The Iraq report: a prognosis
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THE Iraq Study Group Report authored by former Secretary of State James Baker and former Congressman Lee Hamilton is the current hot topic in America. It is also one of those “incredible phenomena” that only America is capable of producing out of a hat and that it calls policy.

After more than three years of waging an all-out war on Iraq, has it now dawned on the policymakers in Washington that there was something seriously wrong with the war? But the tragedy of this episode is that the realisation, if any, of the futility of the war has come about after enormous pain and destruction have been inflicted on the hapless people of Iraq.

In trying to find out what was really wrong about the scheme of things in the Iraq war in the American perspective, one comes across ample evidence of sheer stupidity and absurdity. Even so it is better late than never because so much of humanity has been at risk ever since the war began in 2003.

There are of course any number of explanations that have been given in the past and are likely to be pressed into service by way of ex post facto justifications for the Iraq war. But one has already had enough of them to need any more. There was also the loose talk of Iraq being in possession of weapons of mass destruction which to date has proved to be an absolute hoax since they were never found. There were poppycock theories about the involvement of Saddam Hussein with Al Qaeda and in the 9/11 happenings in New York and Washington.

Now, of course, we have a policy about-turn with the convening of the Iraq Study Group which consists of some very big names from the American establishment — James Baker and Lee Hamilton and, of course, Lawrence Eagleburger who is now the president of Kissinger Associates, a Washington firm of consultants. One wants to know how and why this study group was convened and went into action so very fast and produced a report for the urgent consideration of the Bush government.

Was it only the electoral defeat of the Republican Party in the mid-term congressional polls last month which resulted in an about-turn on the very rationale of the Iraq war?

Paradoxically, it was the very same Henry Kissinger of Kissinger Associates and Eagleburger who were supporters of the decision to invade Iraq and bring about a regime change in that country. It makes business so much easier if the same client turns up again in search of advice as to what to do when he finds himself landed in a deep ravine. That is precisely what has been happening in Washington on a regular basis.

Needless to say, for several decades now, the making of US policies has effectively slipped out of congressional control because of policy subterfuges, for example in the shape of the above-mentioned consultancy firms which alternatively travel under the label of think-tanks and that take it upon themselves to act as policy advisers and make enormous profits by way of professional fees for whatever advice they render to gullible clients.

One of the perennial problems faced by all US governments is that they hardly have any solid professional advice coming to them from permanent civil service cadres.

This is because at the senior level functionaries are political appointees with a propensity to render soft advice or, alternatively, refer matters to consultancy firms/think-tanks which again tend to give loaded personality-oriented advice.

The Iraq Study Group, I have no doubt, is just another consultancy service put together by the United States Peace Institute in order to find a subterfuge to cover up the Bush administration’s monumental blunders in the formulation and conduct of its Iraq policies. US foreign policies are officially known to be formulated on a bipartisan basis. But this is more in theory than in practice.

Through the last five years (2001-2006) that the Bush administration has been calling the shots, it has been extremely arrogant in its behaviour towards the Democrats in both Houses of Congress.

With the new party configurations in Congress having heavily altered in favour of the Democrats following the mid-term elections, the Bush administration is most likely to lose a lot of ground to the Democrats in the day-to-day running of the government.

No wonder then that the Bush administration has now devised a cover for its own safety via the Iraq Study Group report which is primarily authored by James Baker who, apart from all the government positions held by him in the past, remains a steadfast friend of the Bush family.

Let us not forget that when President George W. Bush’s first-term election almost ran aground during the ballot count and the subsequent judicial scrutiny, it was James Baker who rescued the presidential candidacy of George W. Bush.

All the options contained and discussed in the Group’s report are indeed those that were always available to the US government to adopt and even implement in order to de-escalate the situation that is spiralling out of control in Iraq and in the Middle East in general.

If one goes through the report of the Group one finds very little that is new. It is in essence a bail-out plan that has been organised by the senior Bush for his blundering son who has the good fortune of becoming president not once but twice. To that extent it is a very astute act and a well-crafted political plan to finally rescue what is left of the political career of George Bush.

In politics as well as in life in general it is always handy to have one’s father around and especially if he provides a bevy of influential persons of the standing of James Baker and Henry Kissinger who are always ready to help a patrician family keep itself continually propped up.

What is being engineered behind these Iraq Study Group moves by George W. Bush and his father’s cronies is a way to somehow stave off the countrywide disenchantment with them.

Losing both Houses of Congress to the Democrats was bad enough, but the fundamental issue is that of the president having lied consistently to the American people on Iraq. What is staring George W. Bush in the face is the real possibility of his impeachment by a Congress that is now controlled by the Democrats.

