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The following are excerpts from previous articles by the author concerning the division of
Iraq and the Middle East as part of Washington’s wider strategy to conquer Eurasia.

1. Looking at the Coming Horizon: Welcome to America’s Arc of Instability?

The US-sponsored siege of Syria is part of its attempts to divide Eurasia and maintain its
global primacy as a superpower. Washington has no mercy for its friends or its foes either
and countries like Turkey and Saudi Arabia will eventually be used as cannon fodder. US
strategists want the area running from North Africa and the Middle East to the Caucasus,
Central Asia, and India to be turned into a black hole of fighting, a la Brzezinski's “Eurasian
Balkans.”

The Arabs, Iran, and Turkey are being lined up for a major conflict, because the US is losing
its superpower status. All that remains of Washington’s superpower status is its military
power. Towards the end of its relatively short life, the Soviet Union only had it military power
too. The Soviet Union experienced social unrest and was in economic decline before it
collapsed. The situation for the US is not much different, if not worst. Washington is broke,
socially divided, becoming racially polarized, and declining rapidly in its international
influence. US elites, however, are determined to resist what more and more looks like the
unpreventable loss of their country’s superpower status and their empire.

Igniting Eurasia with fire and sedition appears to be Washington’s answer to preventing its
own decline. The US plans on starting a great fire from Morocco and the Mediterranean to
the borders of China. This process has essentially been begun by the US through the
destabilization of three different regions: Central Asia, the Middle East, and North Africa. The
first steps that the US and its NATO and Arab allies took to do this did not start in Syria.

In the Middle East, this process started through the siege of Iraq that eventually gave way to
the Anglo-American invasion and occupation of that country in 2003. In Central Asia, the
process started with the destabilization of Afghanistan during the Cold War and US support
for fighting between different fractions, including what would become the Taliban; 9/11
merely gave the US and its NATO allies an opportunity to invade. In North Africa, finally the
US and Israel balkanized Sudan through years of pressure and covert operations.

In the three regions mentioned above we are seeing the second wave of destabilization
now. In Central Asia, the war in Afghanistan has been extended into Pakistan by NATO. This
has given way to the term “AfPak” to describe Afghanistan and Pakistan as one theatre. In
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North Africa, Libya was attacked in 2011 by NATO and the Jamabhiriya has essentially been
divided by various groups. In the Middle East, this second wave of destabilization operations
is targeting the Syrian Arab Republic as a continuation of what happened in Iraq.

Washington seems to be dreaming of this scenario: Kurdish revolts taking place in Syria,
Turkey, Iraqg, and Iran; sectarian civil wars consuming Iraq, Lebanon, Syria, Turkey, and
Yemen in fire; instability and fighting bleeding Algeria, Egypt, Libya, Pakistan, and Sudan;
Berbers and Arabs fighting one another across North Africa; insecurity and political
uncertainty spreading in Central Asia; a war in the South Caucasus consuming Georgia,
Armenia, and the Republic of Azerbaijan; revolts igniting amongst the Balkars, Chechens,
Circassians, Dagestanis, Ingush, and other local Caucasian peoples against Russia in the
North Caucasus; the Persian Gulf being a zone of instability; and Russia at loggerheads with
the European Union and Turkey. Such a conflagration is steadily being buoyed by
Washington.

Ultimately all this is meant to disrupt some of the world’s major energy routes and supplies
to hurt the energy-importing economies of China, the major European powers, India, Japan,
and South Korea. This could force the European Union to become more militaristic out of
desperation to save its economy.

Such a scenario could be dangerous for energy-supplier Russia as well as OPEC states,
which would have to choose between the EU and China if there are energy shortages. A
resource war - like World War | - could be ignited that would bring ruin to a great deal of
Africa and all the industrialized regions of Eurasia. This would happen while the US would
stand by in the Western Hemisphere, watching from a safe distance, just like it did during
the First World War and the Second World War, before it steps in to pick up the pieces as
the economic benefactor of a devastating war.

The above except is from a text that was written on August 14, 2012. To read the full article
please click below:
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2. Dividing Irag and Syria

The encirclement of Syria and Lebanon has long been in the works. Since 2001, Washington
and NATO have started the process of cordoning off Lebanon and Syria. The permanent
NATO presence in the Eastern Mediterranean and the Syrian Accountability Act are part of
this initiative. It appears that this roadmap is based on a 1996 Israeli document aimed at
controlling Syria. The document’s name is A Clean Break: A New Strategy for Securing the
Realm.

The 1996 Israeli document, which included prominent U.S. policy figures as authors, calls for
“rolling back Syria” in 2000 or afterward. The roadmap outlines pushing the Syrians out of
Lebanon, diverting the attention of Damascus by using an anti-Syrian opposition in Lebanon,
and then destabilizing Syria with the help of both Jordan and Turkey. This has all
respectively occurred from 2005 to 2011. This is also why the anti-Syrian March 14 Alliance
and the Special Tribunal for Lebanon (STL) were created in Lebanon.

As a first step towards all this the 1996 document even calls for the removal of President
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Saddam Hussein from power in Baghdad and even alludes to the balkanization of Iraq and
forging a strategic regional alliance against Damascus that includes a Sunni Muslim Arab
“Central Irag.” The sectarian nature of this project is very obvious as are its ties to opposing
a so-called “Shiite Crescent.” The roadmap seeks to foment sectarian divisions as a means
of conquering Syria and creating a Shiite-Sunni rift that will oppose Iran and keep the Arab
monarchs in power.

From Damascus to Tehran

It is also no mere coincidence that Senator Joseph Lieberman started demanding at the start
of 2011 that the Pentagon and NATO attack Syria and Iran. Nor is it a coincidence that
Tehran has been included in the recent Obama Administration sanctions imposed against
Damascus. Damascus is being targeted as a means of targeting Iran and, in broader terms,
weakening Tehran, Moscow, and Beijing in the struggle for control over the Eurasian
landmass. The U.S. and its remaining allies are about to reduce their forces in Iraq, but they
do not want to leave the region or allow Iran to create a bridge between itself and the
Eastern Mediterranean using Iraq.

Once the U.S. leaves Iraq, there will be a direct corridor between Lebanon and Syria with
Iran. This will be a nightmare for Washington and Tel Aviv. It will entrench Iranian regional
dominance and cement the Resistance Bloc, which will pin Iran, Syria, Iraqg, Lebanon, and
the Palestinians together. Israel and the U.S. will both be struck with major strategic blows.

The pressure on Syria is directly tied to this American withdrawal from Iragq and
Washington’s efforts to block Tehran from making any further geo-political gains. By
removing Damascus from the equation, Washington and its allies are hoping to create a
geo-strategic setback for Iran.

Everything that Washington is doing is in preparation for the new geo-political reality and an
attempt to preserve its regional standing. U.S. military forces from Iraq will actually be
redeployed to the GCC countries in the Persian Gulf. Kuwait will host new combat units that
have been designated to re-enter Iraq should security collapse, such as in the case of a
regional war, or to confront Iran and its allies in a future conflict. The U.S. is now activating
the so-called “Coalition of the Moderate” that it created under George W. Bush Jr. and
directing it against Iran, Syria, and their regional allies.

On November 23, 2011 the Turks signed a military agreement with Britain to establish a
strategic partnership and closer Anglo-Turkish military ties. During an important state visit
by Abdullah Gul to London, the agreement was signed by Defence Secretary Phillip
Hammond and the Deputy Chief of the Turkish General Staff, Hulusi Akar. The Anglo-Turkish
agreement comes into play within the framework of the meetings that the British Chief of
Defence Staff, General David Richards, and Liam Fox, the former scandal-ridden British
defence minister, had with Israeli officials in Tel Aviv. After the visit of General Richards to
Israel, Ehud Barak would visit Britain and later Canada for talks concerning Syria and its
strategic ally Iran. Within this timeframe the British and Canadian governments would
declare that they were prepared for war with both Syria and Iran.

London has announced that military plans were also drawn for war with Syria and Iran. On
the other side of the Atlantic, Canada’s Defence Minister, Peter MacKay, created
shockwaves in Canada when he made belligerent announcements about war with Syria and
Iran. He also announced that Canada was buying a new series of military jets through a



major arms purchase. Days later, both Canada and Britain would also cut their banking and
financial ties with Iran. In reality, these steps have largely been symbolic, because Tehran
was deliberately curbing it ties with Britain and Canada. For months the Iranians have also
openly been evaluating cutting their ties with Britain and several other E.U. members.

The events surrounding Syria have much more to do with the geo-politics of the Middle East
than just Syria alone. In the Israeli Knesset, the events in Syria were naturally tied to
reducing Iranian power in the Middle East.

The above except is from a text that was written on December 2, 2011. To read it please
click here:

ﬁ.ﬁixl The March to War: Iran and the Strateqgic Encirclement of Syria and Lebanon

3. The Eradication of the Christian Communities of the Middle East

It is no coincidence that Egyptian Christians were attacked at the same time as the South
Sudan Referendum and before the crisis in Libya. Nor is it a coincidence that Iraqi Christians,
one of the world’s oldest Christian communities, have been forced into exile, leaving their
ancestral homelands in Irag. Coinciding with the exodus of Iraqgi Christians, which occurred
under the watchful eyes of U.S. and British military forces, the neighbourhoods in Baghdad
became sectarian as Shiite Muslims and Sunni Muslims were forced by violence and death
squads to form sectarian enclaves. This is all tied to the Yinon Plan and the reconfiguration
of the region as part of a broader objective.

In Iran, the Israelis have been trying in vain to get the Iranian Jewish community to leave.
Iran’s Jewish population is actually the second largest in the Middle East and arguably the
oldest undisturbed Jewish community in the world. Iranian Jews view themselves as Iranians
who are tied to Iran as their homeland, just like Muslim and Christian Iranians, and for them
the concept that they need to relocate to Israel because they are Jewish is ridiculous.

In Lebanon, Israel has been working to exacerbate sectarian tensions between the various
Christian and Muslim factions as well as the Druze. Lebanon is a springboard into Syria and
the division of Lebanon into several states is also seen as a means for balkanizing Syria into
several smaller sectarian Arab states. The objectives of the Yinon Plan are to divide Lebanon
and Syria into several states on the basis of religious and sectarian identities for Sunni
Muslims, Shiite Muslims, Christians, and the Druze. There could also be objectives for a
Christian exodus in Syria too.

The new head of the Maronite Catholic Syriac Church of Antioch, the largest of the
autonomous Eastern Catholic Churches, has expressed his fears about a purging of Arab
Christians in the Levant and Middle East. Patriarch Mar Beshara Boutros Al-Rahi and many
other Christian leaders in Lebanon and Syria are afraid of a Muslim Brotherhood takeover in
Syria. Like lraq, mysterious groups are now attacking the Christian communities in Syria.
The leaders of the Christian Eastern Orthodox Church, including the Eastern Orthodox
Patriarch of Jerusalem, have also all publicly expressed their grave concerns. Aside from the
Christian Arabs, these fears are also shared by the Assyrian and Armenian communities,
which are mostly Christian.

Sheikh Al-Rahi was recently in Paris where he met President Nicolas Sarkozy. It is reported
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that the Maronite Patriarch and Sarkozy had disagreements about Syria, which prompted
Sarkozy to say that the Syrian regime will collapse. Patriarch Al-Rahi’s position was that
Syria should be left alone and allowed to reform. The Maronite Patriarch also told Sarkozy
that Israel needed to be dealt with as a threat if France legitimately wanted Hezbollah to
disarm.

Because of his position in France, Al-Rahi was instantly thanked by the Christian and Muslim
religious leaders of the Syrian Arab Republic who visited him in Lebanon. Hezbollah and its
political allies in Lebanon, which includes most the Christian parliamentarians in the
Lebanese Parliament, also lauded the Maronite Patriarch who later went on a tour to South
Lebanon.

Sheikh Al-Rahi is now being politically attacked by the Hariri-led March 14 Alliance, because
of his stance on Hezbollah and his refusal to support the toppling of the Syrian regime. A
conference of Christian figures is actually being planned by Hariri to oppose Patriarch Al-
Rahi and the stance of the Maronite Church. Since Al-Rahi announced his position, the Tahrir
Party, which is active in both Lebanon and Syria, has also started targeting him with
criticism. It has also been reported that high-ranking U.S. officials have also cancelled their
meetings with the Maronite Patriarch as a sign of their displeasure about his positions on
Hezbollah and Syria.

The Hariri-led March 14 Alliance in Lebanon, which has always been a popular minority
(even when it was a parliamentary majority), has been working hand-in-hand with the U.S.,
Israel, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, and the groups using violence and terrorism in Syria. The
Muslim Brotherhood and other so-called Salafist groups from Syria have been coordinating
and holding secret talks with Hariri and the Christian political parties in the March 14
Alliance. This is why Hariri and his allies have turned on Cardinal Al-Rahi. It was also Hariri
and the March 14 Alliance that brought Fatah Al-Islam into Lebanon and have now helped
some of its members escape to go and fight in Syria.

There are unknown snippers who are targeting Syrian civilians and the Syrian Army with a
view of causing chaos and internal fighting. The Christian communities in Syria are also
being targeted by unknown groups. It is very likely that the attackers are a coalition of U.S.,
French, Jordanian, Israeli, Turkish, Saudi, and Khalij (Gulf) Arab forces working with some
Syrians on the inside.

A Christian exodus is being planned for the Middle East by Washington, Tel Aviv, and
Brussels. It has been reported that Sheikh Al-Rahi was told in Paris by President Nicolas
Sarkozy that the Christian communities of the Levant and Middle East can resettle in the
European Union. This is no gracious offer. It is a slap in the face by the same powers that
have deliberately created the conditions to eradicate the ancient Christian communities of
the Middle East. The aim appears to be either the resettling of the Christian communities
outside of the region or demarcate them into enclaves. Both could be objectives.

This project is meant to delineate the Arab nations along the lines of being exclusively
Muslim nations and falls into accordance with both the Yinon Plan and the geo-political
objectives of the U.S. to control Eurasia. A major war may be its outcome. Arab Christians
now have a lot in common with black-skinned Arabs.

Re-Dividing Africa: The Yinon Plan is very Much Alive and at Work...



In regards to Africa, Tel Aviv sees securing Africa as part of its broader periphery. This
broader or so-called “new periphery” became a basis of geo-strategy for Tel Aviv after 1979
when the “old periphery” against the Arabs that included Iran, which was one of Israel’s
closest allies during the Pahlavi period, buckled and collapsed with the 1979 Iranian
Revolution. In this context, Israel’s “new periphery” was conceptualized with the inclusion of
countries like Ethiopia, Uganda, and Kenya against the Arab states and the Islamic Republic
of Iran. This is why Israel has been so deeply involved in the balkanization of Sudan.

In the same context as the sectarian divisions in the Middle East, the Israelis have outlined
plans to reconfigure Africa. The Yinon Plan seeks to delineate Africa on the basis of three
facets: (1) ethno-linguistics; (2) skin-colour; and, finally, (3) religion. To secure the realm, it
also so happens that the the Institute for Advanced Strategic and Political Studies (IASPS),
the Israeli think-tank that included Perle, also pushed for the creating of the Pentagon’s U.S.
Africa Command (AFRICOM).

An attempt to separate the merging point of an Arab and African identity is underway. It
seeks to draw dividing lines in Africa between a so-called “Black Africa” and a supposedly
“non-Black” North Africa. This is part of a scheme to create a schism in Africa between what
are assumed to be “Arabs” and so-called “Blacks.”

This objective is why the ridiculous identity of an “African South Sudan” and an “Arab North
Sudan” have been nurtured and promoted. This is also why black-skinned Libyans have
been targeted in a campaign to “colour cleanse” Libya. The Arab identity in North Africa is
being de-linked from its African identity. Simultaneously there is an attempt to eradicate the
large populations of “black-skinned Arabs” so that there is a clear delineation between
“Black Africa” and a new “non-Black” North Africa, which will be turned into a fighting
ground between the remaining “non-Black” Berbers and Arabs.

In the same context, tensions are being fomented between Muslims and Christians in Africa,
in such places as Sudan and Nigeria, to further create lines and fracture points. The fuelling
of these divisions on the basis of skin-colour, religion, ethnicity, and language is intended to
fuel disassociation and disunity in Africa. This is all part of a broader African strategy of
cutting North Africa off from the rest of the African continent.

The above except is from a text that was written on November 26, 2011. To read the full
article please click here:
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Preparing the Chessboard for the “Clash of Civilizations”: Divide, Conquer and Rule the

“New Middle East”

4. The Execution of Saddam Hussein

The barbaric lynching of Saddam Hussein, the former president of Iraq, was a
choreographed event, a carefully staged U.S. sponsored PSYOP, with a view to triggering
social divisions and fomenting sectarian violence within Iraq and the broader Middle East.

In its coverage of the execution, the international media, in a highly convoluted fashion,
combined the transcript of Saddam Hussein’s execution with “recollections” of so-called
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witness statements.

Moreover, the transcripts were often presented to readers without context or explanation.
More generally, the translations from the Arabic were the object of manipulation and media
distortion.

The execution of the Iraqi leader was carefully timed to occur during a sensitive time for
Muslims. The execution fell during Eid ul-Adha, a holy day for Muslims. The date of the
execution is perhaps one of the most compromising signals that the execution was indeed a
psychological operation (PSYOP) launched by the United States.

The execution date was deliberately chosen during a sacred period for Muslims to exploit a
divide between Shiite and Sunni. This sacred day was marked on Saturday, December 30,
2007 by Sunni Muslims in Irag and was observed a day later on Sunday, December 31, 2007
by Iraqg’s Shiites.

This is a strategic difference in dates that the execution of Saddam Hussein sought to
expose and exploit to create sedition and division between Iraqgis and Muslims. The day of
the execution was deliberately chosen by its U.S. sponsors to occur on Saturday, December
30, 2006, the day that Sunni Muslims observed Eid ul-Adha.

The execution took place on December 30, with a view to enraging Sunni Muslims against
Shiite Muslims in Iraq and the Middle East. Concurrently, both the media and official U.S.
statements pointed to the Shiite Muslims (and the so-called “Shiite government”) as being
responsible for the execution.

Aside from the religious context, the execution was also illegal under the Iraqi legal code
and constitution. This has been articulated by Rizgar Mohammad Amin, an Iragi Kurd and
one of the former judges in the questionable trial of Saddam Hussein.

The execution was carried out, as a psychological weapon, to usher in sectarian violence
and division throughout the Middle East. The timing also coincided with several
announcements and news reports of war plans by the United States and Israel in regards to
Syria and Iran.

It is no coincidence that shortly after the execution the U.S. President identified Syria and
Iran as the enemies of Iraq and raided an Iranian Consulate in Iragi Kurdistan.

The media disinformation campaign pertaining to the execution was coordinated with the
instruments of war propaganda emanating from the Pentagon and U.S. intelligence.

The above except is from a text that was written on January 31, 2007. To read the full article
please click here:

“ Saddam Hussein’s Last Words: “To the Hell that is Iraqg!?”
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