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Plans to Attack Iraq
Make Saudis Target, Too

by Suzanne Rose

As the Washington climate grows closer and closer to a near-
term attack on Iraq, there is a more operational quality to the
plans of the “Clash of Civilizations” faction both inside and
outside the Bush Administration, to bring down the Saudi
monarchy. Saudi-bashing has become as common in Demo-
cratic circles, as it has been among Republican hawks. The
remarks by Senate Majority Leader Tom Daschle (D-S.D.)
on the “Fox News Sunday” broadcast, urging President Bush
to get tough on the Saudis and dispense with Palestinian Au-
thority President Yasser Arafat, earned headlines in the neo-
conservativéVashington Timeson June 17.

There were saner voices at a Capitol Hill forum sponsored
by the Middle East Policy Council on June 14. Coming just
after President Bush had rebuffed Egyptian President Hosni
Mubarak’s Washington peace mission, the forum’s speakers
warned that the drift of U.S. policy could force the Arab
League to withdraw its support for Saudi Crown Prince Abd-
ullah’s peace plan. The experts, some of them former State
Department officials, recognized the revolutionary impor-
tance of the Abdullah Plan, which committed the Arab League
to recognize the right of Israel to exist as a nation at peace, if
it withdraws from territories conquered in 1967.

The Policy Council speakers noted that, in the danger-
ously escalating crisis in the Middle East, the President is
making policy contrary to U.S. national and security interests,
in deference to the part of the Republican Party base con-
trolled by the “Christian Right.” Mahmoud Fandy, from the
National Defense University in Washington, stressed that
Saudi Arabia is the center of the Muslim world. with the
capability of bringing its co-religionists into support for the
peace process. The Abdullah Plan, for example, was fully
backed even by Irag. Fandy called it, “normalization for nor-
malization.” “The Arabs are asking Israel to be a normal state
with clear borders,” he said.

Edward Walker, former Assistant Secretary of State for
Near Eastern Affairs, said the Abdullah Plan means that, if
we can get to peace, it will be accepted in the Arab world. He
called it both an offer, and an ultimatum to the rejectionists,
the radical movements who seeitasin their interestto obstruct
any peace with Israel.

Because of U.S. policy and continuous Israeli military
action, there is rising pressure in the Arab world to retract
support for the plan, said Council president and moderator
Charles Freeman. Michael Hudson, professor of Arab Studies
and International Relations at Georgetown University, who
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had recently returned from the Middle East, underscored the
urgency of the peace process, aseconomicand political condi-
tions are worsening by the day. His remarks were seconded
by others. The Arab population is beginning to look at its
leaders as toothless, unable to stop Israeli carnage, nor gain
any support for their viewsin Washington.

Freeman concluded, that therereally isnorational alterna-
tiveto the Abdullah Plan, but there areirrationa alternatives,
and the clock isticking.

‘Clash of Civilizations' War hawks M eet

On the other side, a think-tank base whose drumbeat
against Saudi Arabiais crescendoing, isthe Hudson Institute
inWashington, which helditsown forumon June 18, todepict
the Saudi Kingdom as arogue state with noright to exist asa
nation. Themeeting on“ Saudi Arabiaand Terrorism,” jointly
sponsored by Hudson and the Aspen Institute Berlin, located
an attack on Irag asan “ opportunity,” to be followed with the
breakup of Saudi Arabia.

Fragmenting and conquering the Arab/Muslim world has
been agoa of the geopalitical faction for which Henry Kiss-
inger, Zbigniew Brzezinski, and Princeton Prof. Bernard
Lewis are leading spokesmen, and Saudi Arabia stands in
their way. As both alongtime aly of the United States, and
thereligiouscenter of Islam, it hasthe capability of becoming
aforce for peace between the Palestinians and | sraelis—and
it opposes attacking Irag. Crown Prince Abdullah’s plan has
made his nation a target for destruction by political circles
whosetheoriescall for aperpetua religiouswar, awar which
began on Sept. 11.

The Hudson Institute has many tentacles into the Bush
Administration and Capitol Hill. It is the base of Sen. John
McCain's (R-Ariz.) former campaign manager, Marshall
Whitman, whoispromoting athird party “Bull Moose” Presi-
dential candidacy for McCain. Hudson's rabidly pro-Ariel
Sharon Memri Ingtitute is run by Meyrav Wurmser, whose
husband, David Wurmser, is the top aide to Assistant Secre-
tary of Statefor ArmsControl John Bolton, and aprovocateur
of “anti-terrorist wars.”

The"irrational alternatives’ warned of by theMiddle East
Policy Council, were fully on display at the Hudson/Aspen
meeting. Sen. Sam Brownback (R-Kan.), who has made a
career of bashing Muslims, announced new legislation to de-
prive Saudi Arabia of military or financial support unless it
“renounces terrorism.” Moderator Michael Barone, colum-
nist with U.S News & World Report, pronounced the Saudis
evil, and said the Sept. 11 hijackers were motivated by evil
Saudi Arabian ideas. The Abdullah Plan was dismissed as a
public relations ploy by Dore Gold, a former foreign policy
adviser to Likudniksincluding former Israeli Prime Minister
Benjamin Netanyahu and current Prime Minister Ariel
Sharon.

David Pryce-Jones, senior editor of the National Review,
portrayed Saudi Arabia and Iraq as tribal conglomerates,
which should not be classified as nation-states. Simon Hen-
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Saudi Crown Prince Abdullah’s Peace Plan, and hisnation, are
theimmediate targets of Clash of Civilizationsfactionsin
Washington, as a result of new doctrines and plans preparing war
onlrag.

derson, author of the book After King Fahd—Succession in
Saudi Arabia, continuedinthisvein, proposingaU.S. military
intervention in the Saudi Kingdom, to “protect”—this can
only mean to grab—its oil supplies.

Chilling Response on Palestinian ‘ Transfer’

EIR posed a strategic question to the Hudson Institute's
panel, and got a response with chilling implications for the
Middle East. “ There are reports circulating,” went the ques-
tion, “that Sharon intendsto forcibly transfer the Palestinians
from the West Bank to Jordan under cover of awider war—
most likely an attack on Irag—and, in collaboration with pol-
icy circles who want the upper hand in the U.S,, to declare
Jordan to be ‘Palesting,’ to extend the Hashemite dynasty
(over Irag). Saudi Arabiawould be broken up into religious
and ethnicenclaves, andtheU.S. would take over theoil fields
in the East. People like Bernard Lewis support this. Does
anyone on the panel support theseimperial policies?’

Henderson replied that he did endorse aspects of this pol-
icy. Pryce-Jones said, “Thisisaplastic hour; therewill bean
attack. If they go into Irag, a plastic hour will develop. We
arewaiting on events. A dramatic outcomeis possible. Saudi
Arabiamay bebrokenup. The Shi’ itesmay becomean Ameri-
can dependency.”

Then, half-jesting, Pryce-Jonesadded that DefensePolicy
Board Chairman “Richard Perle may take over [the adminis-
tration]. The new order may be coming.”
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