Not the 90,000 Iraqi civilians or the 4,200 US and UK
troops killed since 2003. The big winners are the *money
men! who have made billions.
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Irag: WWho won the war?

?

By Raymond Whitaker and Stephen Foley

Five years ago today, Britain stood on the brink® of war.
On 16 March 2003, United Nations weapons inspectors were
advised to leave Iraq within 48 hours, and the* shock and awe”
bombing campaign began less than 100 hours later, on 20
March. The moment the neocons® around President George
Bush had worked so long for, aided by the moral fervour* of
Tony Blair, was about to arrive.

“ | believe demolishing® Hussein’s military power and
liberating lraq would be a cakewalk®” Kenneth Adelman, a
leading neocon, had said a few weeks before, and so it proved.
Within barely a month, Saddam’s bronze statue in Baghdad’s
Firdaus Square was scrap’” metal. But *every other® prediction
by the Bush administration’s hawks proved wrong.

No *weapons of mass destruction®—Britain’s key
justification® for war—have been found. The Pentagon
acknowledged last week that a review of more than 600,000
captured lragi documents showed “ no evidence that Saddam
Hussein’s regime had any operational links with Osama bin
Laden’s al-Qa’ida terrorist network”.

In 2008, there are still more American troops in Iraq than
during the invasion, with no exit yet *in sight". Britain’s
Ministry of Defence has just admitted that it has been unable to
withdraw as many British troops as it planned—there are »
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4,000 still based just outside Basra, instead of the projected 2500 3987

2,500. So far 3,987 American soldiers and 197 British troops 197

have died in Irag. /5 , ?
So, five years on, who can be said to have won the war? : 2003 ,

Certainly not Iraqgi civilians, at least 90,000 of whom have died

violently since 2003, at the most conservative estimate. Other 5 6

studies have multiplied® that figure by five or six. Two million 200

Iragis have fled the country, and at least as many again are

internally displaced. Baghdad households suffered power cuts 8
of up to eight hours a day in Saddam’s time; now they can

expect less than eight hours of electricity a day on average. 8

Nor have the eager promotors of the war, such as Mr ,
Adelman, fared well. (By October 2006 he was admitting: , (2006 10
“ We’re losing in Irag.”) The most arrogant of them all, Donald . ")
Rumsfeld, the ex-secretary of defence, was reluctantly dropped
by Mr Bush in his second term. His former deputy, Paul
Wolfowitz, who famously said
that WMD had been used as the
excuse for war because it was
the only topic Washington’s
bureaucracy® could agree on,
was forced to resign as president
of the World Bank after :
arranging a pay rise for his
girlfriend. The Senate refused to
confirm John Bolton as US
ambassador to the UN.

George Bush is the most
unpopular President since
*opinion polls™ began, mainly Iraqi president Jalal Talabani [right] offered Mr
because of Irag. Tony Blair, his Ahmadinejad a warm ceremonial welcome in Baghdad.
partner in the reckless venture,
has already gone; those *in a position to® know believe he
would still be Prime Minister had it not been for the war. The '
standing®® of both Britain and the US has suffered
immeasurably"’.

The main winners of the war are not the ones its
instigators®® planned: Iran and al-Qa’ida. No one in
Washington appeared to have calculated that to unseat ; —
Saddam, whom the US once supported as a bulwark™ against
the Iranians, would empower the majority community in Iraq, -
the Shias, or that many of them would look to the world’s
only Shia nation, Iran. The US insists that Tehran retains
nuclear ambitions, despite its own intelligence estimate that
work on a weapon has stopped, but its occupation of Irag »
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has given Iran a hostage it could never have imagined having.

As for al-Qa’ida, it never had a foothold in Iraq until the
chaos created by the invasion gave it the opportunity to
establish one. And while the US is preoccupied in Iraq, the
conflict it neglected, in Afghanistan, is getting worse. Al-
Qa’ida has re-established itself in the lawless tribal areas of
Pakistan, while its old host, the Taliban, regains ground on
the other side of the Afghan border.

In early 2003, Mr Rumsfeld mused® on what might be
the cost of the war to come: $50bn ( 25bn) or $60bn, he and
White House planners thought. Five years on, the bill is
already 10 times that, while here the Commons Defence
Committee has just warned of a “ surprising” 52 per cent
increase in the cost of operations in Iraq to nearly 1.45bn in
the current financial year, despite the reductions in troop
levels. An unprecedented® amount has been funnelled® to the
private sector. The big winners have been the money men.

Another army of private security guards escorts?,
convoys, protects infrastructure projects and ferries®* military
equipment around Irag. These have been followed by business
consultants, building project planners and government
advisers, many of whom have put their lives at risk in the
pursuit of a reconstructed Irag while their companies earn
billions.

An estimate last October put the number of private
contractors working in lIraq at 160,000 from up to 300
separate companies. About 50,000 were private security
guards from companies such as Blackwater—whose killing of
17 Iraqgi civilians last September in a gun battle shone a
spotlight on the US military’s reliance on poorly controlled
private armies. Each Blackwater guard in Irag, of whom there
have been up to 900, costs the US government $445,000 per
year.

*At one point®, ArmorGroup, chaired by the former
foreign secretary Sir Malcolm Rifkind, was getting half its
revenues from Irag. It carried out convoy protection at rates®
estimated at between $8,000 and $12,000 a day, and helped »
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Time (Apr. 7, 2008)

Ethanol increases global warming,
destroys forests and inflates food
prices. So why are we subsidizing it?

l

Nature (Mar. 27, 2008)
?

Spanish palaeontologists have dug
up the remains of a 1.2-million-year-
old humanlike inhabitant of Western

Europe.
120

BusinessWeek (Apr. 7, 2008)

50

Management vision that spurns
conventional wisdom is one trait many
companies on our list share. This year’s
rankings are also our most international
to date.

to guard polling stations during the country’s elections.
By far the biggest winner of contracts in Irag, though, is
Halliburton, the oil and related services company run by
Dick Cheney before he became US vice-president and a
key architect of the war. The connections between the
company and the Bush administration helped to generate
$16bn in contracts in Iraq and Afghanistan in the three
years from the start of 2004—nine times as much as any
other company.

So far, major companies such as Shell, BP and
ExxonMobil have held back on investing directly in the
country while the violence continues—but the war has
still contributed handsomely to their record-breaking
profits because of sky-high oil prices. As the US prepared
to march into Irag, crude soared to what then seemed an
impossibly high $37 a barrel. Last week it reached a
record $110.

The Nobel prize-winning economist Joseph Stiglitz
estimates that the war has added between $5 and $10 a
barrel to the price of oil. The figure could be higher, if
one believes that the rise also reflects a big additional
premium? for the threat of future supply disruptions that
might be caused by geopolitical® tensions or increased
terrorist activity in oil-producing regions—any of which
might be traced back to the passions inflamed® by the
war. =

10 English Digest May 2008

2004 3
160 e

BP

37
110

The Independent Mar. 16, 2008)

27. premium[ ‘priimiom] n. ;
28. geopolitical [ (d3zizoupa-htikal a.

29. inflame[ in"fleim] wt.



