadeh, former fellow of the National Endowment for Democracy, another organization well-known for its links with the CIA.

In an interview with the Guardian, the cyberactivist claims to be harassed by the Syrian secret police, on his Facebook wall. It might be true, but it would be a rather unusual tactic
for a secret police, which usually, as its name says, acts secretly. Such harassment is
more likely to be black propaganda — people opposed to the regime trying to make the
Syrian authorities look bad. A kind of “cyber false flag” on Facebook, for everyone to see.

The “Syrian uprising” seems to be a copy and paste of the “protest movement” in Libya,
which was conducive to a NATO invasion and regime change. The mainstream press has
once again one principal source of information – the opposition groups. The media neglects military casualties and fails to report that armed gunmen, 17 000 according to a report from the International Institute for Strategic Studies, are among the protesters. A nonelected body, the SNC, ironically is upheld as a democratic movement and is oﬀered
”credibility” as well as extensive mainstream media coverage.

About the author:
Julie Lévesque is a journalist and researcher with the Centre for Research on Globalization
(CRG), Montreal. She was among the first independent journalists to visit Haiti in the wake
of the January 2010 earthquake. In 2011, she was on board "The Spirit of Rachel Corrie",
the only humanitarian vessel which penetrated Gaza territorial waters before being shot at
by the Israeli Navy.
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4. Media Lies: Syria’s President Bashar Al Assad Sets ABC News Senior Propagandist Barbra Walters Straight.
By Tony Cartalucci
December 11, 2011 – Before watching this full 46 minute interview by ABC News with Syrian President Bashar Assad, and the disgraceful behavior of ABC’s Barbra Walters it would
useful to note several facts completely dispelling the false premises from which Walters is
operating from.

1. The UN human rights report on Syria consisted of no evidence, simply interviews of alleged witnesses produced by Syria’s opposition and interviewed in Geneva. The report itself was compiled in part by Karen Koning AbuZayd, a director of the US Washingtonbased corporate think-tank, Middle East Policy Council, that includes Exxon men, CIA
agents, US military and government representatives, and even the president of the USQatar Business Council, which includes amongst its membership, AlJazeera, Chevron,
Exxon, munitions manufacturer Raytheon (who supplied the opening salvos during NATO’s
operations against Libya), and Boeing.

2. Violence amongst protests was confirmed and documented by even the mainstream
press as early as April 2011, where protesters were committing arson on public buildings
including administrative centers and police stations. Reports of snipers attacking protesters and troops simultaneously were also reported. These gunmen are now claimed to be
working amongst the “Free Syrian Army.” As early as June, hundreds of Syrian troops had
already been reported dead.

3. It is confirmed that Libya’s Libyan Islamic Fighting Group (LIFG, listed by the US State
Department as a foreign terrorist organization, #26) led by Abdulhakim Belhaj is on the
Turkey-Syrian border preparing militants to fight the Syrian government with the assis-
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tance of Turkey’s government. This hardly constitutes a “Syrian uprising,” but rather a foreign funded and facilitated invasion by proxy led by NATO and consisting of a very real terrorist threat.

4. Regime change in Syria was a foregone conclusion as early as 1991. General Wesley
Clark in a 2007 speech in California relayed a 1991 conversation between himself and then
Under Secretary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz. Wolfowitz indicated that America had 5-10
years to clean up old Soviet “client regimes,” namely Syria, Iran, and Iraq, before the next
super power rose up to challenge western hegemony.

5. The unrest in Syria from the beginning was entirely backed by Western corporatefinancier interests and part of a long-planned agenda for region-wide regime change. Syria
has been slated for regime change since as early as 1991. In 2002, then US Under Secretary of State John Bolton added Syria to the growing “Axis of Evil.” It would be later revealed that Bolton’s threats against Syria manifested themselves as covert funding and
support for opposition groups inside of Syria spanning both the Bush and Obama administrations.
In an April 2011 CNN article, acting State Department spokesman Mark Toner stated,
“We’re not working to undermine that [Syrian] government. What we are trying to do in
Syria, through our civil society support, is to build the kind of democratic institutions,
frankly, that we’re trying to do in countries around the globe. What’s diﬀerent, I think, in
this situation is that the Syrian government perceives this kind of assistance as a threat to
its control over the Syrian people.”

Toner’s remarks came after the Washington Post released cables indicating the US has
been funding Syrian opposition groups since at least 2005 and continued until today.
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In an April AFP report, Michael Posner, the assistant US Secretary of State for Human
Rights and Labor, stated that the “US government has budgeted $50 million in the last two
years to develop new technologies to help activists protect themselves from arrest and
prosecution by authoritarian governments.” The report went on to explain that the US “organized training sessions for 5,000 activists in diﬀerent parts of the world. A session held
in the Middle East about six weeks ago gathered activists from Tunisia, Egypt, Syria and
Lebanon who returned to their countries with the aim of training their colleagues there.”
Posner would add, “They went back and there’s a ripple eﬀect.” That ripple eﬀect of
course is the “Arab Spring,” and in Syria’s case, the impetus for the current unrest threatening to unhinge the nation and invite in foreign intervention.

With these facts in mind, viewers can fully appreciate the frothing duplicity, discourtesy,
and intellectual depravity displayed by Barbra Walters who “saw pictures,” read a fraudulent UN report written by authors with ties to US corporate-financier interests, and listened
to an Obama speech and therefore is an expert on the premeditated, US-facilitated chaos
sweeping across parts of Syria. And even as she sits in Syria’s calm capital of Damascus,
invited in by Assad who has been accused of barring foreign reporters (foreign journalist
Dr. Webster Tarpley’s interview while in Syria can be found here), she still insists the nation
is in utter chaos, irrationally closing itself oﬀ from the world, and with a population completely turned against the Syrian government.

For the record: Assad’s reference (at 33:30) to the 1992 LA Riots and the US using troops
to restore order, it should be noted that indeed the US Army and Marines were deployed,
and between military and police, they killed 10 during operations to restore order throughout the city. Barbra Walters either out of ignorance or additional duplicity, claims the US
didn’t kill anyone.
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5. Most Syrians back President Assad, but you’d never know from western media
By Jonathan Steele
A demonstration in support of Bashar al-Assad, the Syrian president, in Damascus. ‘Some
55% of Syrians want Assad to stay, motivated by fear of civil war.’ Photograph: Hussein
Malla/AP

Suppose a respectable opinion poll found that most Syrians are in favour of Bashar alAssad remaining as president, would that not be major news? Especially as the finding
would go against the dominant narrative about the Syrian crisis, and the media considers
the unexpected more newsworthy than the obvious.

Alas, not in every case. When coverage of an unfolding drama ceases to be fair and turns
into a propaganda weapon, inconvenient facts get suppressed. So it is with the results of
a recent YouGov Siraj poll on Syria commissioned by The Doha Debates, funded by the
Qatar Foundation. Qatar’s royal family has taken one of the most hawkish lines against Assad – the emir has just called for Arab troops to intervene – so it was good that The Doha
Debates published the poll on its website. The pity is that it was ignored by almost all media outlets in every western country whose government has called for Assad to go.

The key finding was that while most Arabs outside Syria feel the president should resign,
attitudes in the country are diﬀerent. Some 55% of Syrians want Assad to stay, motivated
by fear of civil war – a spectre that is not theoretical as it is for those who live outside
Syria’s borders. What is less good news for the Assad regime is that the poll also found
that half the Syrians who accept him staying in power believe he must usher in free elections in the near future. Assad claims he is about to do that, a point he has repeated in his
latest speeches. But it is vital that he publishes the election law as soon as possible, per-
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mits political parties and makes a commitment to allow independent monitors to watch
the poll.
Biased media coverage also continues to distort the Arab League’s observer mission in
Syria. When the league endorsed a no-fly zone in Libya last spring, there was high praise
in the west for its action. Its decision to mediate in Syria was less welcome to western governments, and to high-profile Syrian opposition groups, who increasingly support a military
rather than a political solution. So the league’s move was promptly called into doubt by
western leaders, and most western media echoed the line. Attacks were launched on the
credentials of the mission’s Sudanese chairman. Criticisms of the mission’s performance
by one of its 165 members were headlined. Demands were made that the mission pull out
in favour of UN intervention.

The critics presumably feared that the Arab observers would report that armed violence is
no longer confined to the regime’s forces, and the image of peaceful protests brutally suppressed by army and police is false. Homs and a few other Syrian cities are becoming like
Beirut in the 1980s or Sarajevo in the 1990s, with battles between militias raging across
sectarian and ethnic fault lines.

As for foreign military intervention, it has already started. It is not following the Libyan pattern since Russia and China are furious at the west’s deception in the security council last
year. They will not accept a new United Nations resolution that allows any use of force.
The model is an older one, going back to the era of the cold war, before “humanitarian intervention” and the “responsibility to protect” were developed and often misused. Remember Ronald Reagan’s support for the Contras, whom he armed and trained to try to topple
Nicaragua’s Sandinistas from bases in Honduras? For Honduras read Turkey, the safe haven where the so-called Free Syrian Army has set up.
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Here too western media silence is dramatic. No reporters have followed up on a significant
recent article by Philip Giraldi, a former CIA oﬃcer who now writes for the American Conservative – a magazine that criticises the American military-industrial complex from a nonneocon position on the lines of Ron Paul, who came second in last week’s New Hampshire
Republican primary. Giraldi states that Turkey, a Nato member, has become Washington’s
proxy and that unmarked Nato warplanes have been arriving at Iskenderum, near the Syrian border, delivering Libyan volunteers and weapons seized from the late Muammar Gaddafi’s arsenal. “French and British special forces trainers are on the ground,” he writes, “assisting the Syrian rebels, while the CIA and US Spec Ops are providing communications
equipment and intelligence to assist the rebel cause, enabling the fighters to avoid concentrations of Syrian soldiers …”

As the danger of full-scale war increases, Arab League foreign ministers are preparing to
meet in Cairo this weekend to discuss the future of their Syrian mission. No doubt there
will be western media reports highlighting remarks by those ministers who feel the mission
has “lost credibility”, “been duped by the regime” or “failed to stop the violence”. Counterarguments will be played down or suppressed.

In spite of the provocations from all sides the league should stand its ground. Its mission
in Syria has seen peaceful demonstrations both for and against the regime. It has witnessed, and in some cases suﬀered from, violence by opposing forces. But it has not yet
had enough time or a large enough team to talk to a comprehensive range of Syrian actors
and then come up with a clear set of recommendations. Above all, it has not even started
to fulfil that part of its mandate requiring it to help produce a dialogue between the regime
and its critics. The mission needs to stay in Syria and not be bullied out.
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6. Media Manipulation and the Drums of War: How Media is used to Whip the Nation
into Wartime Frenzy.
By James Corbet
As the US and Iranian governments escalate tensions in the already volatile Straits of Hormuz, and China and Russia begin openly questioning Washington’s interference in their internal politics, the world remains on a knife-edge of military tension. Far from being a dispassionate observer of these developments, however, the media has in fact been central
to increasing those tensions and preparing the public to expect a military confrontation.
But as the online media rises to displace the traditional forms by which the public forms its
understanding of the world, many are now beginning to see first hand how the media lies
the public into war.

VIDEO: Faking It: How the Media Manipulates the World into War
http://youtu.be/y4P2O8UjQeU
- by James Corbett – 2012-01-02
The centuries-long history of how media has been used to whip the nation into wartime
frenzy, dehumanize the supposed enemies, and even to manipulate the public into believing in causes for war that, decades later, were admitted to be completely fictitious.
As the drums of war begin to beat once again in Iran, Syria, the South China Sea, and
other potential hotspots and flashpoints around the globe, concerned citizens are asking
how a world so sick of bloodshed and a population so tired of conflict could be led to this
spot once again.

To understand this seeming paradox, we must first understand the centuries-long history
of how media has been used to whip the nation into wartime frenzy, dehumanize the sup-
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posed enemies, and even to manipulate the public into believing in causes for war that,
decades later, were admitted to be completely fictitious.
The term “yellow journalism” was coined to describe the type of sensationalistic, scandaldriven, and often erroneous style of reporting popularized by newspapers like William Randolph Hearst’s New York Journal. In one of the most egregious examples of this phenomenon, Hearst’s papers widely trumpeted the sinking of the Maine as the work of the Spanish. Whipped into an anti-Spanish frenzy by a daily torrent of stories depicting Spanish
forces’ alleged torture and rape of Cubans, and pushed over the edge by the Maine incident, the public welcomed the beginning of the US-Spanish war. Although it is now widely
believed that the explosion on the Maine was due to a fire in one of its coal bunkers, the
initial lurid reports of Spanish involvement stuck and the nation was led into war.

In many ways, the phrase infamously attributed to Hearst in reply to his illustrator “You furnish the pictures and I’ll furnish the war,” apocryphal as the story may be, nevertheless perfectly encodes the method by which the public would be led to war time and again
through the decades.
The US was drawn into World War I by the sinking of the Lusitania, a British ocean liner
carrying American passengers that was torpedoed by German U-boats oﬀ the coast of Ireland, killing over 1,000 of its passengers. What the public was not informed about at the
time, of course, was that just one week before the incident, then-First Lord of the Admiralty Winston Churchill had written to the President of the Board of Trade that it was “most
important to attract neutral shipping to our shores, in the hopes especially of embroiling
the United States with Germany.” Nor did reports of the attack announce that the ship was
carrying rifle ammunition and other military supplies. Instead, reports once again emphasized that the attack was an out-of-the-blue strike by a maniacal enemy, and the public
was led into the war.
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The US involvement in World War II was likewise the result of deliberate disinformation. Although the Honolulu Advertiser had even predicted the attack on Pearl Harbor days in advance, the Japanese Naval codes had already been deciphered by that time, and that
even Henry Stimson, the US Secretary of War, had noted in his diary the week before that
he had discussed in a meeting with Roosevelt “how we should maneuver them [the Japanese] into the position of firing the first shot without allowing too much danger to ourselves,” the public were still led to believe that the Pearl Harbor attack had been completely unforeseen. Just last month, a newly-declassified memo emerged showing that
FDR had been warned of an impending Japanese attack on Hawaii just three days before
the events at Pearl Harbor, yet the history books still portray Pearl Harbor as an example
of a surprise attack.

In August 1964, the public was told that the North Vietnamese had attacked a US Destroyer in the Gulf of Tonkin on two separate occasions. The attacks were portrayed as a
clear example of “communist aggression” and a resolution was soon passed in Congress
authorizing President Johnson to begin deploying US forces in Vietnam. In 2005, an internal NSA study was released concluding that the second attack in fact never took place. In
eﬀect, 60000 American servicemen and as many as three million Vietnamese, let alone as
many as 500,000 Cambodians and Laotians, lost their lives because of an incident that did
not occur anywhere but in the imagination of the Johnson administration and the pages of
the American media.
In 1991, the world was introduced to the emotional story of Nayirah, a Kuwaiti girl who testified about the atrocities committed by Iraqi forces in Kuwait.

What the world was never told was that the incident had in fact been the work of a public
relations firm, Hill and Knowltown, and the girl had actually been the daughter of the Kuwaiti ambassador. Once again, the public was whipped into a frenzy of hatred for the
Hussein regime, not for the documented atrocities that it had actually committed on segments of its own population with weapons supplied to them by the United States itself,
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but on the basis of an imaginary story told to the public via their televisions, orchestrated
by a pr firm.

In the lead-up to the war on Iraq, the American media infamously took the lead in framing
the debate about the Iraqi government’s weapons of mass destruction NOT as a question
of whether or not they even existed, but as a question of where they had been hidden and
what should be done to disarm them. The New York Times led the way with Judith Miller‘s
now infamous reporting on the Iraqi WMD story, now known to have been based on false
information from untrustworthy sources, but the rest of the media fell into line with the
NBC Nightly News asking “what precise threat Iraq and its weapons of mass destruction
pose to America”, and Time debating whether Hussein was “making a good-faith eﬀort to
disarm Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction.” Reports about chemical weapons stashes
were reported on before they were confirmed, although headlines boldly asserted their existence as indisputable fact. We now know that in fact the stockpiles did not exist, and the
administration premeditatedly lied the country into yet another war, but the most intense
opposition the Bush administration ever received over this documented war crime was
some polite correction on the Sunday political talk show circuit.

Remarkably, the public at large has seemingly learned nothing from all of these documented historical manipulations. If anything, the media has become even bolder in its attempts to manipulate the public’s perceptions, perhaps emboldened by the fact that so
few in the audience seem willing to question the picture that is being painted for them on
the evening news.
Later that year, CNN aired footage of a bombed out Tskhinvali in South Ossetia, falsely labeling it as footage of Gori, which they said had been attacked by the Russians.

In 2009, the BBC showed a cropped image of a rally in Iran which they claimed was a
crowd of protesters who assembled to show their opposition to the Iranian government.
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An uncropped version of the same photograph displayed on the LA Times’ website, however, revealed that the photo in fact came from a rally in support of Ahmedinejad.
In August of 2011, the BBC ran footage of what they claimed was a celebration in Tripoli’s
Green Square. When sharp-eyed viewers noticed that the flags in the footage were in fact
Indian flags, the BBC was forced to admit that they had “accidentally” broadcast footage
from India instead of Tripoli.

Also that month, CNN reported on a story from the Syrian Observatory for Human Rights
claiming that eight infants in incubators had died in a hospital in Hama when Syrian
authorities cut oﬀ power in the area. Some news sites even carried pictures of the infants.
The images were later admitted to have been taken in Egypt and no evidence has ever
emerged to back up the accusations.
As breathtaking as all of these lies, manipulations and so-called “mistakes” are, they in
and of themselves don’t represent the only functions of the media for the war machine.
Now, the US government is taking the lead in becoming more and more directly involved
with the shaping of the media message on war propaganda, and the general public is becoming even more ensnared in a false picture of the world through the Pentagon’s own
lens.

In 2005, the Bush White House admitted to producing videos that were designed to look
like news reports from legitimate independent journalists, and then feeding those reports
to media outlets as prepackaged material ready to air on the evening news. When the Government Accountability Oﬃce ruled that these fake news reports in fact constituted illegal
covert propaganda, the White House simply issued a memo declaring the practice to be
legal.
In April 2008, the New York Times revealed a secret US Department of Defense program
that was launched in 2002 and involved using retired military oﬃcers to implant Pentagon
talking points in the media. The oﬃcers were presented as “independent analysts” on talk
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shows and news programs, although they had been specially briefed beforehand by the
Pentagon. In December of 2011, the DoD’s own Inspector General released a report concluding that the program was in perfect compliance with government policies and regulations.
Earlier this year, it was revealed the the US government had contracted with HBGary Federal to develop software that create fake social media accounts in order to steer public
opinion and promote propaganda on popular websites. The federal contract for the software sourced back to the MacDill Air Force Base in Florida.

As the vehicle through which information from the outside world is captured, sorted, edited and transmitted into our homes, the mass media has the huge responsibility of shaping and informing our understanding of events to which we don’t have first-hand access.
This is an awesome responsibility in even the most ideal conditions, with diligent reporters
guided by trustworthy editors doing their level best to report the most important news in
the most straightforward way.
But in a media landscape where a handful of companies own virtually all of the print, radio
and television media in each nation, the only recourse the public has is to turn away from
the mainstream media altogether. And that is precisely what is happening.
As study after study and report after report has shown, the death of the old media has accelerated in recent years, with more and more people abandoning newspapers and now
even television as their main source of news. Instead, the public is increasingly turning toward online sources for their news and information, something that is necessarily worrying
for the war machine itself, a system that can only truly flourish when the propaganda arm
is held under monopolistic control.

But as citizens turn away from the New York Times and toward independent websites,
many run and maintained by citizen journalists and amateur editors, the system that has
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consolidated its control over the minds of the public for generations seems to finally be
showing signs that it may not be invincible.
Surely this is not to say that online media is impervious to the defects that have made the
traditional media so unreliable. Quite the contrary. But the diﬀerence is that online, there is
still for the time being relative freedom of choice at the individual level. While internet freedom exists, individual readers and viewers don’t have to take the word of any website or
pundit or commentator on any issue. They can check the source documentation themselves, except, perhaps not coincidentally, on the websites of the traditional media bastions, which tend not to link source material and documentation in their articles.

Hence the SOPA Act, Protect IP, the US government’s attempts to seize websites at the
domain name level, and all of the other concerted attacks we have seen on internet freedoms in recent years.

Because ultimately, an informed and engaged public is far less likely to go along with wars
waged for power and profit. And as the public becomes better informed about the very issues that the media has tried to lie to them about for so long, they realize that the answer
to all of the mainstream media’s war cheerleading and blatant manipulation is perhaps simpler than we ever suspected: All we have to do is turn them oﬀ.
VIDEO: Faking It: How the Media Manipulates the World into War

http://youtu.be/y4P2O8UjQeU
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6 PART V
Syria and the Broader War
1. The Destabilization of Syria and the Broader Middle East War; by Michel Chossudovsky – 2011-06-17
2. Syria: The West’s Strategic Gateway For Global Military Supremacy; by Rick Rozoﬀ – 2011-11-15
3. The March to War: Iran and the Strategic Encirclement of Syria and Lebanon; by
Mahdi Darius Nazemroaya – 2011-12-24
4. Obama’s Secret Letter to Tehran: Is the War against Iran On Hold? “The Road to
Tehran Goes through Damascus”; by Mahdi Darius Nazemroaya – 2012-01-20
5. VIDEO: A NATO Intervention in Syria would Engulf the Entire Middle East Central
Asian Region; by Prof. Michel Chossudovsky – 2011-09-04
6. Beating the Drums of a Broader Middle East War ; by Mahdi Darius Nazemroaya
– 2008-05-07
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1. The Destabilization of Syria and the Broader Middle East War
By Prof Michel Chossudovsky
What is unfolding in Syria is an armed insurrection supported covertly by foreign powers
including the US, Turkey and Israel.
Armed insurgents belonging to Islamist organizations have crossed the border from Turkey, Lebanon and Jordan. The US State Department has confirmed that it is supporting
the insurgency.

The United States is to expand contacts with Syrians who are counting on a regime
change in the country.
This was stated by U.S. State Department oﬃcial Victoria Nuland. “We started to expand
contacts with the Syrians, those who are calling for change, both inside and outside the
country,” she said.
Nuland also repeated that Barack Obama had previously called on Syrian President
Bashar Assad to initiate reforms or to step down from power.” (Voice of Russia, June 17,
2011)

The destabilization of Syria and Lebanon as sovereign countries has been on the drawing
board of the US-NATO-Israel military alliance for at least ten years.
Action against Syria is part of a “military roadmap”, a sequencing of military operations. According to former NATO Commander General Wesley Clark–the Pentagon had clearly identified Iraq, Libya, Syria and Lebanon as target countries of a US-NATO intervention:
“[The] Five-year campaign plan [included]… a total of seven countries, beginning with Iraq,
then Syria, Lebanon, Libya, Iran, Somalia and Sudan” (Pentagon oﬃcial quoted by General
Wesley Clark)
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In “Winning Modern Wars” (page 130) General Wesley Clark states the following:
“As I went back through the Pentagon in November 2001, one of the senior military staﬀ
oﬃcers had time for a chat. Yes, we were still on track for going against Iraq, he said. But
there was more. This was being discussed as part of a five-year campaign plan, he said,
and there were a total of seven countries, beginning with Iraq, then Syria, Lebanon, Libya,
Iran, Somalia and Sudan.

…He said it with reproach–with disbelief, almost–at the breadth of the vision. I moved the
conversation away, for this was not something I wanted to hear. And it was not something
I wanted to see moving forward, either. …I left the Pentagon that afternoon deeply concerned.”
The objective is to destabilize the Syrian State and implement “regime change” through
the covert support of an armed insurgency, integrated by Islamist militia. The reports on civilian deaths are used to provide a pretext and a justification for humanitarian intervention
under the principle “Responsiblity to Protect”.

Media Disinformation
Tacitly acknowledged , the significance of an armed insurrection is casually dismissed by
the Western media. If it were to be recognized and analysed, our understanding of unfolding events would be entirely diﬀerent.
What is mentioned profusely is that the armed forces and the police are involved in the indiscriminate killing of civilian protesters. Press reports confirm, however, from the outset of
the protest movement an exchange of gunfire between armed insurgents and the police,
with casualties reported on both sides.
The insurrection started in mid March in the border city of Daraa, which is 10 km from the
Jordanian border.
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The Daraa “protest movement” on March 18 had all the appearances of a staged event involving, in all likelihood, covert support to Islamic terrorists by Mossad and/or Western intelligence. Government sources point to the role of radical Salafist groups (supported by
Israel)

Other reports have pointed to the role of Saudi Arabia in financing the protest movement.
What has unfolded in Daraa in the weeks following the initial violent clashes on 17-18
March, is the confrontation between the police and the armed forces on the one hand and
armed units of terrorists and snipers on the other which have infiltrated the protest movement.

What is clear from these initial reports is that many of the demonstrators were not demonstrators but terrorists involved in premeditated acts of killing and arson. The title of the Israeli news report summarizes what happened: Syria: Seven Police Killed, Buildings
Torched in Protests.
(See Michel Chossudovsky, SYRIA: Who is Behind The Protest Movement? Fabricating a
Pretext for a US-NATO “Humanitarian Intervention”,
http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&aid=24591 Global Research, May 3,
2011

The Role of Turkey
The center of the insurrection has now shifted to the small border town of Jisr alShughour, 10 km from the Turkish border.
Jisr al-Shughour has a population of 44,000 inhabitants. Armed insurgents have crossed
the border from Turkey.
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Members of the Muslim Brotherhood are reported to have taken up arms in northwest
Syria.
There are indications that Turkish military and intelligence are supporting these incursions.
There was no mass civilian protest movement in Jisr al-Shughour. The local population
was caught in the crossfire. The fighting between armed rebels and government forces
has contributed to triggering a refugee crisis, which is the center of media attention.

Muslim Brotherhood Rebels at Jisr al Shughour Photos AFP June 16, 2011
In contrast, in the nation’s capital Damascus, where the mainstay of social movements is
located, there have been mass rallies in support rather than in opposition to the government.
President Bashir al Assad is casually compared to presidents Ben Ali of Tunisia and Hosni
Mubarak of Egypt. What the mainstream media has failed to mention is that despite the
authoritarian nature of the regime, president Al Assad is a popular figure who has widespread support of the Syrian population.

The large rally in Damascus on March 29, “with tens of thousands of supporters” (Reuters)
of President Al Assad was barely mentioned. Yet in an unusual twist, the images and video
footage of several pro-government events were used by the Western media to convince international public opinion that the President was being confronted by mass antigovernment rallies.
Syrians display a giant national flag with a picture of Syria’s President Bashar al-Assad during a
pro-government rally at the central bank square in Damascus March 29, 2011. (Reuters
Photo)
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On June 15, thousands of people rallied over several kilometers on Damascus’ main highway in a march holding up a 2.3 km Syrian flag. The rally was acknowledged by the media
and casually dismissed as irrelevant.
AP. Thousands of supporters of Syrian President Bashar Assad carry a 2,300-metre-long
Syrian flag in a demonstration in Damascus on Wednesday.

While the Syrian regime is by no means democratic, the objective of the US-NATO Israel
military alliance is not to promote democracy. Quite the opposite. Washington’s intent is to
eventually install a puppet regime.
The objective through media disinformation is to demonize president Al Assad and more
broadly to destabilize Syria as a secular state. The latter objective is implemented through
covert support of various Islamist organizations:
Syria is run by an authoritarian oligarchy which has used brute force in dealing with its citizens. The riots in Syria, however, are complex. They cannot be viewed as a straightforward quest for liberty and democracy. There has been an attempt by the U.S. and the E.U.
to use the riots in Syria to pressure and intimidate the Syrian leadership. Saudi Arabia, Israel, Jordan, and the March 14 Alliance have all played a role in supporting an armed insurrection.

The violence in Syria has been supported from the outside with a view of taking advantage
of the internal tensions… Aside from the violent reaction of the Syrian Army, media lies
have been used and bogus footage has been aired. Money and weapons have also been
funnelled to elements of the Syrian opposition by the U.S., the E.U….Funding has also
been provided to ominous and unpopular foreign-based Syrian opposition figures, while
weapons caches were smuggled from Jordan and Lebanon into Syria. (Mahdi Darius
Nazemroaya, America’s Next War Theater: Syria and Lebanon?
http://globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&aid=25000, Global Research, June 10,
2011)
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The joint Israel-Turkey military and intelligence agreement
The geopolitics of this process of destabilization are far-reaching. Turkey is involved in supporting the rebels.
The Turkish government has sanctioned Syrian opposition groups in exile which support
an armed insurgency. Turkey is also pressuring Damascus to conform to Washington’s demands for regime change.

Turkey is a member of NATO with a powerful military force. Moreover, Israel and Turkey
have a longstanding joint military-intelligence agreement, which is explicitly directed
against Syria.
…A 1993 Memorandum of Understanding led to the creation of (Israeli-Turkish) “joint committees” to handle so-called regional threats. Under the terms of the Memorandum, Turkey
and Israel agreed “to cooperate in gathering intelligence on Syria, Iran, and Iraq and to
meet regularly to share assessments pertaining to terrorism and these countries’ military
capabilities.”

Turkey agreed to allow IDF and Israeli security forces to gather electronic intelligence on
Syria and Iran from Turkey. In exchange, Israel assisted in the equipping and training of
Turkish forces in anti-terror warfare along the Syrian, Iraqi, and Iranian borders.”
Already during the Clinton Administration, a triangular military alliance between the US, Israel and Turkey had unfolded. This “triple alliance”, which is dominated by the US Joint
Chiefs of Staﬀ, integrates and coordinates military command decisions between the three
countries pertaining to the broader Middle East. It is based on the close military ties respectively of Israel and Turkey with the US, coupled with a strong bilateral military relationship between Tel Aviv and Ankara. ….
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The triple alliance is also coupled with a 2005 NATO-Israeli military cooperation agreement
which includes “many areas of common interest, such as the fight against terrorism and
joint military exercises. These military cooperation ties with NATO are viewed by the Israeli
military as a means to “enhance Israel’s deterrence capability regarding potential enemies
threatening it, mainly Iran and Syria.” (See Michel Chossudovsky,“Triple Alliance”: The US,
Turkey, Israel and the War on Lebanon, August 6, 2006)
Covert support to armed insurgents out of Turkey or Jordan would no doubt be coordinated under the joint Israel-Turkey military and intelligence agreement.

Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdogan with (former) Prime Minister Ariel Sharon (2004)
Dangerous Crossroads: The Broader Middle East War
Israel and NATO signed a far-reaching military cooperation agreement in 2005. Under this
agreement, Israel is considered a de facto member of NATO.

If a military operation were to be launched against Syria, Israel would in all likelihood be involved in military undertakings alongside NATO forces (under the NATO-Israel bilateral
agreement). Turkey would also play an active military role.
A military intervention in Syria on fake humanitarian grounds would lead to an escalation of
the US-NATO led war over a large area extending from North Africa and the Middle East to
Central Asia, from the Eastern Mediterranean to China’s Western frontier with Afghanistan
and Pakistan.

It would also contribute to a process of political destabilization in Lebanon, Jordan and Palestine. It would also set the stage for a conflict with Iran.
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2. Syria: The West’s Strategic Gateway For Global Military Supremacy
By Rick Rozoﬀ - Archive
The League of Arab States (Arab League) suspended the membership of Syria in the organization on November 12 as it had with Libya on February 22 of this year. In the case of
Libya, whose membership was reinstated after NATO bombed proxy forces into power in
late August, reports at the time indicated that member states Algeria and Syria had been
opposed to the action but folded under pressure for a consensus from the eight Arab
states governed by royal families – Bahrain, Jordan, Kuwait, Morocco, Oman, Qatar, Saudi
Arabia and the United Arab Emirates, which to all intents and purposes now are the Arab
League, with the other formal members either victims of recent regime change of one sort
or another or likely targets for such a fate.

With the replication of the February move this past weekend, Algeria, Lebanon and Yemen
voted against the suspension of Syria and Iraq abstained through some combination of
principled opposition and self-interest, as the four may well be the next nations to be suspended by the monarchies of the Gulf Cooperation Council (Bahrain, Kuwait, Oman, Qatar,
Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates) and Jordan and Morocco (the latter two having recently applied for membership though not in the Persian Gulf, Morocco bordering the
Atlantic Ocean) should the U.S.-NATO-Arab monarchs entente demand it.

Washington is pressuring Yemen’s President Ali Abdullah Saleh to resign as he being
shown the door courtesy of a plan devised by the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC), as well
as demanding the same of Syrian President Bashar Assad. The GCC deployed troops to
Bahrain in March, in that instance to prop up the government, that of the Al Khalifa dynasty.
Qatar and the United Arab Emirates supplied NATO with warplanes and the Transitional National Council with weapons and special forces personnel for the almost 230-day blockade
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and bombardment of Libya, and Jordan and Morocco joined the two Gulf states at the
Paris summit on March 19 that launched the war against Libya.
The four Arab nations are both close bilateral military allies of the Pentagon and members
of NATO partnership programs, the Mediterranean Dialogue in the case of Jordan and Morocco, the Istanbul Cooperation Initiative with Qatar and the United Arab Emirates (UAE).
Jordan and the UAE are to date the only oﬃcial Arabic Troop Contributing Nations for
NATO’s International Security Assistance Force in Afghanistan.

On October 31, eleven days after the murder of former Libyan head of state Muammar
Gaddafi, NATO’s Secretary General Anders Fogh Rasmussen flew into Tripoli and oﬀered
the services of the world’s only military bloc in reconstituting the battered nation’s military
and internal security forces as NATO is doing in Iraq and Afghanistan with the NATO Training Mission-Iraq and the NATO Training Mission – Afghanistan. Rebuilding, transforming
and modernizing the armed forces of Libya, as with those of the other two countries, to
achieve NATO standards and interoperability.

A week later Ivo Daalder, long-time proponent and architect of Global NATO [1], now empowered to put his plans into eﬀect as the Obama administration’s ambassador to the military alliance, oﬀered the inevitable complement to Rasmussen’s oﬀer in reiterating that
“NATO is prepared, if requested by the new Libyan authorities, to consider ways in which it
could help the Libyan authorities, particularly in the area of defense and security reform.”

According to the same Agence France-Presse account, “Daalder also said Libya could bolster its ties with the transatlantic alliance by joining NATO’s Mediterranean Dialogue, a partnership comprising Morocco, Egypt, Tunisia, Algeria, Mauritania, Jordan and Israel.” (The
new regimes in Egypt and Tunisia are fully honoring previous military commitments to the
U.S. and NATO.)

135

The exact scenario that a Stop NATO article warned about on March 25, six days after
U.S. Africa Command launched Operation Odyssey Dawn and the beginning of the over
seven-month-long war against Libya:
“If the current Libyan model is duplicated in Syria as increasingly seems to be the case,
and with Lebanon already blockaded by warships from NATO nations since 2006 in what
is the prototype for what NATO will soon replicate oﬀ the coast of Libya, the Mediterranean Sea will be entirely under the control of NATO and its leading member, the U.S.

“Cyprus in the only European Union member and indeed the only European nation (except
for microstates) that is – for the time being – not a NATO member or partner, and Libya is
the only African nation bordering the Mediterranean not a member of NATO’s Mediterranean Dialogue partnership program.” [2]
If indeed Syria becomes the next Libya and a new Yemeni regime is installed under the
control of the Gulf Cooperation Council, then the only nations remaining in the vast stretch
of territory known as the Broader or Greater Middle East, from Mauritania on the Atlantic
coast to Kazakhstan on the Chinese and Russian borders, not tied to NATO through multinational and bilateral partnerships will be Lebanon (see above), Eritrea, Iran and Sudan.

Djibouti hosts thousands of troops from the U.S. and other NATO member states. NATO
has airlifted several thousand Ugandan and Burundian troops for the proxy war in the capital of Somalia as well as establishing a beachhead in the semi-autonomous/autonomous
Puntland region of the country for its Operation Ocean Shield naval deployment in the Gulf
of Aden. The six GCC states are included in NATO’s Istanbul Cooperation Initiative and the
former Soviet republics of Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan are members of the Partnership for Peace, the program employed to graduate twelve Eastern European countries to full NATO membership
from 1999-2009. Armenia, Azerbaijan and Armenia also have NATO Individual Partnership
Action Plans and Georgia a special Annual Program as well as an Alliance liaison in its
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capital (NATO Contact Point Embassy.) In 2006 Kazakhstan became the first nonEuropean nation to be granted an Individual Partnership Action Plan. [3]
NATO also has a liaison oﬃce in Ethiopia which assists in the development of the eastern
component of the African Standby Force, modeled after the global NATO Response Force.

With the partnerships in the Mediterranean, North Africa and the Persian Gulf connecting
with those in Central and South Asia (NATO has troops stationed on bases in Afghanistan,
Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan) and beyond that with India and the ten-nation Association of Southeast Asian Nations [4], linking up with the military bloc’s Contact Country
partners Australia, Japan, New Zealand, and South Korea, the U.S. and its major Western
allies are tightening a NATO band, an armed phalanx, along the entire Northern Hemisphere. An American-led military axis from, in language Western leaders have used
throughout the post-Cold War era, Vancouver to Vladivostok (proceeding eastward).
Three years ago Malta rejoined the Partnership for Peace, thereby adding to bases in Sardinia, Sicily, and Crete NATO, and bases in Cyprus Britain, can use as fighter jet, supply,
refueling, arms storage and docking jumping-oﬀ points for military aggression in Africa
and the Middle East.

Lebanon, Syria, Cyprus and Libya are the only Mediterranean countries that are not currently NATO members or partners and the U.S. and its fellow NATO members have designs on all four. Libya’s joining the Mediterranean Dialogue will complete Alliance partnerships across North Africa from Egypt to Morocco and will entail its Western-rebuilt navy being recruited into NATO’s Operation Active Endeavor maritime surveillance and interdiction
activities across the length and breadth of the Mediterranean Sea, an operation now in its
eleventh year.
The government of Syria is not only Iran’s main but it’s only reliable ally among state actors in the Arab world. The Syrian port city of Tartus hosts Russia’s only naval base in the

137

Mediterranean. Regime change in Damascus, however it’s eﬀected, will oust the Russian
and Iranian navies from the sea by eliminating the only friendly docking facilities.
The consequences of the installation of a pro-Western government in Syria would also affect neighboring Lebanon, where Israel and its Western patrons would have a free hand to
attack Hezbollah and Communist Party militias in the south of the nation and along with efforts by the U.S. to buy oﬀ the state’s military over the past five years eliminate all opposition to Western control of the country, military and political.

Palestine would not fare any better. In August Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas told
visiting American congressmen that “the security of the future Palestinian state will be
handed to NATO under US command,” according to an aide cited by the Ma’an News
Agency. [5]
He may well see NATO and U.S. troops stationed on his nation’s soil, but not on the terms
he intends.
Nothing occurs in isolation and surely not in the age of Western powers employing expressions like the world’s sole military superpower and Global NATO and forging ahead with
projects for their realization. Syria is no exception.

3. The March to War: Iran and the Strategic Encirclement of Syria and Lebanon
By Mahdi Darius Nazemroaya
The encirclement of Syria and Lebanon has long been in the works. Since 2001, Washington and NATO have started the process of cordoning oﬀ Lebanon and Syria. The permanent NATO presence in the Eastern Mediterranean and the Syrian Accountability Act are
part of this initiative. It appears that this roadmap is based on a 1996 Israeli document
aimed at controlling Syria. The document’s name is A Clean Break: A New Strategy for Securing the Realm.

138

The 1996 Israeli document, which included prominent U.S. policy figures as authors, calls
for “rolling back Syria” in 2000 or afterward. The roadmap outlines pushing the Syrians out
of Lebanon, diverting the attention of Damascus by using an anti-Syrian opposition in
Lebanon, and then destabilizing Syria with the help of both Jordan and Turkey. This has all
respectively occurred from 2005 to 2011. This is also why the anti-Syrian March 14 Alliance and the Special Tribunal for Lebanon (STL) were created in Lebanon.

As a first step towards all this the 1996 document even calls for the removal of President
Saddam Hussein from power in Baghdad and even alludes to the balkanization of Iraq and
forging a strategic regional alliance against Damascus that includes a Sunni Muslim Arab
“Central Iraq.” The sectarian nature of this project is very obvious as are its ties to opposing a so-called “Shiite Crescent.” The roadmap seeks to foment sectarian divisions as a
means of conquering Syria and creating a Shiite-Sunni rift that will oppose Iran and keep
the Arab monarchs in power.

The U.S. has now initiated a naval build-up oﬀ the Syrian and Lebanese coasts. This is
part of Washington’s standard scare tactics that it has used as a form of intimidation and
psychological warfare against Iran, Syria, and the Resistance Bloc. While Washington is engaged in its naval build-up, the mainstream media networks controlled by the Saudis and
Arab clients of the U.S. are focusing on the deployment of Russian naval vessels to Syria,
which can be seen as a counter-move to NATO.

Al-Ramtha in Jordan is being used to launch attacks into Daraa and Syrian territory. The
Jordanian Minister of State for Media Aﬀairs and Communications, Rakan Al-Majali, has
even publicly admitted this and dismissed it as weapons smuggling. For years, Jordanian
forces have successfully prevented weapons from reaching the Palestinians in the Israelioccupied West Bank from Jordanian territory. In reality, Amman is sending weapons into
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Syria and working to destabilize Syria. Jordanian forces work as a frontline to protect Israel and the Jordanian intelligence services are an extension of the C.I.A. and Mossad.

According to the Turkish media, France has sent its military trainers into Turkey and Lebanon to prepare conscripts against Syria. The Lebanese media also suggests the same.
The so-called Free Syrian Army and other NATO-GCC front organizations are also using
Turkish and Jordanian territory to stage raids into Syria. Lebanon is also being used to
smuggle weapon shipments into Syria. Many of these weapons were actually arms that
the Pentagon had secretly re-directed into Lebanon from Anglo-American occupied Iraq
during the George W. Bush Jr. presidency.

The French Foreign Minister, Alain Juppé, has promised the Syrian National Council, that a
so-called “humanitarian corridor” will be imposed on Syria. Once again, the Syrian National Council is not an independent entity and therefore Juppé did not really make a promise; he really made a declaration.
While foreign companies like Suncor Energy were forced to leave Libya, they have not left
Syria. The reason that these companies have stayed has been presented as being humanitarian, because they provide domestic local services in Syria. For example, Suncor Energy
helped produce oil for export from Libya, but in Syria produces energy for local consumption. In reality, hostile governments are letting these companies stay, because they siphon
money out of Syria. They want to prevent any money from going in, while they want to also
drain the local economy as a catalyst to internal implosion in Syria.

Along with the U.S. and its NATO allies, the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) is imposing
sanctions that include an end to all flights to Syria. The GCC states and Turkey have joined
the foreign ministries of NATO states in asking their citizens to leave Syria. Since the U.N.
Security Council is no longer a viable route against Syria, the GCC may also try to impose
a no-fly zone over Syria through the Arab League
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Turkey: NATO’s Trojan Horse and Gateway into the Middle East
Turkey was present at the Arab League meeting in Morocco, which demanded regime
change in Damascus. Ankara has been playing a dirty game. Initially, during the start of
NATO’s war against Libya, Ankara pretended to be neutral while it was helping the Transitional Council in Benghazi. The Turkish government does not care about the Syrian population. On the contrary, the demands that Turkish oﬃcials have made to the Syrians spell out
that realpolitik is at play. In tune with the GCC, Turkey has demanded that Damascus reorient its foreign policy and submit to Washington’s demands as a new satellite. Through a
NATO initiative, the Turks have also been responsible for recruiting fighters against the Libyan and Syrian governments.

For several years Ankara has been silently trying to de-link Syria from Iran and to displace
Iranian influence in the Middle East. Turkey has been working to promote itself and its image amongst the Arabs, but all along it has been a key component of the plans of Washington and NATO. At the same time, it has been upgrading its military capabilities in the Black
Sea and on its borders with Iran and Syria. Its military research and development body,
TUBITAK-SAGE, has also announced that Ankara will also start mass-production of
cruise-missiles in 2012 that will be fitted for its navy and forthcoming deliveries of U.S. military jets that could be used in future regional wars. Turkey and NATO have also agreed to
upgrade Turkish bases for NATO troops.

In September 2011, Ankara joined Washington’s missile shield project, which upset both
Moscow and Tehran. The Kremlin has reserved the right to attack NATO’s missile shield facilities in Eastern Europe, while Tehran has reserved the right to attack NATO’s missile
shield facilities in Turkey or in the case of a regional war. There have also been discussions
about the Kremlin deploying Iskander missiles to Syria.
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Since June 2011, Ankara has been talking about invading Syria. It has presented the invasion plans as a humanitarian mission to establish a “buﬀer zone” and “humanitarian corridor” under R2P, while it has also claimed that the protests in Syria are a regional issue and
not a domestic issue. In July 2011, despite the close Irano-Turkish economic ties, the Iranian Revolutionary Guard made it clear that Tehran would support the Syrians and choose
Damascus over Ankara. In August 2011, Ankara started deploying retired soldiers and its
military reserve units to the Turkish-Syrian border. It is in this context, that the Russian military presence has also been beefing up in the port of Tartus.

From Damascus to Tehran
It is also no mere coincidence that Senator Joseph Lieberman started demanding at the
start of 2011 that the Pentagon and NATO attack Syria and Iran. Nor is it a coincidence
that Tehran has been included in the recent Obama Administration sanctions imposed
against Damascus. Damascus is being targeted as a means of targeting Iran and, in
broader terms, weakening Tehran, Moscow, and Beijing in the struggle for control over the
Eurasian landmass. The U.S. and its remaining allies are about to reduce their forces in
Iraq, but they do not want to leave the region or allow Iran to create a bridge between itself
and the Eastern Mediterranean using Iraq.

Once the U.S. leaves Iraq, there will be a direct corridor between Lebanon and Syria with
Iran. This will be a nightmare for Washington and Tel Aviv. It will entrench Iranian regional
dominance and cement the Resistance Bloc, which will pin Iran, Syria, Iraq, Lebanon, and
the Palestinians together. Israel and the U.S. will both be struck with major strategic
blows.

The pressure on Syria is directly tied to this American withdrawal from Iraq and Washington’s eﬀorts to block Tehran from making any further geo-political gains. By removing
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Dmascus from the equation, Washington and its allies are hoping to create a geo-strategic
setback for Iran.
Everything that Washington is doing is in preparation for the new geo-political reality and
an attempt to preserve its regional standing. U.S. military forces from Iraq will actually be
redeployed to the GCC countries in the Persian Gulf. Kuwait will host new combat units
that have been designated to re-enter Iraq should security collapse, such as in the case of
a regional war, or to confront Iran and its allies in a future conflict. The U.S. is now activating the so-called “Coalition of the Moderate” that it created under George W. Bush Jr. and
directing it against Iran, Syria, and their regional allies.

On November 23, 2011 the Turks signed a military agreement with Britain to establish a
strategic partnership and closer Anglo-Turkish military ties. During an important state visit
by Abdullah Gül to London, the agreement was signed by Defence Secretary Phillip Hammond and the Deputy Chief of the Turkish General Staﬀ, Hulusi Akar. The Anglo-Turkish
agreement comes into play within the framework of the meetings that the British Chief of
Defence Staﬀ, General David Richards, and Liam Fox, the former scandal-ridden British defence minister, had with Israeli oﬃcials in Tel Aviv. After the visit of General Richards to Israel, Ehud Barak would visit Britain and later Canada for talks concerning Syria and its strategic ally Iran. Within this timeframe the British and Canadian governments would declare
that they were prepared for war with both Syria and Iran.

London has announced that military plans were also drawn for war with Syria and Iran. On
the other side of the Atlantic, Canada’s Defence Minister, Peter MacKay, created shockwaves in Canada when he made belligerent announcements about war with Syria and Iran.
He also announced that Canada was buying a new series of military jets through a major
arms purchase. Days later, both Canada and Britain would also cut their banking and financial ties with Iran. In reality, these steps have largely been symbolic, because Tehran was
deliberately curbing it ties with Britain and Canada. For months the Iranians have also
openly been evaluating cutting their ties with Britain and several other E.U. members.
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The events surrounding Syria have much more to do with the geo-politics of the Middle
East than just Syria alone. In the Israeli Knesset, the events in Syria were naturally tied to
reducing Iranian power in the Middle East. Tel Aviv has been preparing itself for a major
conflict for several years. This includes its long distance military flights to Greece that simulated an attack on Iran and its deployment of nuclear-armed submarines to the Persian
Gulf. It has also conducted the “Turning Point” exercises, which seek to insure the continuation of the Israeli government through the evacuation and relocation of the Israeli cabinet and oﬃcials, including the Israeli finance ministry, to secret bunkers in the case of a
war.

For half a decade Washington has been directing a military arms build-up in the Middle
East aimed at Iran and the Resistance Bloc. It has sent massive arms shipments to Saudi
Arabia. It has sent deliveries of bunker busters to the U.A.E. and Israel, amongst others,
while it has upgraded its own deadly arsenal. U.S. oﬃcials have also started to openly discuss murdering Iranian leaders and military oﬃcials through covert operations. What the
world is facing is a pathway towards possible military escalation that could go far beyond
the boundaries of the Middle East and suck in Russia, China, and their allies. The Revolutionary Guard have also made it clear that if conflict is ignited with Iran that Lebanon, Iraq,
and the Palestinians would all be drawn in as Iranian allies.
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4. Obama’s Secret Letter to Tehran: Is the War against Iran On Hold? “The Road to Tehran Goes through Damascus”
By Mahdi Darius Nazemroaya
The New York Times announced that the Obama Administration had sent an important letter to the leadership of Iran on January 12, 2012. [1]
On January 15, 2012, the spokesperson of the Iranian Foreign Ministry acknowledged that
the letter had been delivered to Tehran by way of three diplomatic channels:
(1) one copy of the letter was handed to the Iranian Ambassador to the United Nations, Mohammed Khazaee, by his U.S. counterpart, Susan Rice, in New York City;
(2) a second copy of the letter was delivered in Tehran by the Swiss Ambassador to Iran,
Livia Leu Agosti; and
(3) a third copy went to Iran by way of Jalal Talabani of Iraq. [2]

In the letter, the White House spelled out the position of the United States, while Iranian officials said it was a sign of things as they really are: the U.S. cannot aﬀord to wage a war
against Iran.
Within the letter written by President Barak Hussein Obama was a U.S. request for the
start of negotiations between Washington and Tehran to end Iranian-U.S. hostilities.

“In the letter, Obama announced readiness for negotiations and the resolution of mutual
disagreements,” Ali Motahari, an Iranian parliamentarian, told the Mehr News Agency. [3]
According to another Iranian parliamentarian, this time the Deputy Chairperson of the Iranian Parliament’s National Security and Foreign Policy Committee, Hussein Ebrahimi (Ibrahimi), the letter went on to ask for Iranian-U.S. cooperation and negotiations based on the
mutual interests of both Tehran and Washington. [4]
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Obama’s letter also tried to assure Tehran that the United States would not engage in any
hostile action against Iran. [5] In fact, in the same timeframe, the Pentagon cancelled or delayed major joint drills with Israel. [6]

To the Iranians, however, the gestures are meaningless, because the Obama Administration’s actions with Iran have always contradicted its words. Moreover, Iran believes that
the U.S. has not attacked, because it knows that the costs of a war with an opponent like
Iran are too high and its consequences far too risky.

This, however, does not mean that an Iranian-U.S. showdown has been avoided or will not
eventually happen. The currents can go either way, so to speak. Nor does this mean that
the Obama Administration is not currently waging a war against the Iranians and their allies. In fact, Washington’s bloc and Iran’s bloc have been fighting a shadow war from the
digital arena and television airwaves to the valleys of Afghanistan and the bustling streets
of Beirut and Baghdad.

The War Against Iran Started Years Ago
The war in Iran did not start in 2012 or even 2011. Newsweek Magazine even stated the
following on a cover title in 2010: “Assassinations, cyberattacks, sabotage – has the war
against Tehran already begun?” The actual war may have started in 2006.

Instead of attacking Iran directly, the U.S. has started a covert and proxy war. The covert
dimensions of the war are being fought by intelligence assets, cyber attacks, computer viruses, secretive military units, spies, assassins, agent provocateurs, and saboteurs. The
kidnapping and assassination of Iranian scientists and military commanders, which started
several years ago is a part of this covert war. In this shadow war, Iranian diplomats in Iraq
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have been abducted and Iranians visiting Georgia, Saudi Arabia, and Turkey have been detained or kidnapped. Syrian oﬃcials, various Palestinian figures, and Hezbollah’s Imad
Fayez Mughniyeh have also all been assassinated in this shadow war.

The proxy wars started in 2006 when Israel attacked Lebanon with the intention of expanding the war against Syria. The road to Damascus goes through Beirut, while Damascus is
on the way to Tehran. After their failure in 2006, realizing that Syria was the lynchpin of the
Resistance Bloc, which Iran dominated, the U.S. and its allies spent the next five to six
years trying to de-link Syria from Iran.

The U.S. is also fighting Iran and its allies on the diplomatic and economic fronts through
the manipulation of international bodies and proxy states. In the 2011 to 2012 context, the
crisis in Syria on a geo-political level is a front in the war against Iran. Even the Israeli-U.S.
drill Austere Challenge 2012 and the U.S. deployment of troops were primarily aimed at
Syria as a means of combating Iran.

Syria in the Eye of the Storm
What Washington is doing is exerting psychological pressure on Iran as a means of distancing it from Syria, so that the United States and its cohorts can go for the kill. Up until
the start of January 2012, the Israelis have continuously been preparing to launch an invasion of Syria in a rematch of 2006, while U.S. and E.U. oﬃcials have continously tried negotiating with Damascus for a deal to de-link from Iran and the Resistance Bloc. The Syrians,
however, have always refused.

Foreign Policy published an article in August 2011 stating what was on the Saudi King’s
mind about Syria in context of attacking Iran: “The King knows that other than the collapse
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of the Islamic Republic [of Iran] itself, nothing would weaken Iran more than losing Syria.”
[7] Whether the above statement genuinely came from Abdul Aziz Al-Saud or not, this strategic outlook is representative of the reasons for the targeting of Syria. Obama’s own security advisor has also said the same thing, just a few months after the piece by Foreign Policy was released, in November 2011. National Security Advisor Donilon gave a speech saying that the “end of the Assad regime would constitute Iran’s greatest setback in the region – a strategic blow that will further shift the balance of power in the region against
Iran.” [8]

The Kremlin has also made statements that corroborate that Washington wants to de-link
Syria from its Iranian ally. One of Russia’s highest security oﬃcials has announced that
Syria is being punished, because of its strategic alliance with Iran. The Secretary of the National Security Council of the Russian Federation, Nikolai (Nikolay) Platonovich Patrushev,
has publicly stated that Syria is the subject of Washington’s pressure due to geo-political
interests tied to cutting Syria’s ties with Iran and not due to any humanitarian concerns. [9]

Iran has also given signals that should the Syrians be attacked, it will not hesitate to intervene militarily to come to Syria’s aid. Washington does not want this. The Pentagon would
much rather swallow Syria first, before turning its full and undivided attention to Iran. The
Pentagon’s objectives are to fight its targets piecemeal. Despite the U.S. military doctrine
of fighting simultaneous wars in multiple theatres and all the Pentagon literature about it,
the U.S. is not ready yet to wage a conventional regional war against both Iran and Syria
or risk an expanded war with Iran’s Russian and Chinese allies yet. The march to war, however, is far from over. For now the U.S. government will have to continue the shadow war
against Iran and intensify the media, diplomatic, and economic war.

Mahdi Darius Nazemroaya is a Sociologist and award-winning author. He is a Research Associate at the Centre for Research on Globalization (CRG), Montreal. He Specializes on the
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broader Middle East on numerous international programs and networks such as Al
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languages. He also writes for the Strategic Culture Foundation (SCF), Moscow.
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5. VIDEO: A NATO Intervention in Syria would Engulf the Entire Middle East Central
Asian Region
Video: http://youtu.be/HkzS53BwlVQ
Video Text:
The EU imposes an oil embargo on Syria, freezing almost all business between Damascus
and the EU, Syria's main trading partner. Russia however has harshly criticized the move.
A statement made on Friday said the ban covers purchase, import and transport of oil and
other petroleum products from Syria amid continuing violence in the country. The EU also
prohibited financial or insurance services involved in such transactions. The embargo will
take eﬀect immediately as details of the sanctions are published in the oﬃcial EU newspaper.

Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov has condemned sanctions imposed on Syria by
the European Union, including a proposed oil embargo.
"We have always said that no good will come out of unilateral sanctions. This destroys a
partner-like approach toward any crisis," Lavrov said on Saturday. "We are against unilateral sanctions.”
The decision will halt more than US $4.2 billion a year in Syrian crude oil and petroleum
products being exported to Europe.

The decision was made during a non-formal meeting of MFA heads of 27 EU countries
that took place in the Polish city of Sopot. The embargo was earlier approved by heads of
the Permanent Mission of the EU countries in Brussels.
"This is trying to hit the oil that's a critical financial lifeline to the regime," an EU oﬃcial
was quoted as saying.
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Four more Syrian individuals and three entities were added to the list of those targeted by
an EU asset freeze and travel ban.
On August 24, an EU decision on sanctions aimed at 15 Syrian oﬃcials and five companies came into eﬀect. Their active assets were frozen and they were banned from entering
the EU.

Hillary Clinton, the US Secretary of State, added her voice to growing calls for UN Security
Council sanctions against Assad, measures currently blocked by Russia and China.
“The violence must stop and he needs to step aside,” she said to The Daily Telegraph.
The director of the Centre for Research on Globalization, Michel Chossudovsky, says that
the new round of sanctions is just another step toward a NATO-led military intervention in
Syria.

"It is a part of a road map which eventually is intended to lead into some kind of military intervention," Chossudovsky claimed. "I think what is happening now is the sanctions stage
of something which has been planned... which according to many analysts is a military intervention in Syria -- which in essence would engulf the whole region."
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6. Beating the Drums of a Broader Middle East War
By Mahdi Darius Nazemroaya
The Levant could be the starting point of a major international conflict with global ramifications and which could quickly spin out of control. Such a conflict could even involve the
use of Israeli or American nuclear weapons against Iran and Syria. Syria has additionally
declared that it is preparing for an inevitable war with Israel despite the fact that it believes
that the chances of a war in 2008 are slim.

In the scenario of a war against Iran, the reaction of Syria will be pivotal. Damascus plays
a central role and how it acts and reacts will have a definitive impact on Israeli military strategy in regards to Iran. It is in this context that Israel, the U.S. and the E.U., with the help of
Saudi Arabia, Jordan and Egypt, have been attempting to undermine and ultimately destroy the alliance between Syria and Iran. This is part of a geo-strategic stride to foreclose
the possibility of a Mediterranean battle-front that might emerge in the Levant as a result
of an attack on Iran.

The casus belli for an Israeli attack or a joint Israeli-U.S. attack, possibly involving NATO,
against Syria or against both Syria and Iran could use the pretext of any form of retaliation
by Hezbollah against Israel for the assassination in Damascus of one of its leaders, Imad
Fayez Mughniyeh.
Hezbollah has joined Iranian oﬃcials in saying that the U.S. military is incapable of starting
another war in the Middle East by launching attacks on Iran and Syria. [1] Israeli oﬃcials
have also renewed calls for peace by openly mentioning that Tel Aviv is willing to return the
Golan Heights back to the Syrians, while there have been strong political noises against
the move in Israel. [2]
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Tel Aviv is simultaneously part of a U.S. endeavour that claims Syria has a secret nuclear
program aided by North Korea. [3] Strategic eﬀorts, with strong links to war preparations,
have also started with the aim of bringing temporary calm to the Palestinian Territories as
part of the same track of events in the Levant.

Redrawing the Arab-Israeli Conflict as an Iranian-Israeli Conflict to justify War
Momentum is being built up against Iran in a list of growing, and more frequent, accusations against Tehran.
Iran is portrayed as the main threat against Israel. It is also accused of intervening in occupied Iraq and Afghanistan. In this sense, the Israeli-U.S. war plans in the Levant have been
tied to Iran, as well as Syria. The investigative journalist Seymour M. Hersh, a Pulitzer Prize
winner, reported in 2006 that the Israeli war against Lebanon was part of this Israeli-U.S.
military roadmap to ultimately target Iran.

The accusations against Tehran and Damascus are part of a calculated eﬀort to justify attacks against Iran and Syria as the only means to achieve peace in the Levant between Israel and the Arabs. They are also upheld as justification to ensure the security and success of occupation forces, for Anglo-American and NATO forces respectively in Iraq and
Afghanistan.
In this regard, the Gaza Strip, alongside Lebanon, is now being described by Tel Aviv as an
“Iranian base” against Israel. Israel is pointing the finger more and more towards Tehran as
the source of its problems.

This argument is fabricated. It is in blatant contradiction with the history of the Palestinian
struggle. The inner causes and history of the Arab-Israeli Conflict are now being brushed
aside and ignored. The Arab-Israeli Conflict is now being redefined as a mere existential
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conflict between Israel and a few irrational and violent Arab organizations controlled by Tehran.
All players, state or non-state, have rational interests and motives. All actions are also
based on these interests and motives. Any analysis without the mention of these interests
seeks to sidestep specific issues. By portraying the Arabs as inherently violent, the truth is
being sidestepped without explaining the full rationale for their attacks against Israel.

This brushing aside of motives is part of a disinformation campaign, which is used to camouflage the truth. The historical facts of the Arab-Israeli Conflict are being redrawn with a
view to presenting Tehran as having always been in the picture as a spoiler and a source
of the Arab-Israeli Conflict. The motives for this agenda are to justify the outbreak of a conflict with Iran.
The Arab-Israeli Conflict is being redrawn as an Iranian-Israeli Conflict, where the Arabs
are portrayed as Iran’s foot soldiers against Tel Aviv

Turning the Tide of the Arab-Israeli Conflict: Iranian Arms Shipments to the Levant
Although there have been reports of Iranian arm shipments to the Palestinians and Lebanon since the downfall of the Iranian monarchy, these reports had new value given to them
after 2001.

The first such report to note came on January 3, 2002 when the Karine-A was intercepted
en route in the Red Sea by Israeli naval commandos. Sceptics questioned how an undeclared arms shipment could pass through the heavily U.S. and NATO patrolled waters of
the Red Sea. The Israeli capture made international headlines in 2002 as the Israelis revealed that the ship was carrying a major weapons cache headed for the Gaza Strip. A
whole set of indicting links were made between the ship and the Palestinian Liberation Or-
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ganization (PLO), the Palestinian Authority (PA), and Iran. The Israelis maintained that the
ships cargo came from an Iranian sea port in the Persian Gulf. The event was used not
only to draw attention to Tehran as a problem in the Levant, but also by Tel Aviv as a part
of the eﬀort underway to portray Yasser Arafat as not being a genuine partner for peace.

Hezbollah and Syria have also been armed and supplied by Iran for years. Although neither the Lebanese nor Syria would attack Israel unless attacked, invaded, or occupied.
Aside from what it already possesses, Israel can no longer annex Arab territory any more
than it has. Nor can Israel project itself as it once did. This is a major problem for establishing a new regional order. Iranian arms shipments and military aid have upset both strategic
Anglo-American and Israeli interests in the Middle East. Arguably this has necessitated
even more active involvement by America and Britain militarily in the Middle East.

After 2005 the Israeli claims about Iranian arms supplies to the Palestinians increased
even more with the establishment of a Hamas-led government in the Palestinian Territories. After 2006, the reports concerning Iranian arms shipments to Hezbollah started carrying a sense of urgency that they never had before. The upgrades being made to the Syrian
military were also looked upon at as provocative and inappropriate, even though the Israeli
military had further upgraded and modernized its military arsenal.

In 2007 and 2008, the Israelis reported that Iran has increased its weapons shipments to
the Palestinians. The Jerusalem Post made one such claim on April 17, 2008: “In recent
months, the IDF has noticed an increase in Iranian-made weaponry in the Gaza Strip, including rockets and mortars. Terror groups [meaning the Palestinian Resistance] in Gaza
recently were equipped by [Tehran] with two diﬀerent types of mortar shells made in Iran
— one 120 mm with a range of 10 kilometers like a Kassam rocket and another with a
range of six kilometers.” [4] The same report also continued to state that thousands of Ira-
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nian mortars were also imported by the Gaza Strip, which Israel has defined as a “Hostile
Entity.” [5]

The National Emergency Authority of Israel and its War Preparations
The National Emergency Authority (NEA) of Israel was created to administer and manage
Israel, the “Home Front,” under a “mass-casualty” scenario resulting from a major war. Israel’s NEA was established in 2007 in the aftermath of the 2006 Israeli attack on Lebanon
and the rocket counter-attacks on Israel from Lebanon. The creation of the National Emergency Authority is an integral part of Israeli war preparations.

The new organization planned five-day emergency exercises (April 6-11, 2008) that were
linked to both Israeli military preparations and the preparation of Israeli civilians. These
emergency exercises were the largest in the history of Israel. Strategically and as part of
the bigger picture, the primary purpose of the emergency exercises were to prepare Israel
for — using Condoleezza Rice’s often mentioned words — “the birth pangs of a new Middle East” or a new regional order. This process, according to Tel Aviv, will be “painful for Israel.” A regional war against Syria, Iran, and their allies has been presented to Israeli public
opinion as a prerequisite to bringing about this new regional order and even for the very
survival of Israel.

The Israeli exercises simulated mass evacuations from “hit zones” and large patient buildups in crowded Israeli hospitals. [6] In the event of the conflict exercised for the Knesset,
government oﬃces, power stations, bridges, military facilities, and state buildings are also
expected to be attacked, damaged, and destroyed. This is why respective entities in Israel
such as the Knesset and Israeli government oﬃces all participated in the drills.
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Drills involving preparations for chemical and biological weapons were also executed. Israel has also maintained that Syria with the help of Iran has been upgrading its chemical
weaponry. Reports of an incident involving Syrian and Iranian military specialists and engineers were also used as justification by Israel in regards to preparations against Syrian
chemical and biological weapons during the exercises. [7]

Segments of the emergency exercises took place beforehand. Starting on March 18, 2008
the Barzilai Hospital held full-scale emergency exercises that simulated direct rocket and
missile hits on the hospital in the city of Ashkelon. [8] The city of Ashkelon, adjacent to the
Gaza Strip, is an important Israeli maritime and commercial port and is the entrance point
for energy supplies from Egyptian natural gas fields in the Mediterranean Sea.

Tel Aviv keeps the Public in the Dark: Omitting Iran from a War Scenario
In 2007, a media propaganda campaign was launched to influence international public
opinion in the event of an Israeli war against Lebanon, Syria, and Iran. Israeli sources have
claimed Iran is also preparing its journalists for an Israeli war against Lebanon and Syria.
[9] 2008 has seen an even higher stage of Israeli war preparations.

In 2007, Aharon Ze’evi-Farkash, the former commander of Israeli military intelligence, communicated his fear that a war with Iran, launched by Israel’s American ally, could start before the “Home Front” in Israel was prepared.

In this context the aims of the Israeli emergency exercises were to condition Israelis for
such a war. Under the war scenario played out by Israeli oﬃcials, the whole of Israel was
part of a simulated battle-front in which missiles and rockets would be launched from the
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Palestinian Territories, Lebanon, and Syria. Under the scenario, some 400 to 500 projectiles were expected to hit Israel on a daily basis.
A key and very notable aspect of the emergency drills was that Iranian involvement was excluded from the scenario. In the event of a war with Iran, Tehran has credibly maintained
that it can launch over 11, 000 missiles and rockets in a minute. [10]

In this regard, a two-sided approach was taken by Israeli oﬃcials in regards to their emergency preparations. War preparations and scenario layouts had two dimensions, one for
the Israeli public and an accurate one kept for the scrutiny of Israeli oﬃcials that was withheld from the Israeli public.
The rationale for the two-set approach by oﬃcials in Tel Aviv was to hide the real scope
and magnitude of a regional war on Israel and to reduce fear, panic, and any anti-war sentiment amongst Israelis that would develop if they realized the immense harms they would
face if their government launched a regional war involving Syria and Iran.

Additionally, days after the nationwide Israeli emergency exercises were completed the Israeli military tested an imitation of an Iranian ballistic missile in isolation, away from the
public. [11] If not central, Iran is clearly a real and major part of Tel Aviv’s war preparations.

The Emergency War Scenario: An Israeli Omission of War Plans?
The first day of the emergency exercises were characterised by the formation of an Israeli
war cabinet scenario in response to a major “enemy attack.” [12] This war cabinet would
respond to the “enemy.” Although, it should be noted that all Israeli responses have been
calculated and predetermined and include the use of a nuclear strike option against Iran
and Syria. [13] Such an act would have apocalyptic ramifications in the Middle East and
worldwide.
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The war scenario envisioned and simulated by Israeli planners during the national emergency exercise in Israel foresaw massive damage and casualties through missile and
rocket attacks by “Arab enemies.” The scenario excluded the significantly larger Iranian
arsenal. This accounts for the lower number of missile and rocket hits; 400 to 500 per day.

The Israeli scenario, however, also projects a smaller amount of strikes by the rockets and
missiles of the “Arab enemies” on the initial day of the war. In other words, strikes in realistic numbers against Israel were missing on the initial day of the war scenario and this
makes very little sense in regard to a hypothetical Arab oﬀensive against Israel.

Hezbollah alone has over 13, 000 rockets according to Israel itself. In addition, Hezbollah’s
arsenal is nothing compared to the capabilities and size of the Syrian one. Under the Israeli scenario the hypothetical war only lasted for about a week; the math does not tally up
unless the scenario is not what Israeli oﬃcials maintain.

The Israeli simulation is an omission in regards to who plans on starting the war and who
will attack in retaliation. Under these circumstance, Helmi Musa a columnist for As-Safir, a
major Lebanese newspaper, pointed out that “this Israeli exercise has signalled, for the
first time, to ‘whom starts and to whom retaliates.’ If the Arabs are to start this battle, it
would see an intensive rocket strike on the first day with thousands of rockets launched
[and not the few hundred that Israeli strategists predict].” Unknown to the Israeli public the
scenario being simulated was one where the “Arab enemies” were reacting to an Israeli attack and probably fighting Israeli incursions too. This would account for the low number of
strikes. If they, the Arab players outlined by the drills, were to have attacked Israel first it is
fair to assume that the number of strikes on Israel would have been their largest on the initial day of the scenario.
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Syrian National Emergency Exercises: A counter-measure to Israeli War Drills
Syria has repeatedly maintained since 2007 that it has made a strategic decision to pursue
peace with Israel, but is also prepared to protect itself if attacked. [14] At the start of April
2008, the Syrian Deputy-Foreign Minister, Fisal Al-Mekdad, in an interview with Al-Thawra,
a government-owned newspaper in Syria, acknowledged that Damascus was ready for a
clash with Tel Aviv. He told Al-Thawra that Israeli war preparations were forcing Syrian
strategists to draw their own contingency plans for a conflict in advance. “If Syria is the target of all of this [meaning the Israeli emergency drills], know that we are following the drill
and are also developing our capabilities and our plans to face the Israeli [manoeuvres],”
the Syrian Deputy-Foreign Minister told Al-Thawra. [15]

True enough, in response to Israeli war preparations, the Syrians also announced two days
after the start of the Israeli exercises that Damascus planned to hold national emergency
exercises too. Al-Thawra reported that the nationwide exercises in Syria were announced
during a cabinet meeting of Syrian ministers. The military, the police, security forces, and
civil institutes were all said to have roles in what was termed as a part of “general preparations for natural disasters and crises” by the Syrian government.

In reality the emergency preparations were part of Syria’s preparation to repel any Israeli
attack that could occur directly or as a result of an Israeli war with Lebanon that would by
extension include Syria.

What is crucial in understanding the evolving Middle Eastern war theater is that the movements taking place in both Syria and Israel are unprecedented. Along with the growing
Israeli-U.S. threats directed against Iran, including statements of support for military action
from the E.U. and NATO, there is justifiable reason for apprehension and concern.
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2008: The Year of an Israeli Invasion of Syria?
The Syrian border with Israel has been peaceful for decades and is one of Israel’s most
peaceful frontiers. Yet, tensions have been rising. In 2006 Israel created a new series of
military units specifically for a war with Syria, amongst them was the Kfir infantry brigade,
the largest military unit in Israel. In addition, the Israeli military predicted in 2007 that a war
would breakout between Syria and Israel in 2008 if no settlement were reached between
Tel Aviv and Damascus. [16]

Since the 2006 Israeli failure in Lebanon, the Israeli military has been routinely performing
simulations of an Israeli invasion of Syria. A great deal of Israeli manpower has been dedicated to an invasion force that would attack Syria. Major-General Eyal Ben-Reuven, a reservist general, declared in 2007 that Israel is “preparing itself for an all-out war.” [17]
Major-General Eyal Ben-Reuven also stated that Israel must invade Syria to Israeli troops.
He first stated that “the IDF’s mission will be very focused and will have to be quick, in order to neutralize as quickly as possible the strategic areas threatening Israel’s soft underbelly, thus preventing Syria [from] reaching its coveted goals.” Eyal Ben-Reuven also gave
some depiction about the shape of a war against Syria. Ben-Reuven stated “that in order
to carry out such missions successfully, an extensive ground operation will be needed,”
meaning a land invasion of Syria, which would most probably swiftly target Damascus and
the Syrian southern governorates.

This strategic aim also explains the well reported Israeli invasion exercises of model Syrian
villages and Israeli military exercises in the Golan Heights. [18] Israel and the U.S. have
also held strategy meetings to formulate a course of military actions to be taken in Lebanon and against both Syria and Iran. According to a report from Qatar by Al-Watan a senior Syrian oﬃcials indicated that the Israeli emergency exercises were surveyed by an
American general and also involved military operations on the borders of Syria. [19]
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Syrian mobilization on the Lebanese border in preparation for Israeli Attacks
Ehud Barak, in the capacity of an Israeli defence minister, on April 2, 2008 renewed Israeli
threats of war against Hezbollah, Lebanon, and Syria. According to Israeli sources the Syrians believe that Israel will launch another military invasion of Lebanon on the pretext of addressing Hezbollah in a pre-emptive war. In this context since 2006 Tel Aviv has been calling Hezbollah “the growing threat in Lebanon” or “the growing threat in the ‘Northern
Front.’” In light of this, Israeli and other Middle Eastern sources have reported that Syria
started reinforcing its military presence on the Lebanese-Syrian border before the start of
April, 2008 and had placed all its forces on high alert.

The Syrians were also reported to believe that the Beirut-Damascus Highway would be targeted with greater ferociousness by Tel Aviv than in the summer of 2006 to prevent logistical support from reaching Hezbollah and Lebanon. Israeli sources also maintain that the
Syrians also started mobilizing their reserve forces on the Lebanese-Syrian boarder. In addition, the Syrians were reported to have deployed three armoured divisions, nine divisions
of mechanized infantry, and special forces units opposite the Bekaa Valley of Lebanon.
[20] In line with this Israeli sources additionally insisted that Palestinian fighters were also
amassing in the Bekaa Valley in coordination with Syria and Hezbollah.

Hours after the original report about the mobilization of the Syrian military was released by
Al-Quds Al-Arabi, a London-based Arabic newspaper, the top brass of Israel came out to
respond. Major-General Dan Harel indirectly gave a message to Damascus. The Deputy
Chief of Staﬀ for the Israeli military told reporters gathered for a press briefing that “anyone who tries to harm Israel must remember that it is the strongest country in the region,
and retaliation will be powerful and painful.” [21] Syria was being told to look out.

In the days following this statement emanating from the Israeli military, Syrian oﬃcials
gave mixed responses about Syrian war preparations. Damascus denied reports that Syr162

ian troops were amassing on the Lebanese-Syrian border. Syrian oﬃcials responded that
despite the fact that the Israelis were making war preparations against Syria, Damascus
was not increasing the troop presence on the Lebanese-Syrian border.

During an interview with Al-Arabiya, Mohammed Habash, an important Syrian parliamentarian, refuted the reports about the mobilization of Syrian reserves on the border with Lebanon in preparation for an Israeli attack. The Syrian parliamentarian, who is the chairman of
the Syrian Parliament’s strategically important Syrian-Iranian Committee, also pointed the
finger at Tel Aviv for escalating tensions in the Levant: “Syria is ready to defend itself but is
not striving for war — it is the Israeli side that is taking steps to bring about an escalation.”
[22]
In the same timeframe as the reports of Syrian mobilization on the unfortified LebaneseSyrian border, there was also an increase of Israeli military air traﬃc near the Syrian and
Lebanese borders. The Israeli military also acknowledged that additional Israeli warplanes
were displaced to Israel’s northern borders and in a state of high alert.

Internationalizing “Hezbollah” as a Menace: Pretext for NATO intrusions in Lebanon?
On April 8, 2008 Bernard Kouchner, France’s top diplomat and head of the French Foreign
Ministry, revealed that Mohammed Zuhair Siddiq the individual who was a star witness in
the Hariri Assassination and a source for claims of Syrian involvement in the event had disappeared while he was under French protection. Even more significant, Bernard Kouchner
also proclaimed that “Hezbollah” was no longer “a domestic issue for Lebanon.” The implications of this statement carry significant indications.

Monsieur Kouchner additionally announced that the weapons that Hezbollah carried were
also a serious international concern. The ground was being paved for NATO’s active involvement in Lebanon. Hezbollah was being targeted through the internationalization of
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concerns over its arms. What was being implied in Paris was that international action
should be taken against Hezbollah.

The statements of U.S. and Coalition representatives in Iraq, such as General Petraeus,
about the involvement of Hezbollah in attacks against U.S. and Coalition troops and
claims that Hezbollah is training Iraqi militias inside Iran also serve this purpose. [23]

Just a few days after the statements by Bernard Kouchner the head of the disputed Lebanese government, Fouad Siniora, asserted in close proximity to Israeli and Syrian war
preparations and the renewed American pressure on Iran that the time for internal dialogue
was over in Lebanon. Foud Siniora made the announcement while the Parliamentary
Speaker of Lebanon, Nabih Berri, was in Damascus meeting with Syrian oﬃcials as part of
a diplomatic tour of Arab capitals to get Arab League support for new intra-Lebanese political dialogue.

The Third Expanded Ministerial Conference of the Neighbouring Countries of Iraq, which
was held in Kuwait, was also related to Lebanon. The international conference hosted by
the Kuwaitis on April 22, 2008 involved much more international players than just the neighbours of Iraq and its scope included the whole Middle East.

The U.S., Saudi Arabia, France, Britain, and several other Arab states all pushed ahead
with an agenda to internationalize the political deadlock in Lebanon and to present Hezbollah as an international concern too. In league with these eﬀorts to internationalize Hezbollah as a global problem the U.N. Secretary-General, Ban Ki-moon, also released a report
claiming that Hezbollah was an international problem. All these events were part of the
brinkmanship for internationalizing Hezbollah as a threat and eventually justifying U.S. and
NATO intervention in Lebanon.
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The eﬀorts to internationalize Hezbollah as a menace also entered a new phase in Lebanon too. The Hariri-led March 14 Alliance, which eﬀectively forms the Lebanese government, declared that it would take legal action in May, 2008 against Hezbollah because of a
camera network monitoring Lebanon’s main airport and a vital parallel security telecommunications network setup by the group. These internal eﬀorts against Hezbollah were executed through the coordination of the March 14 Alliance with U.S. and Saudi Arabian diplomats in Beirut.

Lebanon prepares for Israeli Attacks
The Syrian border with Israel is heavily fortified, unlike the Lebanese-Syrian border. This is
why the Israeli military was desperately pushing to get to the banks of the Litani River before the Syrians could fully prepare in 2006. A quick Israeli land assault against Damascus,
which is seated close to the Lebanese-Syrian border, would have to go through Lebanon
and not through the Golan Heights or the Israeli frontier with Syria. Any invasion of Syria
through the Israeli-Syrian border would be secondary in nature. For this reason amongst
several others, Lebanon is tied to Israeli war plans against Syria. To invade Lebanon a pretext is needed and Hezbollah is that pretext.

After the assassination of Imad Mughniyeh, the U.S. Navy deployed a contingent of warships to the Eastern Mediterranean and the Lebanese coast on February 28, 2008. The
White House claimed that the rationale for the deployment was to establish stability in
Lebanon and to help democracy in Lebanon.

In a case of bitter irony the naval deployment had a reverse eﬀect. It contributed to elevating tensions in Beirut and the entire country. The U.S. move was made without the permission of Lebanon and the Lebanese government was forced to denounce it. The majority of
Lebanese citizens also felt threatened and were outraged about the U.S. deployment in
their waters. Because of public opinion in Lebanon the Lebanese government and the
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March 14 Alliance denied any ties or advanced knowledge about the U.S. naval deployment oﬀ the coast of Lebanon.
In connection to the U.S. naval build-up, news broke out of an alleged U.S. conspiracy
against the Free Patriotic Movement, Lebanon’s largest Christian political party and a member of the Lebanese National Opposition.

Michel Aoun, the former commander of the Lebanese military and the leader of the Free
Patriotic Movement, and other Christian Lebanese leaders opposed to the interests of the
U.S., Israel, and France in Lebanon have been systematically targeted. On August 2, 2007
the White House even passed an executive order to freeze the financial assets of any individual or group deemed to oppose Fouad Siniora and the March 14 Alliance. The mass
protests by Lebanese citizens against the March 14 Alliance, which were peaceful acts of
political and democratic expression, were even called “undemocratic” and “destabilizing”
acts by President George Bush Jr. and the White House.

What this signifies, aside from U.S. meddling in the domestic aﬀairs and politics of Lebanon, is that the political opposition to the Lebanese government was being targeted in the
name of democracy and governance.
Since 2006, the Free Patriotic Movement and several other Christian political parties have
been staunch political allies of Hezbollah. They are consequently at odds with the U.S. and
France and have refused to bend to foreign pressure. They firmly oppose Israel and have
protested U.S. and French meddling in Lebanon’s internal aﬀairs. Hezbollah, the Free Patriotic Movement, and these Christian political parties are also allied to several other political
parties that represent Lebanon’s Druze, ethnic Armenian (which are Christian), and Sunni
Muslim communities.
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Several key political figures in the March 14 Alliance, such as Walid Jumblatt and Samir
Geagea, have been working hand in glove with the White House and Tel Aviv against the
political alliance between the Free Patriotic Movement and Hezbollah. These individuals
have had regular meetings with U.S., Saudi, French, and Israeli oﬃcials. This includes
meetings with Ehud Barak where attacks and tactics against Hezbollah, the Free Patriotic
Movement, Syria, and Iran were discussed.

Along with the Hariri family, these Lebanese figures are being used to open an internal
front against Hezbollah and its political allies in Lebanon. After the 2006 defeat of Israel,
these Lebanese figures and their parties also slowly started being armed by the U.S.,
Saudi Arabia, and others. Pentagon weapons shipments that were intended for use in
Anglo-American occupied Iraq were also covertly making their way into the hands of these
Lebanese factions. The U.S. has also been cooperating with them in preparations being
made on the Lebanese-Syrian border and in eﬀorts to make parallel chains of command in
the Lebanese military that could be used against Hezbollah and the Lebanese National Opposition.

Moving forward, days before the Israeli emergency exercise, the Siniora government ordered the Lebanese military to be on full alert for “Israeli violations.” In Lebanon the March
14 Alliance and the Lebanese National Opposition in concurrence comprehended the possibility of conflict. Both the Lebanese government and Hezbollah made it clear that they
were watching Israeli forces and that both were prepared for the serious possibility of another conflict between Lebanon and Israel. [24] In addition, the U.S. State Department oﬃcial responsible for American relations with Lebanon, C. David Welch, also promised a
“hot summer” in Lebanon if the Lebanese National Opposition did not capitulate.

According to Israeli sources citing Fars News Agency (FNA) and the Syrian newspaper AlHakikah, Hezbollah warned Israel that if it launched another war against Lebanon that
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Hezbollah would carry the war into Israel. In Israel this information was claimed to mean
by xenophobic and ultra-Zionist elements that Israeli Arabs (Palestinians with Israeli citizenships who did not leave their homeland) would act as fifth columnists for Iran and Lebanon. An unnamed senior Hezbollah oﬃcial was quoted as saying, “In the next war, we will
run the battle for the first time since 1948 inside Palestine. They will be more surprised
than ever before, as they will see our fighters fighting them not only in Lebanon, as they
did till now, but also inside their homes and settlements.” [25] The same Hezbollah oﬃcial
is quoted as also saying “The next war, if it breaks out, will be an oﬀensive war on our part.
This doesn’t mean we will initiate the war, but that every war they launch in the future will
become what the organized armies in the world refer to as a counteroﬀensive on our part.
They will see our fighters behind their lines, not just in front of them.” [26]

The Independent, one of Britain’s most respected newspapers, has reported that Hezbollah has also been sending trainees to Iran: “Yet it is an open secret south of the Litani
[River] that thousands of young men have been leaving their villages for military training in
Iran. Up to 300 men are taken to Beirut en route to Tehran each month and the operation
has been running since November of 2006; in all, as many as 4,500 [Hezbollah] members
have been sent for three-month sessions of live-fire ammunition and rocket exercises to
create a nucleus of Iranian-trained guerrillas for the ‘next’ [Israeli attack against Lebanon].”
[27]

Another British source, The Observer, has also reported about war preparations in Lebanon: “But an Observer investigation [by Mitchell Prothero] has discovered that [Hezbollah]
is quietly but steadily replacing its dead and redoubling its recruitment eﬀorts in anticipation of a new, and even more brutal, conflict. [Hezbollah] has embarked on a major expansion of its fighting capability and is now sending hundreds, if not thousands, of young men
into intensive training camps in Lebanon, Syria and Iran to ready itself for war with Israel.
‘It’s not a matter of if,’ says one [member of Hezbollah]. ‘It’s a matter of when Sayed [Hassan] Nasrallah [{Hezbollah’s political} chief] commands us.’” [28]
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It light of the preparations in Lebanon for an Israeli attack, the number of Israeli violations
of Lebanese airspace also increased starting in March, 2008. The Israelis openly violated
Lebanese airspace and conducted military flights over Beirut and elsewhere in Lebanon in
April and May, 2008. In April, 2008 the Lebanese military even acknowledged that Israeli
warplanes had been performing military reconnaissance missions over Lebanon and that
these missions were linked to Israeli war preparations. [29]

The Independent has also gone on to pronounce, with the context of aerial war in mind,
that in the next war against Lebanon that Israeli supremacy in the air would be challenged
by the Lebanese because of Iranian military technology and hardware: “For months,
Sayed Hassan Nasrallah, the [Hezbollah] leader, has been warning Israel that his organisation has a ‘surprise’ new weapon in its armoury and there are few in Lebanon who do not
suspect that this is a new Iranian-developed ground-to-air missile — rockets which may at
last challenge Israel’s air supremacy over Lebanon.” [30]

The Brzezinski and Carter visits to Damascus
Tel Aviv and Washington, D.C. have not given up their eﬀorts to prevent the emergence of
a Mediterranean battle-front in a war against Iran. With the rise of regional tensions in the
Middle East it was announced that former U.S. President James E. Carter Jr. had flown to
Egypt and the Levant for a fact-finding mission with a view to promoting peace. To some,
the announcement sounded like a breath of fresh air. The former U.S. president, met with
leaders and oﬃcials in Egypt, Israel, the West Bank, and Syria.

It should be noted that Jimmy Carter met with President Basher Al-Assad in Syria just
months after Zbigniew Brzezinski headed a RAND Corporation delegation to Damascus on
February 12, 2008. [31] The sequence of these meetings is not coincidental. Brzezinski
was a U.S. national security advisor under the Carter Administration. Both men could also
have been involved in talks with Iranian diplomats and oﬃcials in Damascus.
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What really highlighted Carter’s trip to the Middle East were his meetings in Damascus
with the leader-in-exile of Hamas, Khaled Meshaal, on April 18 and 19, 2008. [32] The controversy behind the meetings with Hamas was that they had been portrayed as diplomatic
taboo in an eﬀort to isolate the Palestinian organization in the Middle East and global
arena.

Before the meetings in Damascus, Carter had prior meetings with representatives of Hamas in Cairo. [33] From the start of the talks between the political leadership of Hamas
and Jimmy Carter, the media reported that Israel and the U.S. were fiercely opposed to
these meetings. [34] In reality, the Bush Jr. Administration and Israel were supportive of
these meetings.

Engaging Hamas: An Attempt to Deactivate the Opening of a Palestinian Front?
Despite the claims of Condoleezza Rice, the Carter Center even released a statement from
its headquarters in Atlanta saying that the U.S. State Department made no objections
about Carter’s meetings with Hamas oﬃcials and the Syrians. In the past, the White House
secretly supported Nancy Pelosi’s 2007 visit to Damascus with a bipartisan U.S. delegation. It was in the same timeframe as Nancy Pelosi’s visit to Syria that a Bush Jr. Administration oﬃcial arrived in Damascus to talk about “Iraqi refugees” and that Condoleezza
Rice went on to hold talks with the Syrian Foreign Minister in Egypt. In this case Jimmy
Carter was part of concerted eﬀorts by the U.S. and Israeli governments to disengage the
fighting between the Palestinians and Israel in the Gaza Strip through a truce.

While public opinion was led to believe that Israel was opposed to the Hamas-Carter talks,
the former U.S. president was in fact negotiating directly with Hamas on behalf of Israeli
oﬃcials.
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While the Israeli government reaﬃrmed that Hamas could not be a “partner for peace”,
Jimmy Carter was passing on messages from the Israeli government to both Hamas and
Syria. According to Carter’s own words, he was acting in the Middle East as a communicator and intermediary between the parties.
A closer examination of what transpired between Hamas and Carter reveals the true nature and purpose of the Carter mission.

The deputy prime minister of Israel is Eli Yishai, who is also responsible for the Israeli Ministry of Industry. Eli Yishai’s oﬃce acknowledged on April 18, 2008 that the second highest
ranking oﬃcial in the Israeli government had asked Jimmy Carter to arrange meetings between Hamas and Eli Yishai. The pretext and justification was to discuss a possible prisoner exchange for Gilad Shalit, an Israeli corporal captured by Hamas and two other Palestinian groups. [35] Oﬃcially, it was claimed that Eli Yishai, the leader of the Shas Party, had
defied government policy with his request.

In actuality, Israel has been negotiating a ceasefire with Hamas. Ehud Olmert’s comments
to Yedioth Ahronoth, an Israeli newspaper, spell out the real reasons why Carter was reported not to have met with Israeli leaders prior to his visit to Syria: “Were Jimmy Carter to
have met with me, and two days later with Khaled Meshaal, it could have created a facade
of negotiations between us and Hamas.” [36] Ehud Olmert’s public rebuﬀ of Jimmy Carter
was also announced as not being personal by Yohanan Plesner, a member of Ehud
Olmert’s Kadima Party, during meetings with Carter in Jerusalem. [37] Undoubtedly, the
meeting between Carter and Plesner would not have happened without Olmert’s okay.
Ehud Olmert’s messages were being passed to Carter through his Kadima subordinate.
Adding context to the mission by Carter is crucial. His visit came at a junction in time
when war was being openly talked about not just against Lebanon and Syria, but against
Iran.
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On April 20, 2008, the Syrian President announced that messages had been exchanged
between Israel and Syria through an unnamed third party, to explore the possibility of resuming Israeli-Syrian peace talks. [38] This was merely days after Carter’s visit to Damascus.

Two days later, on April 23, 2008, it was reported worldwide that the Israeli government
had notified Damascus on April 22, 2008 through Turkish Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, the third party, that Israel was ready to return the Golan Heights to Syria. [39] The
Turkish government had served as a go between since 2006, exchanging messages between Israel and Syria. The Israelis also insisted, again, that Syria knew what the conditions for peace were: the dissociation of Damascus from Iran and the Resistance Bloc. [40]

The American role in these overtures to Hamas and Syria is also a major factor. Syria was
even reported to have requested U.S. involvement in peace talks with Israeli oﬃcials. In
fact, a few days after the end of the Carter mission and the Israeli messages sent via Turkey, the Syrian Foreign Minister travelled to Tehran to discuss the Israeli and U.S. proposals with Iranian oﬃcials. It is clear that Syria will not end its alliance with Iran. While in Tehran, the Syrian Foreign Minister stated that Israel should withdraw to the international
boundary of 1967 and not just withdraw from the Golan Heights alone. [41]

The Palestinian-Syrian-Iranian United Front
Ten diﬀerent Palestinian organizations opposing Israel are hosted by Syria, and thus called
the “Palestinian Damascus Ten,” whereas many other capitals in the Arab World have rejected hosting them. While some of these Palestinian organizations are Syrian surrogates,
they are considered as “rejectionists,” because they adamantly oppose the one-sided
Palestinian-Israeli agreements dictated by the White House and accepted by the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO). Amongst the rejectionists are Hamas, the Democratic
Front for the Liberation of Palestine (DFLP), Palestinian Islamic Jihad, the Popular Front for
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the Liberation of Palestine-General Command (PFLP-GC), and the Palestinian Popular
Struggle Front (PPSF or PSF).
Hamas along with the Damascus-based Palestinian groups are aligned to both Tehran and
Damascus. It is on this basis that ties linking the Palestinians, Syria, and Iran have developed.

The Palestinian Prime Minister, Ismail Haniyeh, while visiting Tehran in 2006 referred to Iran
as the “strategic depth” of the Palestinian people in their struggle against Israel. [42] Syrian, Libyan, Lebanese, Algerian, and Iraqi oﬃcals, amongst many others in the Arab World,
have also called Iran the “strategic depth” of the Arabs against Israel. In relationship to
these ties, Khaleed Meshaal announced in 2005 during high-level meetings in Tehran that
Hamas and the Palestinians would support their important ally Iran in a regional war. [43]
This factor is of immense importance in the case of an Israeli-U.S. war directed against
Syria and Iran.

Alongside Hamas, most of these Palestinian organizations and their supporters, including
those in Egypt and Jordon, have also made it clear, through announcements in 2005,
2006, and 2007 that they would lead the Palestinians in battle as part of a united front in
the case of an all encompassing conflict in the Middle East. This is another dimension of
the Mediterranean battle-front that would emerge in a war against Iran.

The Hashemite Kingdom of Jordon could be sucked into any regional war involving the Palestinians as allies of Syria and Iran. There are more Palestinians and Iraqis in Jordon than
there are Jordanian Arabs. Jordon could also face simultaneous civil war and regime
change in Amman, where a new republican government could take over and ally itself with
Syria and Iran. This would have major ramifications against the U.S. and Israel. Other Arab
regimes are also vulnerable too.
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In this regard, the leaders in Cairo have been pushing for a truce between Israel and the
Palestinians in the Gaza Strip. Omar Sueiman, an Egyptian cabinet minister working in the
capacity of the chief of Egyptian intelligence, was also sent to Tel Aviv several times by his
government, to assist Israel in neutralizing a potential Palestinian front from emerging in
the context of a regional war scenario.

Furthermore, if a regional war were to break out, Palestinian fighters would confront Israeli
forces, with the help of Syria and Iran. At this particular juncture, the dialogue with Hamas
is part of an eﬀort to silence or disengage the “Palestinian Front” by establishing a truce
between Hamas and Israel, prior to the commencement of a war with Iran.

The March to War in the Levant and its relationship to a Broader War involving Iran

Despite the Israeli-Syrian peace talks, the two sides are involved in war preparations.
Zalman Shoval, a former Israeli diplomat and politician describes this evolving situation as
follows: “The message I received in Washington about two weeks ago [in the start of April,
2008] was clear and included a trace of displeasure: Why do you have people [in Israel],
and ministers in particular, who continue to amuse themselves with the baseless notion
that conditions for peace between Israel and Syria have been created?” [44]

In the eyes of both those controlling the U.S. and Israeli governments, the terms of a socalled peace must be dictated by the victors, those with the upper hand. According to the
Fox News Network the Bush Jr. Administration also signed a secretive, unprecedented,
and broad directive in March, 2008 to target Iran, Syria, Hezbollah, and those in Lebanon
that are opposed to America’s agenda for establishing a new regional order.
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The Levant is on a serious war footing.
All major players in the Levant have been continuously talking about war.
Tel Aviv’s leaders have insisted that they are not seeking war with Syria. Tel Aviv has maintained that it wants peace with Syria, even on the eve of the largest emergency exercise in
the history of Israel, which included open war preparations by the Israeli military on the Syrian border. These exercises included simulations of an Israeli invasion of Syria.

The Israeli government insisted that Israel was not making war preparations against Syria
despite the fact that the scenarios played out in Israel for over a year, identified Syria, Lebanon and the Palestinian Territories as the enemies. [45]
Moreover, Israeli oﬃcials have continuously threatened to retaliate with a heavy hand
against any attempts against Israel.

Al-Watan has also revealed that defensive preparations are being made by Syria against
Israeli attacks expected to be launched in the summer months of 2008 in close coordination with U.S. military planners, just as they were against Lebanon in 2006. [46] May and
June, 2008, are expected to be possible windows of time for an Israeli oﬀensive against
Syria.

On the other hand, Al-Watan reported (April 3, 2008) that the Israeli government would in
2009 distribute gas masks to its citizens, in anticipation of attacks using chemical and biological weapons. This report could be an indication that there will be no war in 2008.

Several reports from the Middle East maintain that all the players involved in the Levant
are preparing for a scenario where Israel is awaiting retaliation by Hezbollah for the Mughni-
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yeh Assassination. This scenario of expected retaliation could be used by Israel to draw
Syria into the conflict. The situation would then escalate as Iran intervenes militarily
against Israel to protect its allies. In turn, the United States and NATO would intervene to
protect Israel.

Other analysts suggest, on the other hand, that Israeli-U.S. strikes against Lebanon, Syria,
and Iran would be implemented almost simultaneously. Still others believe that Iran will be
attacked first and then a front in the Levant will be opened.
Other plausible reports suggest that secret negotiations have been ongoing between all
parties and that war will be avoided either because of a weakened U.S. military, which has
forced America to negotiate with Iran or because of emerging common interests between
Iran and America.

Another outlook is that Tel Aviv has no intention of striking Iran, which has advanced military capabilities of retaliation against Israel. But Israel still intends to attack Lebanon.
Whatever the scenario, the United States and Israel are making joint preparations and intend to confront the same players including Iran, Syria, Hezbollah, and Hamas.
General Petraeus and Ambassador Ryan C. Crocker, the top U.S. civilian oﬃcial in Iraq,
have told the U.S. Senate that Syria and Iran are using a “Lebanization strategy” in Iraq. A
“Lebanization strategy” according to Ambassador Crocker is a political strategy where local forces are committed to alignments with Syria and Iran. This is being painted as the reason behind Anglo-American failure in Iraq. As mentioned earlier Hezbollah and Iran, along
with Syria, are also being blamed for U.S. and Coalition deaths in Iraq.

Since 2003, Israel and the U.S. have been looking for ways to force Syria into surrendering
or for waging an isolated war against Damascus without involving Tehran.
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The window of time for an isolated war against Syria, apart from one with Iran, appears to
have vanished and a war against Syria seems to be planned alongside the conflict with
Iran. Moreover, Russia has also initiated a naval presence in the Eastern Mediterranean
and oﬀ the Syrian coast to protect Syria and to challenge the U.S. and its NATO allies. [47]
Both Russia and Iran have also been arming Syria and cooperating together.

The march to war in the Levant is linked to the stride towards conflict with Iran.
Syria has long been a target of Israel and America. At this point it is fitting to refer back to
an incisive British report from 2006 by The Sunday Times: “‘The challenge from Iran and
Syria is now top of the Israeli defence agenda, higher than the Palestinian one,’ said an Israeli defence source. Shortly before the war in Lebanon Major-General Eliezer Shkedi, the
commander of the air force, was placed in charge of the ‘Iranian front’, a new position in
the Israeli Defence Forces. His job will be to command any future strikes on Iran and
Syria.” [48]

This account from The Sunday Times indicates that the war against Lebanon in 2006 was
part of a broader war agenda in the Middle East. Moreover, an Israeli command post
against Iran was established prior to the 2006 war. The article also illustrates the intricate
link between a war against Iran and war plans against Lebanon and Syria. Further details
are also given in regards to Israeli preparations for Syria in 2006: “‘In the past we prepared
for a possible military strike against Iran’s nuclear facilities,’ said one insider, ‘but Iran’s
growing confidence after the war in Lebanon means we have to prepare for a full-scale
war, in which Syria will be an important player.’ A new infantry brigade has been formed
named Kfir (lion cub), which will be the largest in the Israeli army [and responsible for an invasion of Syria]. ‘It is a partial solution for the challenge of the Syrian commando brigades,
which are considered better [trained and equipped] than Hezbollah’s [militia],’ a military
source said.” [49]
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Eric S. Margolis, one of Canada’s most respected columnists has also linked war preparations against Lebanon and Syria as part of a broader war scenario directed against Iran:
“Israel, backed by the [White House], certainly has been using the carrot of a return of [the]
Golan to entice Syria away from Iran. But there is also a big stick: Ever-stronger threats of
a U.S.-Israeli attack on Syria. Israel’s September [2007] attack on Syria was a clear warning. Cheney and fellow militarists are pushing hard for attacks on Syria, Lebanon and Iran
before President George W. Bush leaves oﬃce. Neocons have flocked to [Senator] John
McCain’s banner — in spite of Hillary Clinton’s vow to ‘obliterate’ Iran if it attacked Israel
with nuclear weapons. They believe U.S. attacks on Arab states and/or Iran would prove
decisive in winning the presidency for McCain this November. A U.S. attack on Syria could
well be the first step of a broader air war against Lebanon and Iran.” [50]

In a regional war scenario, Israel will deal mainly with Lebanon and Syria while the U.S.
and Britain will deal mainly with Iran. [51] The help of Turkey and NATO will definitely be
needed by Israel, America, and Britain in such a war. Ankara and NATO will also be involved in both fronts. [52]

NATO has already built a presence on the western borders of Syria and Lebanon and inside Afghanistan on the eastern borders of Iran with forward positions. Israeli oﬃcials such
as Shaul Mofaz have also stated, in no uncertain terms, that if they launch an attack on
Iran, the U.S. and NATO will come to the aid of Tel Aviv.

Only time will tell what happens. In the words of Robert Fisk, “Whether this frightening conflict takes place will depend on President Bush’s behaviour. If America — or its proxy, Israel — bombs Iran, the response is likely to be swift…” [53]
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1. Killing Innocent Civilians as part of a US Covert Op. Mobilizing Public Support for
a R2P War against Syria
By Prof. Michel Chossudovsky
US military doctrine envisages the central role of “massive casualty producing events” in
which innocent civilians are killed.
The killings are deliberately carried out as part of a covert operation. The enemy is blamed
for the resulting atrocities.
The objective is to justify a military agenda on humanitarian grounds. The doctrine dates
back to 1962: Operation Northwoods.
Under a secret 1962 Pentagon Plan entitled Operation Northwoods, civilians in the Cuban
community in Miami were to be killed as part of a covert operation. The objective was to
trigger a “helpful wave of indignation in US newspapers”. The killings and “acts of terrorism” were then to be blamed on the Cuban government of Fidel Castro.

The objective of this sinister plan –which Secretary of Defense Robert McNamara and
President J. F. Kennedy– refused to carry out, was to drum up public support for a war
against Cuba:
“In the early 1960s, America’s top military leaders reportedly drafted plans to kill innocent
people and commit acts of terrorism in U.S. cities to create public support for a war
against Cuba.

Code named Operation Northwoods, the plans reportedly included the possible assassination of Cuban émigrés, sinking boats of Cuban refugees on the high seas, hijacking
planes, blowing up a U.S. ship, and even orchestrating violent terrorism in U.S. cities.
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The plans were developed as ways to trick the American public and the international community into supporting a war to oust Cuba’s then new leader, communist Fidel Castro.
America’s top military brass even contemplated causing U.S. military casualties, writing:
“We could blow up a U.S. ship in Guantanamo Bay and blame Cuba,” and, “casualty lists
in U.S. newspapers would cause a helpful wave of national indignation.”

…. The documents show “the Joint Chiefs of Staﬀ drew up and approved plans for what
may be the most corrupt plan ever created by the U.S. government,” writes Bamford. (U.S.
Military Wanted to Provoke War With Cuba – ABC News emphasis added. This Secret Pentagon document was declassified and can be readily consulted (See Operation Northwoods, See also National Security Archive, 30 April 2001)

The Northwoods 1962 document was titled “Justification for U.S. Military Intervention in
Cuba”. ”The Top Secret memorandum describes U.S. plans to covertly engineer various
pretexts that would justify a U.S. invasion of Cuba. These proposals – part of a secret antiCastro program known as Operation Mongoose - included staging the assassinations of
Cubans living in the United States, developing a fake “Communist Cuban terror campaign
in the Miami area, in other Florida cities and even in Washington,” including “sink[ing] a
boatload of Cuban refugees (real or simulated),” faking a Cuban airforce attack on a civilian jetliner, and concocting a “Remember the Maine” incident by blowing up a U.S. ship in
Cuban waters and then blaming the incident on Cuban sabotage.”

(http://www.gwu.edu/~nsarchiv/news/20010430/doc1.pdf, emphasis added)

Flash Forward, Cuba 1962, Syria 2012…
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While the implementation of Operation Northwoods was shelved, its fundamental premise
of using civilian deaths (described by the Pentagon as a “massive casuality producing
event”) as a pretext for intervention (on humanitarian grounds) has been applied on several
occasions in the post 9/11 era.
The fundamental question: Were the May 2012 killings of civilians in the city of Houla part
of a carefully planned covert operation, with the intent to drum up public support for a war
on Syria.

The deaths are blamed on the Al Assad government, with “casualty lists in U.S. newspapers causing a helpful wave of indignation.”. Meanwhile, several European countries, Canada and Australia have cut oﬀ diplomatic relations with Syria. This decision to isolate
Syria was carried similtaneously by several governments. It was taken prior to the conduct
of an investigation.
A military intervention by NATO –which is already on the drawing board– is now being contemplated, following the statement of France’s newly elected president Francois Hollande.
An outright war on Syria could potentially evolve towards a broader regional war extending
from the Eastern Mediterranean to Central Asia. It is, therefore, crucial that World public
opinion take cognizance of the media lies and war propaganda pertaining to the Houla
massacre, not to mention the insidious role of the US-NATO sponsored death squads.
Was the Houla massacre part of a sinister covert operation bearing the fingerprints of Operation Northwoods?

There is absolutely no evidence that the Syrian government was behind these killings.
There are indications as well as documentary evidence that, from the outset of the insurgency in the border city of Daraa in mid-March 2011, terrorists supported by foreign pow-
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ers have been involved in the killings of innocent civilians. Israeli intelligence sources
(August 2011) confirm an organized process of recruitment of terrorist fighters by NATO:
NATO headquarters in Brussels and the Turkish high command are meanwhile drawing up
plans for their first military step in Syria, which is to arm the rebels with weapons for combating the tanks and helicopters …

Also discussed in Brussels and Ankara, our sources report, is a campaign to enlist thousands of Muslim volunteers in Middle East countries and the Muslim world to fight alongside the Syrian rebels. The Turkish army would house these volunteers, train them and secure their passage into Syria. (DEBKAfile, NATO to give rebels anti-tank weapons, August
14, 2011, emphasis added)

ANNEX Excerpts from Operation Northwoods:
(page 7-8 of actual Joint Chiefs report)
A series of well coordinated incidents will be planned to take place in and around Guantanamo to give genuine appearance of being done by hostile Cuban forces.
A. Incidents to establish a credible attack:
(1) Start rumors (many). Use clandestine radio.
(2) Land friendly Cubans in uniform “over-the-fence” to stage attack on base.
(3) Capture Cuban (friendly) saboteurs inside the base.
(4) Start riots near the base main gate (friendly Cubans).
(5) Blow up ammunition inside the base: start fires.
(6) Burn aircraft on air base (sabotage).

184

(7) Lob mortar shells from outside of base into base.
(8) Capture assault teams approaching from the sea or vicinity of Guantanamo City.
(9) Capture militia group which storms base.
(10) Sabotage ship in harbor; large fires – naphthalene.
(11) Sink ship near harbor entrance. Conduct funerals for mock-victims.
(12)
A “Remember the Maine” incident could be arranged: We could blow up a US ship in
Guantanamo Bay and blame Cuba. Casualty lists in US newspapers would cause a helpful
wave of national indignation.
We could develop a Communist Cuban terror campaign in the Miami area, in other Florida
cities and even in Washington.
(page 10 of actual Joint Chiefs report)

Hijacking attempts against civil air and surface craft should appear to continue as harassing measures condoned by the government of Cuba.
It is possible to create an incident which will demonstrate convincingly that a Cuban aircraft has attacked and shot down a chartered civil airliner enroute from the United States.
The destination would be chosen only to cause the flight plan to cross Cuba. The passengers could be a group of college students oﬀ on a holiday.
An aircraft at Eglin AFB would be painted and numbered as an exact duplicate for a civil
registered aircraft belonging to a CIA proprietary organization in the Miami area. At the designated time the duplicate would be substituted for the actual civil aircraft and would be
loaded with selected passengers, all boarded under carefully prepared aliases. The actual
aircraft would be converted to a drone.
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The drone aircraft and the actual aircraft will be scheduled to allow a rendezvous south of
Florida. From the rendezvous point the passenger-carrying aircraft will descend to minimum altitude and go directly into an auxiliary field at Eglin AFB where arrangements will
have been made to evacuate the passengers and return the aircraft to its original status.
The drone aircraft meanwhile will continue to fly the filed flight plan. When over Cuba the
drone will be transmitting on the international distress frequency a “MAY DAY” message
stating he is under attack by Cuban MIG aircraft. The transmission will be interrupted by
destruction of the aircraft which will be triggered by radio signal.

2. Report: Rebels Responsible for Houla Massacre, Armed rebels murdered “entire
Alawi families” in village of Taldo in Houla

By John Rosenthal - Archive
It was, in the words of U.N. special envoy Kofi Annan, the “tipping point” in the Syria conflict: a savage massacre of over 90 people, predominantly women and children, for which
the Syrian regime of Bashar al-Assad was immediately blamed by virtually the entirety of
the Western media. Within days of the first reports of the Houla massacre, the U.S.,
France, Great Britain, Germany, and several other Western countries announced that they
were expelling Syria’s ambassadors in protest.

But according to a new report in Germany’s leading daily, the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung (FAZ), the Houla massacre was in fact committed by anti-Assad Sunni militants, and
the bulk of the victims were member of the Alawi and Shia minorities, which have been
largely supportive of Assad. For its account of the massacre, the report cites opponents of
Assad, who, however, declined to have their names appear in print out of fear of reprisals
from armed opposition groups.
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According to the article’s sources, the massacre occurred after rebel forces attacked three
army-controlled roadblocks outside of Houla. The roadblocks had been set up to protect
nearby Alawi majority villages from attacks by Sunni militias. The rebel attacks provoked a
call for reinforcements by the besieged army units. Syrian army and rebel forces are reported to have engaged in battle for some 90 minutes, during which time “dozens of soldiers and rebels” were killed.

“According to eyewitness accounts,” the FAZ report continues,
the massacre occurred during this time. Those killed were almost exclusively from families
belonging to Houla’s Alawi and Shia minorities. Over 90% of Houla’s population are Sunnis. Several dozen members of a family were slaughtered, which had converted from
Sunni to Shia Islam. Members of the Shomaliya, an Alawi family, were also killed, as was
the family of a Sunni member of the Syrian parliament who is regarded as a collaborator.
Immediately following the massacre, the perpetrators are supposed to have filmed their
victims and then presented them as Sunni victims in videos posted on the internet.
The FAZ report echoes eyewitness accounts collected from refugees from the Houla region by members of the Monastery of St. James in Qara, Syria. According to monastery
sources cited by the Dutch Middle East expert Martin Janssen, armed rebels murdered
“entire Alawi families” in the village of Taldo in the Houla region.

Already at the beginning of April, Mother Agnès-Mariam de la Croix of the St. James Monastery warned of rebel atrocities’ being repackaged in both Arab and Western media accounts as regime atrocities. She cited the case of a massacre in the Khalidiya neighborhood in Homs. According to an account published in French on the monastery’s website,
rebels gathered Christian and Alawi hostages in a building in Khalidiya and blew up the
building with dynamite. They then attributed the crime to the regular Syrian army. “Even
though this act has been attributed to regular army forces . . . the evidence and testimony
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are irrefutable: It was an operation undertaken by armed groups aﬃliated with the opposition,” Mother Agnès-Mariam wrote.
John Rosenthal writes on European politics and transatlantic security issues. You can follow his work at www.trans-int.com or on Facebook.
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3. Propaganda War: Houla Massacre Committed by US-NATO Sponsored “Free Syrian Army”. But They Accuse Syrian Government

By Thierry Meyssan - Archive
[The] 108 bodies were laid out by the Free ’Syrian’ Army [1] in a mosque in Houla. According to the rebels, these were the remains of civilians massacred on 25 May 2012 by progovernment militia known as ‘Shabbihas’.
The Syrian government appeared completely shocked by the news. It immediately condemned the killings, which it attributed to the armed opposition.

While the national news agency, SANA, was unable to provide details with certainty, the
Syrian Catholic news agency, Vox Clamantis, immediately issued a testimony of some of
the events formally accusing the opposition [2].
Five days later, the Russian news channel Rossiya 24 (exVesti) aired a very detailed 45minute report, which remains to date the most comprehensive public inquiry [3].
The West and Gulf States who are working towards a “regime change” in Syria and have
already recognized the opposition as a privileged interlocutor, have adopted the FSA’s version of events without waiting for the report from the United Nations Supervision Mission
(UNSMIS).

As a sanction, most of them have resorted to a prearranged measure, namely the expulsion of Syrian ambassadors to their respective countries. This does not represent a rupture of diplomatic relations, as the rest of the accredited Syrian diplomatic personnel will
remain stationed where they are.
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The United Nations Security Council adopted a presidential statement condemning the
massacre without indicating who was responsible. It furthermore reminded the Syrian government of its responsibilities, namely the protection of its people using proportionate
measures, that’s to say without the use of heavy weapons.
Contrary to this, the High Commissioner for Human Rights Navi Pillay endorsed the allegations blaming the Syrian authorities, and demanded that the case be transferred to the International Criminal Court.

French President François Hollande and his Foreign Aﬀairs Minister Laurent Fabius have
announced their intention to convince Russia and China not to obstruct a future Security
Council’s resolution authorizing the use of force, while the French press is accusing Russia
and China of protecting a criminal regime.
Responding to these charges, Russia’s First Deputy Minister of Foreign Aﬀairs Andrey Denissov expressed regret over France’s “basically emotional reaction” – devoid of analysis.
He reiterated that the steadfast position of his country, in this case as for others, is not to
support governments, but peoples (it being understood that the Syrian people elected
President al-Assad at the last constitutional referendum).

The United Nations Supervision Mission went to Damascus at the request of the Syrian
government. It was received by the opposition who control this zone, and was able to establish various observations to be used in writing its status report.
At an internal press briefing, the President of the Syrian investigation Commission into the
massacre read a brief statement revealing the initial elements of the current investigation.
According to him, the massacre was carried out by the opposition as part of an FSA military operation in the area.
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Aware that the findings of the UN Supervision Mission report may backfire on them, the
Western countries requested that the Human Rights Council in Geneva (which is under
their control) set up another investigation Commission. A report from this body could be
produced quickly in order to impose a version of events before the Supervision Mission is
able to draw its own conclusions.

How can we know what happened in Houla?
Press agencies and Western foreign ministreis immediately blamed the Syrian government
for the killings, before any investigation could take place.
Two main factors are impeding the work of investigators. The Syrian government lost control of Houla many weeks ago. Syrian magistrates are therefore unable to go to Houla, and
even if some journalists are able to do so, this is only with the permission of and under
close surveillance by the FSA.

There is however one exception: a team from Rossiya 24, the 24-hour Russian news channel was able to move around the area without an escort, and produce an exceptionally detailed report.
The oﬃcial Syrian Commission claims to have collected several witness statements, but
has declared that these shall only be presented to the press once the final report has been
established. At present, the identity of these witnesses remains protected by investigation
secrecy. However, several of the accounts were broadcast on public television on 1st
June.

The investigators are also in possession of videos provided exclusively by the FSA.
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Lastly, since the FSA amassed the bodies in a mosque and began burying them the very
next day, it was not possible for UN observers to carry out forensic assessments on many
of the dead.

Voltaire Network ’s conclusions:
Houla is not a town, but an administrative area made up of three villages, each with about
25,000 residents but which today lie largely abandoned. The Sunni market town of Tal Daw
has been under rebel control for many weeks. The Free “Syrian” Army had imposed its
rule there. The national Army was securing transport routes by maintaining several posts
on roads within the area, but did not venture beyond these roads.
Certain individuals kidnapped children and attempted unsuccessfully to extort ransoms.
[5] In the end, these children were killed a few days before the Houla massacre, but their
bodies were brought by the Free “Syrian” Army to be laid out amongst the others.

In the evening of 24 May, the Free “Syrian” Army launched a very large-scale operation to
reinforce its control over the region, and to make Tal Daw its new base.
In order to do this, 600-800 combatants from various districts gathered in Rastan and
Saan and proceeded to launch simultaneous attacks on the military bases. At the same
time, a team was fortifying Tal Daw by installing five anti-tank missile batteries, and purging the town of some of its inhabitants.

The first victims in Tel Daw were a dozen people related to Abd al-Muty Mashlab – a legislator of the recently elected Baas party who was appointed Secretary of the National Assembly; following this, the family of a senior oﬃcial – Mouawyya al-Sayyed – was killed.
Subsequent targets were families of Sunni origin who had converted to Shiite Islam.
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Other victims included the family of two journalists for Top News and New Orient News,
press agencies associated with Voltaire Network. Many people, including children, were
raped before being killed.
With only one of the Army’s bases having fallen, the assailants changed strategy. They
transformed a military defeat into a communication operation, attacking the al-Watani hospital and setting fire to it. They took corpses from the hospital morgue and transported
them along with those of other victims to the mosque, where the bodies were filmed.

The theory of a single massacre perpetrated by pro-government militia does not stand up
to the facts. There were battles which took place between loyalists and rebels, as well as
several massacres of pro-government civilians at the hands of the rebels.
Then, a scenario was staged by the Free “Syrian” Army where corpses originating from
these various earlier situations were mixed together.

Indeed, the existence of the “Shabbihas” is a myth. Whilst there are certainly individuals in
favour of the government who are armed and capable of committing acts of revenge, there
is no structure or organized group that could be termed as a pro-government militia.
Political and diplomatic implications
The expulsion of Syrian ambassadors by Western countries is a measure that was planned
well in advance and therefore well-coordinated. Westerners were waiting for a massacre of
this type before carrying out this action. They ignored numerous previous massacres that
they knew had been perpetrated by the Free “Syrian” Army, and seized on this one believing that it had been committed by pro-government militia.

The idea of a coordinated expulsion did not emanate from Paris, rather from Washington.
Paris in principle gave its agreement, without having examined the legal implications. For
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in practice, Lamia Chakkour is also the Syrian Ambassador to UNESCO, and cannot therefore (according to the terms of the accord de siège) be expelled from French territory. Further to this, even if she were not accredited to UNESCO, her French-Syrian dual nationality
means that she cannot be expelled from French territory.
These expulsions were coordinated by Washington to create the illusion of a general movement in order to put pressure on Russia. Indeed, the US is looking to test the new international balance of power, to size up Russia’s reactions and to find out how far they will go.

The choice of the Houla aﬀair, however, has been a tactical error. Washington seized upon
the aﬀair without checking the details, thinking that nobody would be able to verify it. This
was forgetting that Russia has moved into the country – with over 100,000 Russians currently residing in Syria.
Of course, they did not deploy a high-tech anti-aircraft defense system just to discourage
NATO from bombarding Syria; they also set up information bases including troops that are
able to move around rebel controlled areas.

In this way, Moscow was able to shed light on the facts within a few days. Their specialists
succeeded in identifying the 13 members of the FSA guilty of these killings and gave their
names to the Syrian authorities. With this, not only did Moscow not waver, it has hardened
its stance.
For Vladimir Putin, the fact that the West wanted to make the Houla massacre into their
symbol shows that they are out of touch with the reality on the ground. Having withdrawn
the oﬃcers in charge of the Free “Syrian” Army, the only information available to the West
comes from their drones and satellites observing what is happening. They have become
vulnerable to the lies and vaunting of the mercenaries they have deployed on the terrain.
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For Moscow, this massacre is just another tragedy like many others that Syrians have
been enduring for the last year. But hasty instrumentation on the part of the West shows
that they have failed to develop a new collective strategy since the fall of the Islamic district of Baba Amr. In essence, they are but acting on guesswork, which is allowing others
to gain the upper-hand.

4. “Humanitarian War Criminals” in High Oﬃce: Was the Houla Massacre Ordered by
the Western Military Alliance?
By Prof. Michel Chossudovsky
“And thus I clothe my naked villany, … And seem a saint, when most I play the devil.” (William Shakespeare, King Richard III)
It has now been established that the Houla massacre, which has resulted in more than one
hundred deaths of men, women and children, was not undertaken by the pro-government
militia Shabbiha as claimed in chorus and without evidence by the Western media.

Several authoritative reports, including a recent report of the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, confirm unequivocally that “opposition” FSA terrorists were behind these atrocities.
(Neue Erkenntnisse zu Getöteten von Hula: Abermals Massaker in Syrien – Politik – FAZ,
June 8, 2012)

“Those killed were almost exclusively from families belonging to Houla’s Alawi and Shia minorities. Over 90% of Houla’s population are Sunnis. Several dozen members of a family
were slaughtered, which had converted from Sunni to Shia Islam. Members of the Shomaliya, an Alawi family, were also killed, as was the family of a Sunni member of the Syrian
parliament who is regarded as a collaborator. Immediately following the massacre, the per-
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petrators are supposed to have filmed their victims and then presented them as Sunni victims in videos posted on the internet.” (FAZ, op cit. Translated from German).

The FAZ report largely corroborates the report by Russian journalist Marat Musin, which includes detailed testimonies:
”When the rebels seized the lower checkpoint in the center of town and located next to
the local police department, they began to sweep all the families loyal to the authorities in
neighboring houses, including the elderly, women and children.
Several families of the Al-Sayed were killed, including 20 young children and the family of
Abdul Razak. The people were killed with knives and shot at point blank range.

Then they presented the murdered [corpses] to the UN and the international community as
victims of bombings by the Syrian army, something that was not verified by any marks on
their bodies.” (Marat Musin, THE HOULA MASSACRE: Opposition Terrorists “Killed Families Loyal to the Government”, Global Research, June 1 , 2012)
These two reports dispel the lies and fabrications of the Western media. Entire progovernment families in Houla were massacred. The terrorists were mercenaries and professional killers operating under the auspices of the self-proclaimed Free Syrian Army (FSA).
An earlier report published in Der Spiegel (March 2012) suggests that the FSA is involved
in a routine and organized process of mass-murder. The article focusses on extra-judicial
killings in Homs conducted under the mandate of so-called “burial brigades”.

A single “burial brigade” in Homs, according to the executioner’s testimony, was responsible for the arbitrary execution of 350-400 people including “prisoners” (Shiite and Alawi)
and “traitors” (Sunni). The “traitors” are Sunni civilians within the occupied urban and rural
areas, who express their opposition to the rule of terror of the Free Syrian Army (FSA):
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“Since last summer, we have executed slightly fewer than 150 men, which represents
about 20 percent of our prisoners,” says Abu Rami. … But the executioners of Homs have
been busier with traitors within their own ranks than with prisoners of war. “If we catch a
Sunni spying, or if a citizen betrays the revolution, we make it quick,” says the fighter. According to Abu Rami, Hussein’s burial brigade has put between 200 and 250 traitors to
death since the beginning of the uprising.” (Profile of Rebels in Homs and Their Executioners – SPIEGEL ONLINE, March 29, 2012)

The important questions which the Spiegel report does not address are: Who is behind
these rebel groups? Who, within the FSA, decides on the categorization of prisoners and
“traitors”. Bear in mind, the executioner is a young man obeying orders from higher up.

The Houla Massacre: War Propaganda
It is important to underscore the diabolical nature of these killing operations, which are
casually blamed on the Al Assad government. They constitute a central component of USNATO war propaganda. They are intended to trigger “a helpful wave of indignation”
against the Al Assad government, thereby harnessing public support for a military intervention on humanitarian grounds. (See Michel Chossudovsky, SYRIA: Killing Innocent Civilians as part of a US Covert Op. Mobilizing Public Support for a R2P War against Syria,
Global Research, May 30, 2012)

Without the unbending support of public opinion, the justification to wage war would collapse like a deck of cards.
The Houla massacre was used not only as a pretext to call for regime change, but also as
a justification to isolate Syria politically. Immediately following the announcement of the
massacre and prior to the conduct on an investigation, several Western governments cut
oﬀ diplomatic relations with Syria. This decision –coordinated by the US State Depart-
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ment– was apparently planned well in advance of the Houla massacre: “The United States
joined several other nations in expelling a senior Syrian diplomat in response to the massacre of more than 100 men, women and children in the Syrian village of Haoula on May
25…. State Department spokeswoman Victoria Nuland said May 29 that the responsibility
for the massacre rests “firmly at the feet of the Assad regime” and its militia group, the
Shabiha.”

At the United Nations Security Council, the Houla massacre became a casus belli, the
main justification to wage war on humanitarian grounds. The Security Council was called
upon to grant the green light to an R2P NATO intervention against Syria in reprisal for the
alleged crimes committed by the government of Bashar Al Assad against the Syrian people.

But what happens now?
Atrocities were committed by units of the Free Syrian Army (FSA), an armed entity directly
supported by the US-NATO-Israel military alliance. The Syrian government cannot be held
responsible for killings undertaken by rebel forces which were recruited, trained and financed by the US and its allies.
Who is behind these rebel groups? What is the precise nature of the relationship between
the FSA and the Western military alliance?
What is the command structure?
What is the nature of this diabolical covert operation?
Who ordered these atrocities against the Syrian people?
Were these issues to be fully revealed to the broader public, the lies and fabrications of
the Western media would be exposed. In turn, the pretext to wage an R2P war on Syria
would fall flat.
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One suspects, in this regard, that a renewed wave of media lies and fabrications will be
launched to quell the truth.

But the question remains.
If the Al Assad government is not behind the massacre, what actions should be taken
against those who ordered this massacre? Western governments (US, France, Britain),
with the support of Turkey, Israel, Saudi Arabia and Qatar are the prime suspects.
Mercenaries and death squads including al Qaeda aﬃliated militia were dispatched to
Syria as part of a covert intelligence operation. Special forces from several Western countries are acting as military advisers on the ground inside Syria.

What we are dealing with is a criminal undertaking in blatant violation of international law.
Those who ordered the killings are the self proclaimed members of the international community.
What stance should be taken by the United Nations against the governments of member
states which are complicit in these horrendous crimes against humanity. Perhaps this is a
hypothetical question because three of these complicit member states are permanent
members of the UN Security Council.

There can, however, be no double standards in international law with regard to crimes
against humanity.
The same criteria used, without proof, against president Bashar al Assad, should be applied to those who ordered this diabolical covert operation.
What was the role of the “US regime” and its allies (including its various military and intelligence entities) in channelling covert as well as overt support to the FSA death squads?
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Should “regime change” be contemplated in countries whose elected governments are directly or indirectly complicit in the conduct of crimes against humanity? The answer to
this question will not come from the UN Security Council, it will emerge from country-level
grass-roots actions, in Europe and North America, directed against a criminal and corrupt
political system.

There are indications as well as documentary evidence that, from the outset of the insurgency in the border city of Daraa in mid-March 2011, terrorists supported by foreign powers have been involved in the killings of innocent civilians. Israeli intelligence sources
(August 2011) confirm an organized process of recruitment of terrorist fighters by NATO:
NATO headquarters in Brussels and the Turkish high command are meanwhile drawing up
plans for their first military step in Syria, which is to arm the rebels with weapons for combating the tanks and helicopters …

Also discussed in Brussels and Ankara, our sources report, is a campaign to enlist thousands of Muslim volunteers in Middle East countries and the Muslim world to fight alongside the Syrian rebels. The Turkish army would house these volunteers, train them and secure their passage into Syria. (DEBKAfile, NATO to give rebels anti-tank weapons, August
14, 2011, emphasis added)
The selected articles below provide details on the Houla massacre as well as an analysis
of the covert operations and media disinformation campaigns.

The Truth is ultimately a powerful instrument.
Confronting the lies and dismantling the process of media disinformation is an essential
component of the anti-war movement.
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5. VATICAN NEWS: Foreign Fighters, Mercenaries, Terrorists, behind Syria Massacre

"The desolation of Homs and the war of information ": the Words of a Greek-Catholic
Bishop
By Vatican News (Agenzia Fides)
Global Research Editor’s Note

We bring to the attention of our readers this important article by Vatican News (Agenzia Fides) which refutes unequivocally the lies and fabrications of the mainstream media regarding the identity of the terrrorists.
Those responsible for the massacres in Houla, Homs and other cities are “foreign fighters”, Libyan mercenaries, Salafist militants, according to the testimony of French Bishop
Mgr. Philip Tournyol Clos.
The testimony also refers to former French ambassador to Syria who warned the French
government of the underlying situaiton.

Highlights
“The enemies of Syria have enlisted some of the Muslim Brotherhood in order to destroy
the brotherly relations that traditionally existed between Muslims and Christians”
“Peace in Syria could be saved if everyone told the truth. After a year of conflict, the reality
on the ground is far from the picture that imposes disinformation in Western media”:
“The Syrian soldiers in fact, continue to face foreign fighters, mercenaries Libyans, Lebanese militants from the Gulf, Afghans, Turks.
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“The Sunni Salafist militants – says the Bishop – continue to commit crimes against civilians, or to recruit fighters with force. The fanatical Sunni extremists are fighting a holy war
proudly, especially against the Alawites. When terrorists seek to control the religious identity of a suspect, they ask him to cite the genealogies dating back to Moses. And they ask
to recite a prayer that the Alawites removed. The Alawites have no chance to get out
alive.” (PA) (Agenzia Fides 04/06/2012)

Forward this report, it says the truth. It emanates from the Vatican’s news service. Post it
on facebook, Bring it to the attention of church parishes and mosques.
Confront your local news media. Why is the truth being suppressed.
Why is this and other testimonies not front page news? Is it because it refutes the media
“consensus” that the Al Assad government is behind the massacres?

Michel Chossudovsky, Montreal, June 4, 2012
Damascus (Agenzia Fides) – “Peace in Syria could be saved if everyone told the truth. After a year of conflict, the reality on the ground is far from the picture that imposes disinformation in Western media”: says a testimony sent to Fides Agency by the French Bishop
Philip Tournyol Clos, a greek-Catholic Melkite Archimandrite, who recently visited Syria, by
traveling to diﬀerent cities, like Damascus, Aleppo and Homs.
In Homs, called the “martyred city”, “opposition forces have occupied two areas, Diwan Al
Bustan and Hamidieh, where there are all the churches and bishoprics,” the Archimandrite
told Fides. “The picture for us – he continues – is utter desolation: the church of Mar Elian
is half destroyed and that of Our Lady of Peace is still occupied by the rebels. Christian
homes are severely damaged due to the fighting and completely emptied of their inhabitants, who fled without taking anything. The area of Hamidieh is still shelter to armed
groups independent of each other, heavily armed and bankrolled by Qatar and Saudi Ara-
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bia. All Christians (138,000) have fled to Damascus and Lebanon, while others took refuge
in the surrounding countryside.

A priest was killed and another was wounded by three bullets. Still a couple live there, but
the five bishops have had to take refuge in Damascus and Lebanon.
“The Christian leader continues: “In the capital car bombs and assassinations on behalf of
Islamist suicide bombers, drawn by the desire of heaven, that cradle the dream of the end
of the Alawite regime are feared. Currently the country, through the bloody work of adventurers who are not Syrian is trying to be destabilized.

The former French ambassador, Eric Chevallier, reported this information, which was always rejected, while many details remain to be forged to keep the war against Syria,” denounced the Bishop to Fides. In Damascus in recent weeks, there were terrible attacks
that ended with a toll: of 130 deaths (including 34 Christians), 400 injured and many
houses damaged. “The consternation was general, indescribable pain,” notes the Archimandrite, recalling that “the Syrians are simple and playful people.” As far as Christians
are concerned the Bishop says: “Christians live in peace, sharing the suﬀerings of all, but
they are ready to admit that they have never felt so free in the past and to remember the
full recognition of their rights, given to them by this government.”

Mgr. Philip Tournyol Clos says the key to Syrian Christian and Muslim leaders, who say:
“The enemies of Syria have enlisted some of the Muslim Brotherhood in order to destroy
the brotherly relations that traditionally existed between Muslims and Christians: Yet, to
date,they are not able to: they have provoked a contrary reaction and the two communities are more united than before.” The Syrian soldiers in fact, continue to face foreign fighters, mercenaries Libyans, Lebanese militants from the Gulf, Afghans, Turks. “The Sunni Salafist militants – says the Bishop – continue to commit crimes against civilians, or to recruit
fighters with force. The fanatical Sunni extremists are fighting a holy war proudly, espe203

cially against the Alawites. When terrorists seek to control the religious identity of a suspect, they ask him to cite the genealogies dating back to Moses. And they ask to recite a
prayer that the Alawites removed. The Alawites have no chance to get out alive.” (PA)
(Agenzia Fides 04/06/2012)
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6. THE HOULA MASSACRE: Opposition Terrorists “Killed Families Loyal to the Government”

Detailed Investigation by Marat Musin
Global Research Editor’s Note
This incisive report by independent Russian journalist Marat Musin dispels the lies and fabrications of the Western media.

The report is based on a chronology of events as well as eyewitness accounts. Entire progovernment families in Houla were massacred. The terrorists were not pro-government
shabbiha militia as conveyed, in chorus, by the mainstream media, they were in large part
mercenaries and professional killers operating under the auspices of the self-proclaimed
Free Syrian Army (FSA):
“When the rebels seized the lower checkpoint in the center of town and located next to
the local police department, they began to sweep all the families loyal to the authorities in
neighboring houses, including the elderly, women and children.
Several families of the Al-Sayed were killed, including 20 young children and the family of
Abdul Razak. The people were killed with knives and shot at point blank range.
Then they presented the murdered [corpses] to the UN and the international community as
victims of bombings by the Syrian army, something that was not verified by any marks on
their bodies.”

We call on our readers to forward this report far and wide, post it on facebook. .
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The massacre in Houla is being blamed on the Syrian government without a shred of evidence. The objective is not only to isolate Syria politically and economically, but to develop a pretext and a justification for waging an R2P humanitarian war on Syria.

The US Ambassador to the United Nations Susan Rice has hinted that if the Security Council does not act, the US and its allies may consider “taking actions outside of the Annan
plan and the authority of the [UN Security] Council.”
This report by Marat Musin confirms that crimes against humanity are being committed by
terrorist militia.
It is essential to reverse the tide of war propaganda which uses civilian deaths as a pretext
to wage war, when those killings of civilians were carried out not by government forces but
by professional terrorists operating under the helm of the US-NATO sponsored Free Syrian
Army.

Michel Chossudovsky, Global Research, Montreal, June 1, 2012
In the weekend of May 25, 2012, at about 2 PM, big groups of fighters attacked and captured the town of Al – Hula of the Homs province. Al-Houla is made up of three regions:
the village of Taldou, Kafr Laha and Taldahab, each of which had previously been home for
25-30 thousand people.
The town was attacked from the north-east by groups of bandits and mercenaries, numbering up to 700 people. The militants came from Ar-Rastan (the Brigade of al-Farouk from
the Free Syrian Army led by the terrorist Abdul Razak Tlass and numbering 250), from the
village of Akraba (led by the terrorist Yahya Al-Yousef), from the village Farlaha, joined by
local gangsters, and from Al Houla.
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The city of Ar-Rastan has long been abandoned by most civilians. Now Wahhabis from
Lebanon dominate the scene, fueled with money and weapons by one of the main orchestrators of international terrorism, Saad Hariri, who heads the anti-Syrian political movement “Tayyar Al-Mustaqbal” (“Future Movement”). The road from Ar-Rastan to Al-Houla
runs through Bedouin areas that remain mostly out of control of government troops, which
made the militant attacks on Al Hula a complete surprise for the Syrian authorities.

When the rebels seized the lower checkpoint in the center of town and located next to the
local police department, they began to sweep all the families loyal to the authorities in
neighboring houses, including the elderly, women and children. Several families of the AlSayed were killed, including 20 young children and the family of the Abdul Razak. Many of
those killed were “guilty” of the fact that they dared to change from Sunnis to Shiites. The
people were killed with knives and shot at point blank range. Then they presented the murdered to the UN and the international community as victims of bombings by the Syrian
army, something that was not verified by any marks on their bodies.

The idea that the UN observers had heard artillery fire against Al-Houla in the Safir Hotel in
Homs at night… I consider nothing short of a bad joke. 50 kilometers lie between Homs
and Al-Houla. What kind of tanks or guns has this range? Yes, there was intensive gunfire
in Homs until 3 am, including heavy weapons. But, to give an example, on the night of
Monday to Tuesday shooting was due to an attempt by law enforcement to regain control
for a security corridor along the road to Damascus, Tarik Al-Sham.

After a visual inspection of Al Hula it is impossible to find traces of any of fresh destruction, bombing and shelling. During the day, several attacks by gunmen are made on the
last remaining soldiers at the Taldou checkpoint. Militants used heavy weapons and snipers made up of professional mercenaries were active.

207

Note that once, the exactly same provocation failed at Shumar (Homs) and 49 militants
and women and children were killed, when it was organized just before a visit of Kofi Annan. The last provocation was immediately exposed as soon as it became known that the
bodies of the previously kidnapped belonged to Alawites. This provocation also contained
serious inconsistencies – the names of those killed were from people loyal to the authorities, there were no traces of bombings, etc.

However, the provocation machine is running all the same. Today, the NATO countries directly threat to bomb Syria, and a simultaneous expulsion of Syrian diplomats has begun
… As of today, there are no troops within the city of Al Hula, but there are regularly heard
bursts of automatic fire, nonetheless. Moreover, it is unclear whether the militants are fighting with each other, or whether supporters of Bashar al-Assad are being cleaned out.

Militants opened fire on virtually everyone who tries to get closer to the border town. Before us a UN convoy was fired upon and two armored jeeps of the UN observers were
damaged, when they tried to drive up to an army checkpoint in Tal Dow.
In the attack on the convoy a twenty-year-old terrorist was spotted. The fire was directed
on the unprotected slopes of the first jeep, the back door of the second armored car was
hooked by a fragment. There are wounded among those accompanying.

According to a wounded soldier:
“The next day, UN observers came to us at the checkpoint and as soon as they arrived,
gunmen opened fire on them. And three of us were injured. One was wounded in the leg,
the second – in the back, and I was hit in the hip.
When the observers came, they could hear a woman who was standing next to them and
cried, the woman stood and pleaded the observers’ help – to protect her from the bandits.
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When I was wounded, the observers watched as I fell, but none of them tried to help. Our
checkpoint no longer exists. There are no civilians any longer in Taldou, only militants remain. Our relationship to the locals was excellent. They are very good to us; they called on
the army to enter Taldou. We were attacked by snipers.”

Unfortunately, many of the militants are professional snipers. 100-200 meters from our
group TV-crew, militants attacked a BMP that went to replace soldiers at the checkpoint.
During this a soldier – draftee got a concussion and slight tangential wound in the head by
a sniper bullet. Looking at the pierced Kevlar helmet, it seems he did not even realize that
he survived by a miracle.

Snipers kill up to 10 soldiers and policemen at checkpoints each day. It is true, that the
daily casualties of law enforcement agencies in Homs were dozens of victims daily. But,
unfortunately, at 10 am, six dead soldiers were taken to the morgue. Most were killed by a
shot in the head. And the day had just begun…
So, these are the names of those were killed by snipers in the early morning hours of May
29:
1. Sergeant Ibrahim Halyuf
2. Sergeant Salman Ibrahim
3. Policeman Mahmoud Danaver
4. Conscript Ali Daher
5. Sergeant Wisam Haidar
6. the dead soldier’s family name could not be clarified
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The bandits even fired an automatic burst on our group of journalists, although it was clear
that this is a normal filming crew, consisting of unarmed civilians.

HOW THE ATTACK BEGAN
After Friday prayers at about 2 PM on May, 25th a group from the Al Aksh clan started firing on a checkpoint of law enforcement oﬃcers from mortars and rocket-propelled grenades. Returning fire from a BRDM hit the mosque, and this was the very aim to lead to a
bigger provocation.

Then, two groups of militants led by the terrorist Nidal Bakkour and Al-Hassan from the Al
Hallak clan, supported by a unit of mercenaries, attacked the upper checkpoint on the
eastern outskirts of the city. At 15.30 the upper checkpoint was taken, and all the prisoners executed: a Sunni conscript had his throat cut, while Abdullah Shaui (Bedouin) of DeirZor was burned alive.

During the attack on the upper checkpoint in the east, the armed men lost 25 people,
which were then submitted to the UN observers, together with the 108 dead civilians – “victims of the regime”, allegedly killed by bombing and shelling of the Syrian army. As for the
remaining 83 bodies, including 38 young children, they were from the families that were
executed by militants. These families were all loyal to the government of Syria

Interviews:
with a law enforcement oﬃcer:
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“My name is Al Khosam, I am a law enforcement oﬃcer. I served in the village of Taldou,
the district of Al-Houla, a province of Homs. On Friday, our checkpoint was attacked by a
large group of militants. There were thousands.
Q: How do you protect yourself?
Answer: A simple weapon. We had 20 people, we called support, and when they were
coming for us, I was wounded, and regained consciousness in the hospital. The attackers
were from Ar-Rastan and Al-Hula. Insurgents control Taldou. They burned houses and
killed people by the families, because they were loyal to the government. Raped the
women and killed the children.”

Interview with a wounded soldier:
“I am Ahmed Mahmoud al Khali. I’m from the city Manbej. Was wounded in Taldou. I come
from a support group that came to the aid of our comrades, who were stationed at the
checkpoint.

Militants destroyed two infantry fighting vehicles and one BRDM standing at our checkpoint. We moved out to Taldou in a BMP, to pick up our wounded comrades from the
checkpoint within the city. We drove them back in the BMP, and I filled in their place.
And after a while the UN observers came. They came to us, we led them to the homes of
families who were cut by thugs.

I saw a family of three brothers and their father in the same room. In another room we
found dead young children and their mother. And another one- an old man killed in this
house. Only five men, women and children. The woman raped and shot in the head, I covered her with a blanket. And the commission had seen them all. They put them in the car
and drove away. I do not know where they took them, probably for burial.”
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A resident of Taldou on the roof of the police department:
“On Friday afternoon I was home. Hearing the shots, I came out to watch what was happening and saw that the fire came from the north side, towards the location of army checkpoint. As the army did not respond, they started to approach the homes, were subsequently the family was killed. When the army started to return fire, they used the women
and children as human shields and continued firing at the checkpoint. When the army began answered, they fled. After that, the army took the surviving women and children and
brought them into safety. At this time, Al Jazeera aired pictures and said that the Army
committed the massacre at Al Hula.

In fact, they killed the civilians and children in Al-Hula. The bandits did not allow anyone to
carry out their work. They steal everything that they can get their hands on: wheat, flour, oil
and gas. Most of the fighters are from the city of Ar Rastan.”
After they captured the city, they carried the bodies of their dead comrades, as well as the
bodies of people and the children they killed to the mosque. They carried the bodies in
KIA pickups. On May, 25th, at around 8 PM, the corpses were already in the mosque. The
next day at 11 o’clock in the morning the UN observers arrived at the mosque.

Media Disinformation
To exert pressure on public opinion and change the positions of Russia and China, texts
and subtitles in Russian and Chinese languages were prepared in advance, reading: “Syria
– Homs – the city of Hula. A terrible massacre perpetrated by the armed forces of the Syrian regime against civilians in the town of Houla. Dozens of victims and their number is
growing, mainly women and children, brutally killed by indiscriminate bombing of the
CITY.”
Two days later, on May 27, after the residents’ stories and video recordings made showed
that the facts do not support the allegation of shelling and bombing, the bandits’ videos
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had undergone significant changes. At the end of the text appeared this postscript: “And
some were killed with knives.”
Marat Musin, Olga Kulygina, Al-Houla, Syria

7. Video: "Humanitarian Intervention" in Syria: Towards Regional War?
by grtv
Video: http://youtu.be/cGYTM9-DSEI
Prof. Michel Chossudovsky, Director of the Centre for Research on Globalization, weighs
in on the insurrectionary nature of the Syrian conflict and its potential to generate a larger
regional conflict in the Middle East.

As the Syrian crisis enters its 16th month, the recent massacres in Houla and Hama have
revived calls for foreign intervention and the toppling of President Bashar al-Assad. US Ambassador to the United Nations Susan Rice has recently hinted that the United States
would soon take action outside of the Annan plan and the authority of the United Nations
if the persistent violence in Syria continued unabated.

While the Syrian opposition severs its commitment to uphold Kofi Annan's peace plan and
openly calls for a UN- no-fly zone to replace the monitoring mission, US Secretary of State
Hillary Clinton has announced a new transition plan that would remove Assad from power
completely. As outside forces plan a post-Assad transition strategy, the people of Syria are
fast approaching a historic crossroads, of which may lead to a broader sectarian conflict
that would forever reshape the Middle East.
Video: http://youtu.be/cGYTM9-DSEI
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