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How the Same Murderous Playbook is Being Used to Orchestrate Today's Wars
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=91Q0O5tCTDv0

This week Mark the 23rd anniversary of 9/11 the Catalyst for the US invasion of Iraq. We live in a world where the
reasons for that war remain opaque for many as in 4.5 million people being killed in the region because of the lies
of that war is just normalized but there are reasons why this war happened and it is very fitting to talk about them
today because these reasons are not relics of the past they are being replayed on the international scene right now.
The same manipulation fear-mongering and behind-the-scenes influence that pushed the United States into Iraq
are being used again but with Lebanon as well as Iran now in the crosshairs for very different reasons mind you
Lebanon is an entirely different beast from Iran but both are in the crosshairs of War. Every day the Lebanese
people go to sleep to the drums of War as headlines like these grow more ominous.
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Every day the Lebanese people in the South are pounded with Relentless bombs by Israel. And every day | am
asked if a broader War for us in Lebanon is inevitable. The Israelis have marketed the self-defense narrative about
them so successfully that we hear people in Lebanon say you know “if you don't bother Israel, Israel won't bother
you.” | don't know what world they live in but it certainly is not this one. So it's time to dismantle that illusion. So
we will expose them. In this video we will lay bare the forces that drove the United States to invade Iraq a
fascinating story that will give you chills. We will examine why that same Playbook is being used again today. After
you watch all my analyses you can tell me what you think will happen. Understanding the past is critical for making
sense of the current geopolitical tensions and for recognizing the signs before history repeats itself so let's begin.
The following harrowing tale of History contains data points that must be seared into your Consciousness. Burn
these data points into your eyeballs and you'll begin to see not only the past laid bare but also where the future
might be heading. So answer me this why did the United States invade Iraq in 20037 Take a moment. I'm not
asking about the stated reason. I'm asking about the real reason. To refresh everyone's memory the stated reason
for the invasion of Iraq was to eliminate Saddam Hussein's alleged stockpile of weapons of mass destruction
(WMDs), which was proven to be a completely fabricated lie as extensive searches post Invasion found no such
weapons revealing that intelligence had been fundamentally fabricated to the admission of those who fabricated
it. So what was the real reason for the invasion? Was there a connection with 9/11? No. There were zero
convincing links between Saddam and Bin Laden the perpetrator of 911. Bin Laden and his Associates were in
Afghanistan and Pakistan notin Iraq in fact Saddam and bin Ladin were quite hostile to each other. Saddam and
Iraq had nothing to do with 911. Was it to export democracy? For those who are too young to remember by 2003




Irag had been under the totalitarian rule of Saddam Hussein for nearly 24 years since July 1979. Saddam Hussein's
rise to power was actually facilitated by the 1963 CIA supported coup in Iraq

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/November_1963_lraqi_coup_d%27%C3%A9tat

which marked the ascent of the bath party the party to which Sadam belonged laying the groundwork for Saddam’s
eventual Takeover in 1979. Saddam, yes was a cruel dictator and his regime maintained a firm grip on power
through extensive surveillance and brutal repression to control dissent within the country . However this was not
unique to our world as about 40% of countries in 2003 were ruled by similar autocratic regimes almost 80
countries. So that's not areason to invade. Furthermore and perhaps more importantly Saddam was the best
friend of the United States in the 80s particularly during the Iran Irag war a period known as the Tilt toward Iraq. At
that time Iraq was seen as a counterbalance to the Revolutionary government of Iran and the United States
provided Iraq with intelligence economic aid and even dual use technology that they could be that could be used
both for civilian and Military purposes.

Saddam'’s 7
Foreign Minister ‘

Tareq Aziz
So no the US couldn't give a damn about Irag's dire human rights record.

Ronald
Reagan

Donald

Rumsfeld
)

Was it for security reasons? It was widely known that Saddam’s regime was notoriously incompetent this meant he
could not pose a real threat to the United States or its allies. In fact Saddam’s military suffered a devastating
defeat during the 1991 Gulf War. Iraq was heavily impacted by 10 years of very severe U.N. sanctions that starved
the Iraqi population. Iraq had no real military power. It was a “paper army,”
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Iraq’s Arsenal Was Only on Paper

Since Gulf War, Nonconventional Weapons Never
Got Past the Planning Stage
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By Barton Gellman
Jonuary 6, 2004 at 7:00 p.m. EST

strong on paper only U.N. inspections had eradicated Iraq's nuclear program and Saddam himself destroyed his
own biological and chemical weapons stockpile in a fascinating story that | will share another time. So no that's
not the reason. Finally you might say it was a war for oil for a long time many have said that it was a war for oil or a
means for corporations such as Halliburton to profit. However there is scant evidence or scant direct evidence to
substantiate these claims and ample evidence to that calls them into question. In fact oil companies as well as
weapons manufacturers or even defense contractors like Kellogg Brown & Root (KBR) were making no noise about
invading Irag. So why was the US so LASER-focused on invading Iraq after 9/11? Because of them:

And this is your data. The war against Iraq would certainly not have taken place if it weren't for the lobbying efforts
of Israel and its new conservative allies who orchestrated a campaign to push the us into invasion. In the spring of
2002 long before President Bush had decided to invade Iraq the Israelis began portraying Iraq as a threat to the
United States to justify U.S. action against Iraq as a preventative measure against another 9/11. However their
reasoning was baseless and in a typical Zionist fashion the Israelis invented the reasoning and peddled fabricated
claims, using intimidating tactics to pressure Bush into making a quick decision. How? They used a lie similar to
the “decapitated babies” story and completely fabricated the claim that they, the Israelis, have gathered evidence



that Iraq is speeding up efforts to produce biological and chemical weapons hoping to link Saddam’s Iraqg to
another 9/11.
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Israel To U.S.: Don't Delay
Iraq Attack

Israel is urging U.S. officials not to delay a
military strike against Iraq's Saddam Hussein,
an aide to Prime Minister Ariel Sharon said
Friday.

Israeli intelligence ofﬁcialstave gathered
evidence that Iraq is speeding up efforts to
produce biological and chemical weapons
said Sharon aide Ranaan Gissin.

The most influential Israeli figures from Prime Minister Ariel Sharon and every single former Prime Minister,
Benjamin Netanyahu Shimon Peres and Ehud Barak,



Shimon Peres, and Ehud Barak,

were at the Forefront of this misinformation campaign. They continuously visited the United States to advocate for
war. In public they consistently flooded the airwaves of top us press outlets and directly addressed Congress and

in private they were working every rope available to the Israel Lobby. Shimon Perez appeared on CNN multiple
times
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CNN NOVAK, HUNT & SHIELDS
Interview With Israeli Foreign Minister Shimon Peres

Aired May 11,2002 - 17:30 ET

But Iraq is an issue in their own right, and a very terrible one. | think
at everybody is a little bit impatient because there is a feeling that

l?mq is developing nuclear weapons. They possess chemical weapons.

They possess biological weapons. They are building missilchs&’nd

simply, you cannot sit and wait for meeting this challenge. AK: Is

this...

[ TR

Rice and Peres warn of Iraqi
threat

August 16, 2002 Posted: 4:29 AM EDT (0829 GMT)

In an interview with CNN, Peres said a war with Iraq would
be "an attempt to bring an end to the government of one of the

Shimon Peres appeared on CNN

multiple times®

and he stated we know that he (Saddam) is on his way to acquiring a nuclear option. The Israeli Prime Minister's

office Ariel Sharon was feeding alarming reports that Saddam gave an order to Irag's Atomic Energy Commission
last week to speed up its work
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Israel To US.: Don't Delay
Iraq Attack

As evidence of Iraq's weapons building
| activities, Israel points to an ordcrgaddam
gave to Iraq's Atomic Energy Commission last
week to speed up its worli(iissin said.

"Saddam's going to be able to reach a point
where these weapons will be operational,” he
said.

and it was plastered all over the US News. Sharon even pressured Vladimir Putin who was leading the charge for
new inspections in Iraq to say that it was too late for inspections to be effective
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PRIME MINISTER SHARON
TRIP TORUSSIA

By Un Dan
Published Oct. 1, 2002, 4:00 am. ET

But sources said Sharon told Putin that Israel ,
believes Saddam's arms experts took advantage of
the four years that the inspectors were absent from
Iraq to develop weapons of mass destruction.

“The Israeli evaluation is thaﬁt's loo late for any
serious inspections,” Sharon said




and they sent their very best pathological liar to address US Congress, this guy.

Figure 1: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PHzSr52fZLQ

CliffLInk to Remove

Netanyahu: “and if you take out Saddam, Saddam’s regime | guarantee you that it will have enormous
positive reverberations on the region. And | think that people sitting right next door in Iran - young people
and many others - will say the time of such regimes of such despots, is gone. There is a new age something
new is happening.”

Rep John Tierney: “No | guess | was looking for a connection between September 11th and my
understanding why we went to the Taliban is there was a connection there they were harboring somebody
that we believe did the act on September 11™.”

Netanyahu: “Yes that's the first reason why you ...
Rep John Tierney: “Now you're going to take me from September 11th to Iraq somehow?”

Netanyahu: Yes there is no question whatsoever that Saddam is seeking and is working and is advancing
towards the development of nuclear weapons. No question whatsoever, Saddam is hellbent on achieving
atomic bombs, Atomic capabilities as soon as he can.

That same pathological liar was given the primary page to publish in the Wall Street Journal an article entitled:
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The Case for Toppling
Saddam

By Benjamin Netaryahu
Sept. 20, 2002 at 12-01am ET
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Sept. 11 alerted most Americans to the grave dangers
that are now facing our world. Most Americans
understand that had al Qaeda possessed an atomic
device last September, the city of New York would
not exist today. They realize that last week we could
have grieved not for thousands of dead, but for |
millions.

But for others around the world, the power of
imagination is apparently not so acute. It appears
that these people will have to once again see the
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The case for toppling Saddam. He also published in the Chicago Sun Times
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the US must beat Saddam to the punch. And another former Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Barak published an
editorialin the New York Times entitled
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Taking Apart Irag’s Nuclear Threat

By Ehud Barak
resident Bush's policy of
ousting Saddam Hussein
creates an extraordinary
standard of strategic and
moral clarity. Millions in
the Middie East, includ-
oy many Iraqis, are praying that the
w-depth, genuine — and so typically
American — public debate that Is de-
veloping before our eyes about Irag
will not dilute this clarity.

On a practical level, the whole de-
bate can be reduced to three ques-
uons: whether a United Nations Secu-
rity Council resolution calling for an
inspection regime of the greatest rigor
is needed now; whether unilateral or
multilateral action against Saddam
Hussein would need to honor the time-
table of such a resolution; and wheth-
er the resolution’s wording or Uime-
lable would provide Mr. Hussein with
the means to postpone or cancel a
luture attack against him.

Saddam Hussein's nuclear-weapons
program provides the urgent need for
his removal. His previous violations of
United Nations Security Council reso-
lutions already provide the legal
ground and legitimacy lo remove him
before it becomes (00 late, But at the
ond of the day, given the world as it Is,
a Security Council resolution Is a
musi. Every cholce has its risks, but
ignoring the Security Council in this
case would make 1he goal of removing
Saddam Hussein much border to
achieve.

Such a resolution should not. howev-
¢r, paralyze the Bush administration.
fhe timetables for compliance by Irag
should be short and the deadlines pon-
negotiable. The risks of a resolution
would be minimized by a clear Amers-
can message that the United States
will be ready to act and will expect the
Security Council to back it If immedi-
ute and full Iragi compliance is not
forthcoming, If the Unied States does

Fhud Barak was primye oinister of
Israel from 1999 1o 2001

need to act, it will be in a much
stronger position for having consulted
first.

Those who prefer to walt and hope
for the best should contemplate the
following: no one really knows how

The surgical operalion needs high-
quality and timely intelligence and
superb quick-response operational ca-
pabilities. The right thing te do is to
have this option ready to go, because
no one can know when ar if the right
will come 1o execute It

close Saddam H is 10 bullding a
crude nuclear device — and it was a
crude device that destroyed Hiroshi-
ma and Nagasakl. Few will doubt Mr.
Hussein's readiness (o use a nuclear
‘weapon against American assels or
against Israel, if only under extreme
circumstances. Once Irag becomes a
nuclear power, the very declsion to go
to war against it would become a

A neighbor’s view
of how to fight
Saddam Hussein.

totally different ball game.

If Saddam Hussein is allowed o
cheat the inspectors and the world for
another year or two, we might end up
making an unforgivable mistake. We
In (srael bave already been through
this. Prime Minister Menachem Begin
ordered the destruction of an Iragi
nucicar reactor near Baghdad in 19881,
This action delayed an Iragli bomb by
at least 15 years. The whole world
condemned Israel — only to realize
later how farsighted it had been. Sad-
dam Husseln now is much more cau-
tious. His milltary-nuclear infrastruc-
ture is geographically spread out and
protected o avoid a repetition of the
1981 defeat

For a successful invasion of Iraq,
wo operational options are basically
valid: a surgical operation to hit the
core of the regime, and a full-scale
operation (o include major airborne
and ground forces, perhaps 300,000
soldiers.

The interrelationship between these
two opiions should be well undersiood.

If a surgical operation Is launched
and somehow [ails, the point of no
return has been reached and the Unit-
ed States will need 1o launch the wider
operation immedialely. When you
launch a surgical operation, you must
already be well deployed to follow it
through with larger forces. That com-
plicates matters: you need to be ready
for a fulMledged campaign on the
operational level and have the diplo-
matic backing lined up as well.

The “morning after” issue is also
not simple. Many serious observers of
the Middle East doubt whether a sta-
ble lrag will emerge after Saddam
Hussein's removal. They have a point.
But so do those who argue that after 75
years of modern Iraq, a nation has
been established that will stand the
challenge.

Turkey will never support the effort
(o remove Saddam Hussein unless a
firm commitment & made, in ad-
vance, not to allow a Kurdish state in
northern Iraq. In regard to Iran, it
may well see the benefits of having
America, risking American lives, de-
feat Iran’s major rival for the second
time In 15 years. Whatever happens,
some turbulence will result from Sad-
dam Hussein's demise. But if he is
removed decisively, it might acceler-
ate positive internal processes within
Iran — and not simply excite Shiites in
the south of Iraq to shake off govern-
ment [rom Baghdad

Finally, it Is clear (1o me that putting
an end to Saddam Hussein's regime
will change the geopelitical landscape
of the Arab world. No Arab leader can
afford admitting it now, even behind
closed doors. But they are wise enough
to sce how much better off they will be
once the Husseln regime Is gone
Saddam Hussein has set an example
of defiance, especially against the first
President Bush, that other Arab lead-
crs cannot and should not emulale;

the example lcads only to emply ges-
tures and developmental stagnation,
both of which the Arab nations have
had enough of already. There is a
generation of Arab leaders about 1o
come into power who do not need 1o
put themselves through yet amother
version of secularist Nasserite despo-
tism. An Arab world without Saddam
Hussein would enable many from this
generation to embrace the gradual
democratic opening that some of the
Persian Gull states and Jordon have
begun o enjoy.

Frecing the region of Saddam Hus-
sein would also create an opening for
forward movement on the Israeli-Pal-
estinian conflict. It was only after Mr.
Hussein's supporter, Yasir Arafat,
found himsell beaten and isolated in
1891 that he was willing to go to Ma-
drid and enter fully into the Osl peace

e85,

Nothing can be assured in advance.
But the opportunities far exceed the
dangers. The greatest risk now lies in
inaction. The history of the lasi centu-
ry showed us clearly what the price of
paralysis can be. The public debate
over lraq policy must continue, But
the readiness Lo act, once the ime is
ripe, should not fade away. (8]
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Taking Apart Iraq's Nuclear
Threat

By Ehud Barak
Sepl. 4, 2002

President Bush's policy of ousting Saddam
Hussein creates an extraordinary standard of
strategic and moral clarity. Millions in the
Middle East, including many Iraqis, are praying
that the in-depth, genuine — and so typically
American - public debate that is developing
before our eyes about Iraq will not dilute this
clarity.

On a practical level, the whole debate can be
reduced to three questions: whether a United
Nations Security Council resolution calling for
an inspection regime of the greatest rigor is
needed now; whether unilateral or multilateral
action against Saddam Hussein would need (o
honor the timetable of such a resolution: and
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https://www.nytimes.com/2002/09/04/opinion/taking-apart-irag-s-nuclear-
threat.html?unlocked_article_code=1.ME4.slAJ.O8Drbr02c5qV&smid=url-share

“Taking Apart Irag's Nuclear Threat”. Can you imagine giving former leaders of a foreign country constant coverage
so they can spew falsehoods in the US's Prime media Outlets? The extent to which these Israeli leaders
manipulated the American Media and political system continually spewing lies in Prime Outlets is outstanding and
astounding. Never before has the US allowed foreign leaders to dominate their media landscape so completely to
push awar agenda. The result? The Israeli propaganda machine worked seamlessly in tandem with the
neoconservatives in Washington to drag the United States into a war based on false premises. Indeed the Israelis
had their American Lackey working for them and their pro-war genocidal rhetoric Around the Clock these people
are known as the neocons or the neoconservatives like Deputy Secretary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz who was voted
Man of the Year by the Jerusalem Post in 2003 for his role in advocating the lraq War



Paul Wolfowitz: Godfather of the
Iraq war

By MARK THOMPSON
Monday, December 29, 2003 Posted: 2:14 PM EST
(1914 GMT)
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NO guestion: This was Paul
Wellowitz's vear On September
15, 2001, a1 a mecting in Camp
David, be advised Pressdent
George W, Bush 10 skip Kabul
and rain Amencan guns on Baghdad. In March 2003, he got his
wish. In the process, Wolfowitz became the most influential US
deputy defense secretary evier — can vou 50 miuch a5 name anyone
else who held the post”? And he's on the shortlist to succeed Colin
Powell as sccretary of state,

Not that this slone qualifics Wolfowitz & the Jerwalem Poxr's Man
of the Year. The war in lrag had many authors: Donald Remsfeld.
Dick Cheney, Toay Blair, George Bush. Wolfowitr may have been
an carly and vocal advocate, but he was cheening from the second
oW

What's not in dispute i that Wolfowitz 15 the principal author of the
doctrine of precmption, which framed the war in lrag and which,
when it comes 1o it, will enderpin US action agamst other rogue
slaics

Douglas Feith undersecretary of defense for policy who literally made $#!+ up for a living completely inventing links
between al Qaeda and Iraq all of which were totally debunked
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Douglas Feith, in Creepy Polemic,
Rationalizes Iraq War: Review
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Richard Pearl who was a key member of the Defense Policy Board and falsely continuously asserted that Iraq was
on the verge of developing nuclear weapons a claim that has been thoroughly de buked by intelligence agency post
Invasion.
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Perle says he should not have backed
[raq war

By Peler Splegel

Mow, 4, 2006 12 AM PT

TIMES SETAFF WRITER

WASHINGTON — Richard N. Perle, the former
Pentagon advisor regarded as the intellectual
godfather of the Iraq war, now believes he
should not have backed the U.S.-led invasion,
and he holds President Bush responsible for

failing to make timely decisions to stem the

e o i

there's also a former CIA director James Woolsey who was obsessed with proving Sadam was responsible for 911
by literally telling the most implausible made-up stories
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Former CIA chief: 'Iraq was
involved in terror attacks'
War on lerrorism: Investigation

Anne Usher. Ap Writer
+ Tuesday 23 October 2001 00:00 BST

Former CIA Director James Woolsey says Irag
likely was involved in the attacks of September
11 and that the United States will probably
confront President Saddam Hussein as part of
its ongoing campaign against terrorism.

as obsessed with prov

Kenneth Adelman,
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Opinion | Cakewalk In Irag How the obsessive,
s dishonest prosecution of
e Scooter Libby almost cost
us Iraq
By Arthus Hermmimn “h-m—-
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Even before Presidont Bush had placed Irag on
Juls “mxcls of evil,” dire warndngs were heing
sonutdend abwoul the danger of actlng spainst
Sadddasn Hisesin's regline

Peopla wh wondss why Me war in iInig went S0 wiong
for 50 long, will nead 10 resd Judinh Millsr's new ook
Twn knowledgenble RBrookings Inatitution “The Spey. A Repores's Journy® Miller dapuds how
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“Scooter” Libby Princeton historian Bernard Lewis and the US ambassador to the UN John Bolton
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20 years after the Iraq invasion,
John Bolton says he'd do it all over
again

NPR's Steve Inskeep speaks to former LLS

AmbBassador (o the United Nations John Bolton,
who defends the LS. decislon (o invade Irag. In
U3, Bolton was the LS. undersecretary of state.

Figure 2: https://www.npr.org/2023/03/24/1165766356/20-years-after-the-iraq-invasion-john-bolton-says-hed-do-
it-all-over-again

and of course the journalist quote unquote journalists | use the word between quotation marks because they are
not journalists they are propagandists like Robert Kagan (Cliff Note: See Project for a New American Century,
Victoria Nuland, “F*** the EU” and much more)



Menu = s L \T E Subscribe

‘k RESPITE FROM THE CHAOS

r
DIALOGUES

Why I Support the Iraq War

BY ROBERT KAGAN
MAY 03, 2006 = 4:47 PM

Dear Dr. Sen,

I'm happy to have a discussion about the invasion of
Iraq if that's what you prefer—though perhaps we
should then get back to your book. | really have no
doubt that removing Saddam Hussein from power in
Iraq was the right thing to do. Even despite the Bush
administration’s poor decisions in the aftermath of

W‘ ' i ifficl|ties

or the Washington Post columnist Charles Krauthammer
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Krauthammer was wrong about Iraq

Jack O'Rourke

Published 1:01 a.m. ET Feb. 13, 2016 | Updated 4:22 p.m. ET Feb. 12,
2016

who received the Guardian of Zion award from Bar-Ilan University for crying out loud

from Bar-Ilan University, for
crying out loud.

William Crystal (CliffNote: You should have already asked yourself why he endorsed Joe Biden for President and
LOOK AROUND!)
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Iraq War Architect Bill Kristol:
Knowing What We Know Now, “We
Were Right To Fight In Iraq”

WRITTEN BY THOMAS BISHOP

PUBLISHED O05/721/1512:27 PN EDT

]

Bill Kristol, the Weekly Standard editor who predicted in
2003 that proponents of the U.S. invasion of lraq would
be“vindicated" upon the discovery of weapons of mass
destruction there, is holding fast to the idea that the
deadly and expensive conflict was the right move.
Kristol's justifications for the war, however, have
changed dramatically.

William Sapphire
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Let's get on with the war
William Safire

Thu 6 Mar 2003 22.21 EST

ow should free people feel - in our
hearts, brains and guts - about
launching a pre-emptive strike? Note
that we are not "starting a war" with
Ihesssbsammb v Saddam more than a

and many more. These are all Americans in official positions who betrayed the American people in order to
advance the Strategic goals of a foreign power, Israel, at the expense of American lives and resources. These
neocons played an instrumental role as architects of the Iraqg War but it's crucial to note that despite their
Relentless lobbying they could not convince either Clinton or Bush to fully back an invasion until 911 and Israel
shifted the narrative dramatically.

Israel's security was suddenly strategically tied to this agenda and that was the window of opportunity. Contrary to
popular belief Dick Cheney then vice president under George W Bush who don't get me wrong is as big a war
criminal as they get but he was not the primary orchestrator behind the push for the Irag War. In fact throughout
the 1990s Cheney expressed caution about invading Iraq arguing that such a move would lead to a quagmire and a
significant strategic blunder.
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Dick Cheney, Dove

More onwhy Bush pére’s defense secretary didn't
want to go to Baghdad*

BY TIMOTHY NOAH
0OCT 16, 2002 » 7:53 PM

[1]f Saddam wasn’t there, his successor
probably wouldn’t be notably friendlier to
the United States than heis. | also look at
that part of the world as of vital interest
to the United States; for the next hundred
years it’s going to be the world’s supply of
oil. We've got a lot of friends in the region.
We're always going to have to be involved
there. Maybe it’s part of our national
character, you know, we like to have these
problems nice and neatly wrapped up, put
aribbon around it. You deploy a force, you
win the war, and the problem goes away,
and it doesn’t work that way in the
Middle East; it never has andisn’t likely to
in my lifetimelitalics Chatterbox’s].

He even refrained from signing not one but two pivotal letters sent by neoconservative groups to President Clinton
in 1998 which called for military action
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NATO  Eunors The Honorable William J. Clinton
o ibain i Presidant of the United States

, i Washington, DC
East Asia

Bavkass :Can

Dear Mr. President:

We are wriling you because we are convinced thal current American policy
Grona Issurs toward Iraq is not succeeding, and thal we may soon face a threat in the Middie
East more serious than any we have known since the end of the Cold War. In
your upcaming State of the Union Address, you have an opportunity to charl a
Revoxrs clear and datermined course for meeting this threat. We urge you lo seize that
opportunity, and to enunciate a new strategy that would secure the interests of
the U.S. and our friends and allies around the world. Thal strategy should aim,
above all, at the removal of Saddam Hussein's regime from power. We stand
ready to offer our full support in this difficull bul necessary endeavor.

Pusuicanoss

Lertens Staremenrs

The policy of “containment” of Saddam Hussein has been steadily erading over
the past several months. As recent events have demonsirated, wa can no
longer depend on our pariners in the Guif War coalition to conlinue lo uphold the
sanctions or to punish Saddam when he blocks or evades UN inspections. Our
ability to ensure that Saddam Hussein is not producing weapons of mass
desltruction, therefore, has substantially diminished. Even if full inspections
were eventually to resume, which now seems highly unlikely, experience has
shown that it is difficult if not impossible to monitor Irag’'s chemical and biclogical
weapons production. The lengthy period during which the inspeciors will have
been unable to enter many Iragi facilities has made it even less likely that they
will be able to uncover all of Saddam’s secrets. As a result, in the
not-too-distant future we will be unable lo determine with any reasonable level of
confidence whether Iraq does or does not possess such weapons.

Such uncertainty will, by itsell, have a seriously destabilizing effect on the entire
Middie East. It hardly needs lo be added thal if Saddam does acquire the
capability to deliver weapons of mass destruction, as he is almost certain to do if
we conlinue along the present course, the safety of American troops in the
region, of our friends and allies like Israel and the moderata Arab slates, and a
significant portion of the world's supply of ofl will all be put at hazard. As you
have rightly declared, Mr. President, the security of the world in the first part of
the 21st century will be determined largely by how we handie this threal.

to remove Saddam Hussein from Power, He didn't sign them. Donald Rumsfeld was the only top-tier Bush admin
official who favored war with Iraq and he did sign those letters.
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power. That now needs to bacome the aim of American foreign policy

We urge you to articulate this aim, and to turn your Administration's attention to
implementing a strategy for removing Saddam’s regime from power. This will
require a full complement of diplomatic, political and millitary efforts. Although we:
are fully aware of the dangers and difficulties in implementing this policy, we
believe the dangers of falling 1o do so are far grealer. We believe the U.S. has
the authority under existing UN resolutions o take the necessary staps,
including military steps, 1o protect our vilal interasts in the Gulf. In any casa,
American policy cannol continue 1o be crippled by a misguided insistence on
unanimity in the UN Security Council

We urge you to act decisively. If you act now to end the threat of weapons of
mass destruction against the U S. or s allies, you will be acting in the most
fundamental national security interests of the country. If we accepl a course of
weakness and drift. we put our interests and our future at risk.
Sincerely,
Elliott Abrams Richard L. Armitage William J. Bennett
Jefirey Bergner John Bolton Paula Dobriansky
Francis Fukuyama Robert Kagan Zalmay Khalilzad

William Kristol Richard Perle Peter W. Rodman

R William Schneider, Jr.  Vin Weber

1 Wolf

Paul

R. Jamaes Woolsey Robert B. Zoellick

nald Rumsfeld was the only
p-tier Bush admin official

Dick Cheney and Bush's primary foreign policy adviser in the campaign who would become his Secretary of State,
Condoleezza Rice, all initially maintained their position against direct military invasion in Irag. And on April 3",
2002 the neocons published yet another open letter to President Bush explicitly linking the need for war with
Saddam Hussein to the need to the security of Israel. And this created a clear pathway from the events of 9/11 to
the eventual invasion of Irag with Israel's security interests deeply embedded in the U.S. War agenda.
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The Honorable George W. Bush
President of the United States
Washington, DC

Dear Mr. President:

We write to thank you for your courageous leadership in the war on terrorism and to offer
our full support as you continue to protect the security and well-being of Americans and
all freedom-loving peoples around the world.

In particular, we want to commend you for your strong stance in support of the Israeli
government as it engages in the present campaign to fight terrorism. As a liberal
democracy under repealed attack by murderers who targel civilians, Israel now needs
and deserves steadfast support. This support, moreover, is essential to Israel's continued
survival as a free and democratic nation, for only the United Stales has the power and
influence to provide meaningful assistance to our besieged ally. And with the memory of
the terrorist attack of September 11 still seared in our minds and hearts, we Americans
ought to be especially eager to show our solidarity in word and deed with a fellow victim
of lerrorist violence.

No one should doubt that the United States and Israel share a common enemy. We are
both targets of what you have correctly called an “Axis of Evil.” Israel is targeted in part
because it is our friend, and in part because it is an island of liberal, democratic principles
- American principles — in a sea of tyranny, intolerance, and hatred. As Secretary of
Defense Rumsfeld has pointed out, Iran, Iraq, and Syria are all engaged in "inspiring and
financing a culture of political murder and suicide bombing™ against Israel, just as they
have aided campaigns of lerrorism against the United Stales over the pas! two decades.
You have declared war on intenational terrorism, Mr. President. Israel is fighting the
same war,

The letter Begins by commending the president for his strong stance in support of the Israeli government as it
engages in the present campaign to fight terrorism, It then argues that the United States and Israel share a
common enemy and that Israel is fighting the same war and then conclude that Israel's Victory is an important part
of our Victory.



that daily threalens the lives of Israeli citizens. Like our own efforts in Afghanistan and elsewhere, Israel's
task will not be easy. It will not be i quickly or . But with fortitude, on our part as
waell on the part of the Israeli people, it can succeed in significantly reducing the risk of future terrorist
attacks against Israel and against us. And, in so doing, we will give the Palestinian people a chance they
have so far not had under Arafat’s rule - an opportunity to construct a political culture and government
that do not marry their national and religious aspirations with suicide bombers.

Furthermore, Mr. President, we urge you lo accelerate plans for removing Saddam Hussein from power in
Irag. As you have said, every day that Saddam Hussein remains in power brings closer the day when
terrorists will have not just airplanes with which to attack us, but or nuclear

as well. It is now common knowledge that Saddam, along with Iran, is a funder and supporter of terrorism
against Israel. Iraq has harbored terrorisis such as Abu Nidal in the past, and it maintains links to the Al
Qaeda network. If we do not move against Saddam Hussein and his regime, the damage our Israeli
friends and we have suffered until now may someday appear but a prelude to much greater horrors.
Moreover, we believe that the surest path to peace in the Middle East lies not through the appeasement
of Saddam and other local tyrants, but through a renewed commitment on our part, as you suggested in
your State of the Union address, to the birth of freedom and democratic government in the Islamic world.

Mr. President, in that address, you put forth a most compelling vision of a world at peace, free from the
threat of terrorism, where freedom flourishes. The strength of that vision lies in its moral clarity and
consistency. In the war on terrorism, we cannot condemn soma terrorists while claiming that other
terrorists are potential partners for peace. We cannot help some allies under siege, while urging others to
compromise their fundamental security. As you eloquently stated: “Our enemies send other people’s
children on missions of suicide and murder. They embrace tyranny and death as a cause and a creed.
We stand for a different choice, made long ago, on the day of our founding. We affirm it again today.”

Israel's fight against terrorism is our fight. Israel’s victory is an important part of our victory. For reasons
both moral and strategic, we need to stand with Israel in its fight against terrorism.

Sincerely,

Thomas Donnelly Nicholas Eberstadt Hillel Fradkin Frank Gaffney

Rich Lowry Clitford May Joshua Muravchik Martin Peretz
Richard Perle Daniel Pipes Norman Podhoretz  Stephen P. Rosen

Randy Scheunemann Gary Schmitt William Schneider, Jr. Marshall Wittmann

\m

Israel's victor
important part

Woolsey

y is an

When Bush and Cheney started warming up to the idea and decided to seek U.N. Security Council authorization
for war in September 2002 the Israelis got so angry as they thought that their plan would fail to the extent that
Shimon Perez famously questioned France's status as a permanent member of the security Council because
France was asking questions.
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Peres Questions France's U.N. Status
Feb 25, 2003 3 @, (=)

Formear Ismoeh Prime Minister Shimon Pasas on Thursdoy criticized Fronce and Germony
for their appasition to a US. led attack on Iran, and questaned France's status a5 &
permanant merrbar of the UK Socunty Council

And the coup de grace was as usual the Hitler card. Saddam was labeled as Hitler.
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Blair likens Saddam to Hitler

Saturday, March 1, 2003 Posted: 0822 GMT { 4:22 PM HET)

LONDON, England --
Comparing Saddam Hussein to
Adolf Hitler, British Prime
Minister Tony Blair says he

would be pushing for Iraq's
disarmament "irrespective of the
position of America." 6

And if the West did not stand up to Iraq, they would be making the same mistake they did with Nazi Germany in the
1930s. The United States was very sore from the pain of 911. They wanted blood, they wanted revenge. The
Israelis the Israel Lobby and the neocon lackeys maniacally manipulated that pain. They twisted the narrative so
that anyone who opposed invading Iraq was labeled as an appeaser or a sympathizer with the Nazis.

— fos Angeles Times Q
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A Haunting Echo

By Shlomo Avineri

Nov. 24, 2002 12 AM PT

Wars are unpredictable, even for the victors, and
therefore should be waged onlgif all other
ut all who

condemn the 1930s appeasement of Germany

avenues have been exhausted.

should reflect long and hard on whether a failure

to act today aiainst Iraq will one day be viewed

the same wav



The Israelis were so forceful that in the fall of 2002 members of the Israel Lobby under the name The Israel Project
circulated a six-page memorandum to the pro-Israel leaders in the US titled “Talking About Iraqg.”

https://youtu.be/91Q0O5tCTDv0?feature=shared&t=909

{u 1] Washington Post Ci)
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( This article was published more than 21 years ago
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Group Urges Pro-Israel Leaders'
Silence on Iraq

Memo Outlines Response If Hostilities Occur,
Discourages Lecturing of Americans on Middle East

» R

By Dana Milbank

November 27, 2002 at 12:00 a.m. EST

"If your goal is regime change, you must be much
more careful with your language because of the
potential backlash," said the memo, titled
"Talking About Iraq." It added: "You do not want
Americans to believe that the war on Iraq is being
waged to protect Israel rather than to protect
America."

As the war was starting to look too much like it was being fought for Israel the memo urged public statements to be
more demure more mindful because you do not want Americans to believe that the war on Iraq is being waged to
protect Israel rather than to protect America.
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Group Urges Pro-lIsrael Leaders'
Silence on Iraq

Memo Outlines Response If Hostilities Occur,
Discourages Lecturing of Americans on Middle East
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By Dana Milbank
November 27, 2002 at 12:00 a.m, EST

"If your goal is regime change, you must be much
more careful with your language because of the
potential backlash," said the o, titled
"Talking About Iraq.” It added: ['You do not want
Americans to believe that the war on Iraq is being
waged to protect Israel rather than to protect
America.

Remember how often I've said that the media creates fertile ground for War through false reporting?
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Well the way the United States media manufactured the war through fake reporting against Iraq at the service of
Israel was mindboggling. The Washington Post
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Disarm Saddam : Iraq has to
be dealt with

By John Howard, International Herald Tribune
Feb. 10, 2003

played significant roles

driving the war

through their editorial pages. Retired generals and former Pentagon insiders were constantly on CNN and every
major broadcast network including ABC CBS NBC PBS making the case for war as a fait accompli. They were so
incredibly hell-bent on an invasion that even the most liberal amongst them MSNBC fired Phil Donahue and Jesse
Ventura because of their skepticism about the war. Donahe had the highest rated show on the network but he was
let go just weeks before the invasion reportedly because his anti-war views did not align with the pro-war
atmosphere and his dissenting voice might harm the Network's image during a time of rising patriotism.
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Donahue had the highest-rated
show on the network, |\




FAIRNESS & ACCURACY IN REPORTING

FAIR

Challenging media bias since 1986

DECEMBER 1, 2009

MSNBC’'s Anti-War
Censorship: A
Reminder

PETER HART

*ISNBC canceled Phil Donahue’s
talkshowlafter an internal memo
(leaked t@ the All Your TV
website, 2/25/03) argued that he
would be a “difficult public face for
NBC in a time of war.... He seems
to delight in presenting guests
who are anti-war, anti-Bush and
skeptical of the administration’s
magwes.” The report warned that
thgonahue show could be "a
home for the liberal anti-war
agend*at the same time that our
competitors are waving the flag at
every opportunity.”

The entire Israel Lobby's efforts were so successful along with the efforts of the neoconservative wing that two
weeks before the Invasion the networks had just one American (guest) out of 267 who questioned the war.
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16 Years Later, How the
Press That Sold the Iraq
War Got Away With It

In an excerpt from his new book Hate Inc., Matt
Taibbi looks back at how the media built new
lies to cover their early ones

BY MATT TAIBBI
MARCH 22, 2019

The Washington Post and New York Times
were key editorial-page drivers of the conflict;
MSNBC unhired Phil Donahue and Jesse
Ventura over their war skepticism; CNN
flooded the airwaves with generals and ex-
Pentagon stoolies, and broadcast outlets ABC,
CBS, NgC and PBS stacked the deck even
worseﬁn a two-week period before the
invasion, the networks had just one American
guest out of 267 who questioned the war,
according to Fairness and Accuracy in
Reportin,

According to Fairness and Accuracy In Reporting (FAIR http://www.fair.org ). And on March 20th 2003 the United
States and the United Kingdom invaded Iraq. Twenty days later on April 9 Saddam was deposed.




That's 20 days later.

That's 29‘déys later.

Eight months later on December 13, Saddam was captured.
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Saddam was captured.

That’s 268 days after the invasion. 3 years later almost 1 million Iraqis were estimated to have been killed on the
upper margin.
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Mortality after the 2003 invasion of Iraq:
a cross-sectional cluster sample survey
Prof Gilbert Burnham, MD & 2 & . Prof Riyadh Lafta, MD ° .
Shannon Doocy, PhD ? . Les Roberts, PhD *

Affiliations & Notes ™ Article Info v
Findings

Three misattributed clusters were excluded from the final
analysis; data from 1849 households that contained 12801
individuals in 47 clusters was gathered. 1474 births and 629
deaths were reported during the observation period. Pre-
invasion mortality rates were 5-5 per 1000 people per year
(95% Cl1 4-3-7-1), compared with 13-3 per 1000 people per
year (10-9-16-1) in the 40 months post-invasion. We
estigmate that as of July, 2006, there have been 654965 (392
9?9!;2 636) excess Iraqi deaths as a consequence of the
wa:&:uhich corresponds to 2-5% of the population in the

st area. Of post-invasion deaths, 601027 (426 369-793
663) were due to violence, the most common cause being
gunfire,

Les Roberts report at University Washington ( https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sl1GPpZ3QBk)

Read the Lancet report. ( https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/P11S0140-6736(06)69491-9 ) Ten
years later 20 years later this war which proved to be a stunning failure for both the US and the UK devastated Iraq
the cradle of civilization, to such unbearable degrees that experts estimate it will take 10 generations for the nation
to rebuild and recover even a fraction of its former stability and prosperity. This war morbidly destabilized the
region. The ensuing chaos and lawlessness that resulted from this invasion unleashed a wave of sectarian
violence so brutal leading to some of the most gruesome massacres and the rise of some of the most sadistic
terror groups like ISIS, that tortured and slaughtered indiscriminately plunging Iraq into a prolonged nightmare of
Bloodshed and suffering which bled into the entire region. The post 911 Wars ended up leaving 4.5 million deaths

in their wake.
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Want to hear the worst part? In the aftermath of the Iraq invasion and the subsequent discovery that there were no
weapons of mass destruction both the US Senate Intelligence Committee and the Israeli Knesset published
reports independently confirming that all of the intelligence provided by Israel to the Bush Administration was
false.




https://irp.fas.org/congress/2004_rpt/ssci_iraqg.pdf
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1.6 trillion US dollars is the estimated amount that that was spent by the United States from 2001 through 2021 on
its post 9/11 wars.
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The Cost of Iraq, Afghanistan, and Other
Global War on Terror Operations Since 9/11

Amy Belasco
Specialist in U.S. Defense Policy and Budget

December 8, 2014

Summary

With enactment of the FY2014 Consolidated Appropriations Act on January 1, 2014 (H.R
,47 P.L. 113-73), Congress has approved appropriations for the past 13 years of war that total
1.6 tnillion for military upcmlmn*.lhu support, weapons maintenance, training of Afghan and
Iraq security forces, reconstructiofibreign aid, embassy costs, and veterans’ health care for the
war operations initiated since the 9/11 attacks.

Of this $1.6 trillion total, CRS estimates that the total is distributed as follows:

* 5686 billion (43%) for Operation Enduring Freedom (OEF) for Afghanistan and
other counterterror operations received;

e S$815 billion (51%) for Operation Iraqi Freedom (OIF)/Operation New Dawn
(OND);

To give you an accurate idea about how insane the number 1.6 trillion is let me represent it for you in the form of
Time. One million minutes is almost 2 years 1 billion minutes is nearly 2,000 years and one trillion minutes is
nearly 2 million years. That's how insanely large the number one trillion is. The Americans spent $1.6 trillion
meaning if they dispersed $1 per minute they would need 3 million years to go through the total amount they spent
on this war. They spent this exorbitant amount on the biggest blunder of their contemporary history to wreak havoc
on a region based on false Intel just for Israel. With $1.6 trillion the United States could have provided free college
education for every single American for the next 20 years and they could have entirely eradicated student debt
which is crippling millions of Young Americans to the point of never being homeowners and still had enough to
solve the homelessness crisis Nationwide. But Israel first. Did anyone ever hold Israel accountable for the
murderous lies that they spread? No. Did any of the media cover the pathological lies of Israel and the neocons?
No. Because the media is part of the axis of genocide. The American people are unaware of the harm that Israel
caused and still causes them because their media whose allegiance is towards Israel, are traitors betraying the
American people at every turn. Their allegiance is toward Israel putting Americans In harm's Way to serve the sick
interests of a genocidal colonial power that exploits the American people people's resources for their self- serving
agenda. So to every single person who still clings to the dangerously asinine idea that Israel only attacks if you
attack it including some of my Lebanese compatriots go to the kitchen pour yourself a tall glass of cold water and
splash it on your face, and strive for a more nuanced and accurate understanding of how the world around you
works because our lives depend on it. The undeniable evidence demonstrates that Israel as the settler Colonial
apartheid entity it is and always has been can only subsist with perpetual war and chaos and it actively cultivates
conditions forit. This is not a subjective interpretation of the situation this is an evidence-based analysis. Israel's
survival strategy hinges on perpetuating a state of Relentless violence chaos and instability ensuring its neighbors
remain weak chaotic and fragmented. By fostering an environment of perpetual conflict, Israel secures its
dominance in the region, manipulating the turmoil to prevent the rise of strong unified adversaries. This calculated
approach perpetuates a cycle of suffering and destruction in surrounding nations enabling Israel to maintain its
strategic advantage while systematically conducting oppression, stealing land, illegally extracting resources,
occupying, terrorizing, ethnically cleansing indigenous populations. And by ensuring its neighbors remain in chaos
Israel creates the conditions to carry out these actions with impunity, further entrenching its dominance and
controlin the region.
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And this approach serves to justify its horrific military incursions and expenditures, consolidate its encroaching
territorial gains, and prevent the emergence of any strong unified neighbor. By fostering conditions of war and
Chaos everywhere not only in the region but in the entire world, Israel covers up its criminality while systematically
undermining the prospects for peace and Justice.
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Israel covers up its
criminality

So far the Israelis know that they are unbeatable in the Middle East. Why? How can they afford to continue the
cycle? Because it's all for free, both financially free and accountability free. The United States pays for all its
Wars and covers up its war crimes. And as in the case of Iraq, the United States also wages the wars for them.
But there is a caveat. Israel will wage their own Wars when against an unarmed population, like in Gaza or in the
West Bank, where they can easily commit genocide against a population where 50% are children and the rest are



unarmed humans protected only by the Flesh on their bones with not a shred of a protected human right in the
world. Kill 100 Palestinian kids, walk away without a scratch and without a single question asked. It doesn't
require skills just psychopathy. They Press buttons and explode defenseless trapped humans video tape
themselves laughing while they do it, and upload it on social media because they're such dumb criminals. But
when there is a real opposing threat, when they are facing an opposing military arsenal that might cost them
soldiers, like in Lebanon, like in Iraq, like in Iran they need to manipulate the United States to wage their wars. You
know how people say Israelis fight in diapers? People are not kidding. They're not Warriors they're crazy settler-
colonialists armed and protected by the United States whose adversaries are totally unarmed and completely
disenfranchised human beings. They have the most sophisticated and expensive Arsenal in the world after the
United States, but they use it to kill children. Israelis know how to persecute defenseless humans. That's their
expertise. They don't know how to fight against a military arsenal. But war requires more than just free weapons
that kill kids. It requires money, strategic know-how, manpower, and morale in order to break the soul of an
adversary. Israel lacks all four for a serious conflict with Lebanon. Neither Kamala Harris nor Donald Trump is
ready to bankroll their endless Wars at the moment and certainly not with manpower. As for the soul of an
adversary to break, that's why Lebanon remains an unsolvable challenge for them. Lebanon is the biggest
quagmire for Israel, where neither violence nor diplomacy has ever worked. And that's my talk for next time.
Onwards and upwards.



