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January 31, 2013

Israel has conducted airstrikes in Syria based on “suspicions” of chemical weapon transfers, in
a flagrant violation of the UN Charter, international law, and in direct violation of Syria’s
sovereignty. The Guardian in its report titled, “Israel carries out air strike on Syria, ” claims:

“Israeli warplanes have attacked a target close to the Syrian-Lebanese border following several
days of heightened warnings from government officials over Syria’s stockpiles of weapons.”

It also stated:

“Israel has publicly warned that it would take military action to prevent the Syrian regime’s
chemical weapons falling into the hands of Hezbollah in Lebanon or “global jihadists” fighting
inside Syria. Israeli military intelligence is said to be monitoring the area round the clock via
satellite for possible convoys carrying weapons.”

In reality, these “global jihaidists” are in fact armed and funded by the US, Saudi Arabia, and
Israel since at least as early as 2007. They are also in fact the direct beneficiaries of Israel’s
recent aggression. The Israeli “suspicions” of “weapon transfers” of course, remain unconfirmed,
because the purpose of the attack was not to prevent the transfer of “chemical weapons” to
Hezbollah in Lebanon, but to provoke a wider conflict aimed not at Israel’s defense, but at
salvaging the West’s floundering proxy terrorist forces inside Syria attempting to subvert and
overthrow the Syrian nation.
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The silence from the United Nations is deafening. While Turkey openly harbors foreign
terrorists, arming and funding them with Western, Saudi, and Qatari cash as they conduct raids
on neighboring Syria, any Syrian attack on Turkish territory would immediately result in the
United Nations mobilizing. Conversely, Turkey is allowed, for years, to conduct air strikes and
even partial ground invasions of neighboring Iraq to attack Kurdish groups accused of
undermining Turkish security. It is clear the same double standard has long applied to Israel.

Israel, along with the US & Saudi Arabia, are Al Qaeda’s chief sponsors.

It must be remembered that as far back as 2007, it was admitted by US, Saudi and Lebanese
officials that the US, Israel, and Saudi Arabia were intentionally arming, funding, and organizing
these “global jihadists” with direct ties to Al Qaeda for the explicit purpose of overthrowing the
governments of Syria and Iran.

Reported by Pulitzer Prize-winning journalist Seymour Hersh in his New Yorker article, “The
Redirection,” it was stated (emphasis added):

“To undermine Iran, which is predominantly Shiite, the Bush Administration has decided, in
effect, to reconfigure its priorities in the Middle East. In Lebanon, the Administration has
cooperated with Saudi Arabia’s government, which is Sunni, in clandestine operations that are
intended to weaken Hezbollah, the Shiite organization that is backed by Iran. The U.S. has also
taken part in clandestine operations aimed at Iran and its ally Syria. A by-product of these
activities has been the bolstering of Sunni extremist groups that espouse a militant vision of
Islam and are hostile to America and sympathetic to Al Qaeda.”

Of Israel it specifically stated:

“The policy shift has brought Saudi Arabia and Israel into a new strategic embrace, largely
because both countries see Iran as an existential threat. They have been involved in direct talks,
and the Saudis, who believe that greater stability in Israel and Palestine will give Iran less
leverage in the region, have become more involved in Arab-Israeli negotiations.”
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Additionally, Saudi Arabian officials mentioned the careful balancing act their nation must play
in order to conceal its role in supporting US-Israeli ambitions across the region:

“The Saudi said that, in his country’s view, it was taking a political risk by joining the U.S. in
challenging Iran: Bandar is already seen in the Arab world as being too close to the Bush
Administration. “We have two nightmares,” the former diplomat told me. “For Iran to acquire
the bomb and for the United States to attack Iran. I’d rather the Israelis bomb the Iranians, so we
can blame them. If America does it, we will be blamed.””

It may interest readers to know that while France invades and occupies large swaths of Mali in
Africa, accusing the Qataris of funding and arming Al Qaeda-linked terrorist groups in the
region, France, the US, and Israel are working in tandem with the Qataris to fund and arm these
very same groups in Syria.
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In fact, the US-based think-tank, the Brookings Institution literally has a “Doha Center” based in
Qatar while US-Israeli citizen Haim Saban’s Brookings “Saban Center” conducts meetings and
has many of its board of directors based likewise in Doha, Qatar. Doha also served as the venue
for the creation of the West’s most recent “Syrian Coalition,” headed by an unabashed supporter
of Al Qaeda, Moaz al-Khatib.

These are part of the brick and mortar manifestation of the conspiracy documented by Seymour
Hersh in 2007.

The Wall Street Journal, also in 2007, reported on the US Bush Administration’s plans of
creating a partnership with Syria’s Muslim Brotherhood, noting the group is the ideological
inspiration for linked terror organizations including Al Qaeda itself. In the article titled, “’To
Check Syria, U.S. Explores Bond With Muslim Brothers,” it states:

“On a humid afternoon in late May, about 100 supporters of Syria’s largest exile opposition
group, the National Salvation Front, gathered outside Damascus’s embassy here to protest Syrian
President Bashar Assad’s rule. The participants shouted anti-Assad slogans and raised banners
proclaiming: “Change the Regime Now.”

The NSF unites liberal democrats, Kurds, Marxists and former Syrian officials in an effort to
transform President Assad’s despotic regime. But the Washington protest also connected a pair
of more unlikely players — the U.S. government and the Muslim Brotherhood.”

The article would also report:

“U.S. diplomats and politicians have also met with legislators from parties connected to the
Muslim Brotherhood in Jordan, Egypt and Irag in recent months to hear their views on
democratic reforms in the Middle East, U.S. officials say. Last month, the State Department’s
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intelligence unit organized a conference of Middle East experts to examine the merits of
engagement with the Brotherhood, particularly in Egypt and Syria.”

It describes the ideological and operational links between the Brotherhood and Al Qaeda:

“Today, the Brotherhood’s relationship to Islamist militancy, and al Qaeda in particular, is the
source of much debate. Osama bin Laden and other al Qaeda leaders cite the works of the
Brotherhood’s late intellectual, Sayyid Qutb, as an inspiration for their crusade against the West
and Arab dictators. Members of Egyptian and Syrian Brotherhood arms have also gone on to
take senior roles in Mr. bin Laden’s movement.”

Yet despite all of this, the US, Saudi Arabia, and Qatar, along with Israel and Turkey are openly
conspiring with them, and have now for years been arming and funding these very sectarian
extremist, terrorist groups across the Arab World, from Libya to Egypt, and now in and around
Syria.

Israel’s fears of these terrorists acquiring “chemical weapons” is absurd. They have already
acquired them with US, NATO, British, Saudi, Qatari and even Israeli help in Libya in 2011. In
fact, these very Libyan terrorists are spearheading the foreign militant groups flooding into Syria
through the Turkish-Syrian border.

What Israel’s strike may really mean.

Indeed, Israel’s explanation as to why it struck neighboring Syria is tenuous at best considering
its long, documented relationship with actually funding and arming the very “global jihaidists™ it
fears weapons may fall into the hands of. Its fears of Hezbollah are likewise unfounded —
Hezbollah, had it, the Syrians, or the Iranians been interested in placing chemical weapons in
Lebanon, would have done so already, and most certainly would do so with means other than
conspicuous convoys simply “crossing the border.” Hezbollah has already proven itself capable
of defeating Israeli aggression with conventional arms, as demonstrated during the summer of
2006.

In reality, the pressure placed on Syria’s borders by both Israel and its partner, Prime Minister
Recep Tayyip Erdogan’s Turkey in the north, is part of a documented plan to relieve pressure on
the Western, Israeli, Saudi-Qatari armed and funded militants operating inside Syria.

The above mentioned, Fortune 500-funded (page 19), US foreign-policy think-tank, Brookings
Institution — which has blueprinted designs for regime change in Libya as well as both Syria and
Iran — stated this specifically in their report titled, “Assessing Options for Regime Change.”
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Saving Syria: Assessing Options
for Regime Change

Daniel Byman, Michael Doran, Kennesh Pollack, and Salman Shatih

SYRIA 1S TRAFPED ON A CRUMBLING PRECIFICE,
and bowever it might fall will entall ssgnificant sisks
for the United States and for the Sytian people

The brucal regime of Bashar al-Aad & employing irs
loyal milicary Forces and sectarian thugs o crush the
opposition and reassert its tyranny. Even if Bashar
fails, Syria may not be out of the woeds: an increas-
ingly likddy alernative 1o the current regime is 4
bloody civil war similar to what we saw in Lebanon,
Besnia, Congo. and most recentdy in Iraq. The har-
rars of such a war might even exceed the brutal reas-
sertion of Asad’s control, and would cause spillover
into Syrid’s neighboss—Tuskey, Iraq, Jordan, Leba
non, and Isracl—rhar could be disastrous for them

and for American interests in the Middle Ease,

Buz the unsest in Syria, which is now eareriag les sec-

ond year, also offers some impartant opportunitics,

anes that woukd come from the fall of the regime of

Bashar al-Asad, whese family has nuled che country

with an iron grip for over fort rs, Syria is lrans

oldest and most importans ally in the Arab woeld, and
the Iranian regime has doubled down oa Asad, pro-
viding him with fnancial aid and miliary support 10
shore up his regime. Asad’s departare would deal a sig-
nificant blow to Tehran, furcher isolating ir ar a time
\\t’ll‘ll " ll;(\ '.l'\\‘ l“ H‘»N'\ n “fl(' lf‘:ll“l or llll' “‘("ll': ]l‘.
addition, Damascus is steadfast in its hostility toward
Iszael. and Asad’s regime is also 2 longrime supporter
of terrarist groups like Hizballab and Hamas, sod has

at times aided al-Qua'ida terrorists and former regime

chements in Trag. The regime’s collapse, therefore,
could have significant benehits for the United States
and its allies in che region.

Actually ousting Asad, hawever, will not be casy. Al-
though the Obama administrarion has for moaths
called foe Asad 1o go, every policy oprion 10 remave
him is flawed, and some could cven make the situa-
tion worse—scemingly a recipe for inaction. Doing
nathing, however, means stancling by while Asad
murders his own people, and Syria plunges into civil
war and risks becoming a failed state. Already the vio
lence s staggering: as of March 2012, ar least 8,000
Syrians bave diad and thousands moee have been ar-
rested and toreured in trying to topple the regime. Ac
the same time, Syria is fragmenting. The Syrian op
pasition remains dividad, and the Free Syrian Army
is more a brand than a meaningful. unified force. Al-
Qa'ida is urging hghrers to join the fray in Syria, and
sectarian killings and arrocities are growing. Should
the viokence continue to incensify, Syrias neighbors
may increase their meddling, and insubility could
spread, Rurther weakening already-fragile neighboes

like Iraq and Lebanon

So e peosece LS, interests, Asad cannor criumph,
But a filed Syria, one wracked by civil war, would be
just as bad. Thus, U.S. policy must walk this tighs-
rope, trying to remave Asad, bur dolag so in 4 way
that keeps Syria an intact state capable of policing its
borders and ensuring order at home. At the end of
the day, however. removing, Asad may not be doable

Image: The Brookings Institution, Middle East Memo #21 “Assessing Options for Regime
Change (.pdf),” makes no secret that the humanitarian “responsibility to protect” is but a pretext
for long-planned regime change.

Brookings describes how Israeli efforts in the south of Syria, combined with Turkey’s aligning
of vast amounts of weapons and troops along its border to the north, could help effect violent
regime change in Syria:

“In addition, Israel’s intelligence services have a strong knowledge of Syria, as well as assets
within the Syrian regime that could be used to subvert the regime’s power base and press for
Asad’s removal. Israel could posture forces on or near the Golan Heights and, in so doing, might
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divert regime forces from suppressing the opposition. This posture may conjure fears in the Asad
regime of a multi-front war, particularly if Turkey is willing to do the same on its border and if
the Syrian opposition is being fed a steady diet of arms and training. Such a mobilization could
perhaps persuade Syria’s military leadership to oust Asad in order to preserve itself. Advocates
argue this additional pressure could tip the balance against Asad inside Syria, if other forces were
aligned properly.” -page 6, Assessing Options for Regime Change, Brookings Institution.

Of course, airstrikes inside Syria go beyond “posturing,” and indicate perhaps a level of
desperation in the West who appear to have elected their chief villain, Israel, to incrementally
“intervene” just as they had planned in regards to attacking Iran — also documented by Brookings
in a report titled, “Which Path to Persia?”

In regards to Iran, in Brookings’ “Which Path to Persia?” report, it states specifically (emphasis
added):

“Israel appears to have done extensive planning and practice for such a strike already, and its
aircraft are probably already based as close to Iran as possible. as such, Israel might be able to
launch the strike in a matter of weeks or even days, depending on what weather and intelligence
conditions it felt it needed. Moreover, since Israel would have much less of a need (or even
interest) in securing regional support for the operation, Jerusalem probably would feel less
motivated to wait for an Iranian provocation before attacking. In short, Israel could move very
fast to implement this option if both Israeli and American leaders wanted it to happen.

However, as noted in the previous chapter, the airstrikes themselves are really just the start of
this policy. Again, the Iranians would doubtless rebuild their nuclear sites. They would probably
retaliate against Israel, and they might retaliate against the United States, too (which might
create a pretext for American airstrikes or even an invasion).” -page 91, Which Path to
Perisa?, Brookings Institution.

And in this statement we can gather insight behind both Israel’s otherwise irrational belligerent
posture throughout its brief history, as well as its most recent act of unprovoked aggression
against Syria. Israel’s role is to play the “bad guy.” As a regional beachhead for Western
corporate-financier interests, it provides a “foot in the door” to any of the West’s many desired
conflicts. By bombing Syria, it hopes to provoke a wider conflict — an intervention the West has
desired and planned for since it tipped off Syria’s violent conflict in 2011.

For Syria and its allies — the goal now must be to deter further Israeli aggression and avoid wider
conflict at all costs. If NATO’s proxy terrorist forces are as weak as they appear — incapable of
tactical or strategic gains, and tapering off into desperate terrorist attacks, it is only a matter of
time before NATO’s campaign grinds to a halt. As mentioned before, such a failure on NATO’s
part will be the beginning of the end for it, and the Western interests that have been using it as a
tool to achieve geopolitical hegemony.

Israel should be expected to commit to increasingly desperate acts to provoke Syria and Iran — as
its leadership represent directly corporate-financier interests abroad, not the Israeli people, or
their best interests (including peace and even survival). For the people of Israel, they must realize
that their leadership indeed does not represent them or their best interests and is able, willing,
and even eager to spend their lives and fortunes in the service of foreign, corporate-financier
interests and global hegemony.
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