The Iraq war is against China’s development

23 March 2003

The running aggression against Iran and the Arab word, for reinforcing the control over the oil markets, seems the classic Anglophone operation for preserving the monopoly of raw materials markets and for profiting from that. If all along the twentieth century, Anglophone war activities were against the German and Japanese development, now their problem and obsession is Chinese and Southeast Asian development, which appears nevertheless unarrestable. Increases in oil prices are anyway drainages of resources from profit and economic development to rents.  

The consequences of events are largely unpredictable. Even more now that there is absolute lack of specialists in political and strategic fields, while there is overabundance of agitators and propagandists. Some general elements seem however evident. 

Firstly, the Anglophone forces are conducting the politico-military operations in the worst conditions. The first irreparable mistake has been the attempt to mask aggression. Strong militarisms, as the British and US ones, having not the courage to trigger an aggression without long deception activities, risk to damage it. It is what happened and is happening. The aggression started too late, years too late. Politically, without any international cover for governing Iraq, the US and British militarisms risk to be now victims of their same propaganda that their goal was only the removal of an adverse government. They might win the military aspect of the war, and immediately later to let Iraq to other ones without profiting from the aggression. It is extremely doubtful they could find Iraqi Statesmen and Stateswomen disposable to prostitute themselves and their country to foreign powers. From the other side, the British and US militarisms seem not to have any realistic plan on what to do of Iraq, a State which is largely an artificial creation, a colonialism’s legacy. The North is Kurd, but bordering with a Turkey traditionally conducting ethnic cleansing against Kurd populations. The South might be easily assimilated inside the Persian space. The same destruction of Iraq, an Israeli obsession, will immediately strengthen Iran and Turkey. A Turkey now aligning more from the side of the EU than of its [apparently] traditional US ally is heavily garrisoning the North Iraqi borders. There might be finally also positive aspect on Iraq or what will remain of it. This war might be anyway the end of a decade and half of uncertainty and aggression, with economic sanctions and daily bombardments from the US and British air forces. A new phase opens for the different parts of Iraq. 

Although even from the military point of view, nobody can know what will really happen. There are too many aleatory elements. The Anglophone forces are overwhelming only in ultramodern war techniques. In guerrilla warfare or other unconventional war, everything might be different, if conditions for guerrilla warfare and other unconventional war will create. The Anglophone militarisms are already facing the Afghan failure. There, they have removed a centralised government with which they might have negotiated for instance oil-pipeline works. Now a new feudal Afghanistan is dominating, with Western money, the Afghan space. Will they do the same in Iraq, with finally no profit, but only costs, from the military operations? Or here will they simply destroy a central government, which will be replaced from another one free from economic sanctions and Anglophone military aggression? Victim of their same propaganda that they wanted to overturn a government and not to fight a State, will they be incapable to impose the repayment of the costs of the aggression and, on the contrary, will they finance the defeated [if it will be defeated] aggressed? In the case of a long military occupation, the contemporary US militarism already showed absolutely inept, from Lebanon to Somalia, to deal with civil population: in this case, will Bush ask Italian troops for handling the Iraqi civilian population?     

Even from the military point of view, it will depend largely on what other world powers will decide to do, if there will not be an immediate stabilisation of the Iraqi situation. Iraq has been destabilised and de facto cut in different pieces since the Gulf War: it seems now improbable the restoration of the pre-Gulf War Iraq. There will be any Islamic support to unconventional war activities? What will do concretely France, which is traditionally strongly anti-American and anti-British even if with a notorious lack of character and courage? Will limit Russia to verbal disagreement or, even in the conditions of [Western-induced] economic destabilisation since its inaptitude to real economic reforms, will it try now to reconquer positions in Middle-East areas?      

The message lunched from Chinese media on Iraq is that of a country amused from the war games. Chinese specialists are limiting, for what concerns predictions, to copy different US specialists evaluations on a war which will last a week or a month. They reflect the temporary apparent absence of any real policy of the Chinese government on the matter. The Chinese government evidently wanted to avoid any confrontation with the USA on the matter. And it is now waiting what will happen on the field for deciding what really to do. The only sure awareness is that the increase of oil prices will have negative effects on its development, although without arresting or dramatically reducing it. While the Shanghai business community showed uneasy with a war dynamics was and is disrupting its businesses with Iraq.      

Too many oppose the Anglophone powers, even part of the States officially supporting them (Italy, for instance). But anyone wants to avoid a frontal confrontation since the excessive toughness of the Anglophone militarisms. Confrontation and war against them will assume unconventional forms, with an Anglophone world rapidly, and perhaps unarrestably, decreasing in power and influence on the world theatre.  
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