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The protests in Tunisia have had a domino effect in the Arab World. Egypt, the largest Arab 
country, is now electrified with popular uproar to remove the Mubarak regime in Cairo. It 
must be asked what effects would this event have? Will the U.S., Israel, and NATO simply 
watch the Egyptian people establish a free government?  

The parable of the Arab dictators is like that of the spider's web. Although the spider feels safe in 
its web, in reality the web is one of the frailest homes. All the Arab dictators and tyrants, from 
Morocco to Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates, are in fear now. Egypt is on the brink of 
what could amount to being one of the most important geo-political events in this century. 
 
Pharaohs, ancient or modern, all have their end days. Mubarak's days are numbered, but the 
powers behind him have not yet been defeated. Egypt is an important part of America's global 
empire. The U.S. government, Tel Aviv, the E.U., and NATO all have significant interests in 
maintaining Egypt as a puppet regime.  

The U.S. and Israel want to use the Egyptian Military to Police the Egyptian People 

 
When protests started in Egypt, the heads of the Egyptian military all went to the U.S. and 
consulted with U.S. officials for orders. The Egyptians are well aware that the regime in Cairo is 



a pawn in the services of the U.S. and Israel. This is why Egyptian slogans are not only directed 
against the Mubarak regime but are also aimed against the U.S. and Israel, in similarity to some 
of the slogans of the Iranian Revolution. The U.S. has been involved in every aspect of the 
Egyptian government's activities. Cairo has not made a single move without consulting both the 
White House and Tel Aviv. Israel has also permitted the Egyptian military to move into urban 
areas in the Sinai Peninsula.  

The reality of the situation is that the U.S. government has worked against freedom in the Arab 
World and beyond. When President Obama says that there should be a period of "transition" in 
Egypt, it means that Mubarak and the Egyptian regime should stay intact. The U.S. does not 
want a people's government in Cairo. 

Martin Indyk, a former Clinton Administration official at the U.S. National Security Council 
with an area of responsible for the Middle East and the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict and an 
individual closely tied to the Obama Administration, told The New York Times that the U.S. must 
work towards bringing  the Egyptian military into control of Egypt until a "moderate and 
legitimate political leadership [can] emerge." [1] Not only did Indyk call for a military takeover 
in Egypt, he also used U.S. State Department double-speak. What U.S. officials mean by 
"moderate" are dictatorships and regimes like Saudi Arabia, the U.A.E., Jordan, Morocco, and 
Ben Ali's Tunisia. As for legitimacy, in the eyes of U.S. officials, it means individuals who will 
serve U.S. interests. 

 
Tel Aviv is far less coy than the U.S. about the situation in Egypt. Out of fear of losing Cairo, 
Tel Aviv has been encouraging the Mubarak regime to unleash the full force of the Egyptian 
military on the civilian protesters. It has also been defending Mubarak internationally. In this 
regard, the Egyptian military's primary role has always been to police the Egyptian people and to 
keep the Mubarak regime in power. U.S. military aid to Egypt is solely intended for this purpose. 

 
 

 



 
 
 

Revolutionary Egypt: A Second Iran in the Middle East? 

 
If the Egyptian people manage to establish a new and truly sovereign government, it would 
equate to a second Iran in the Middle East. This would cause a major regional and global geo-
political shift. It would also deeply upset and cripple the interests of the U.S., Britain, Israel, 
France, the E.U., and NATO in what would amount to a colossal loss, like that of Iran in 1979.  
 
If a new revolutionary government were to emerge in Cairo the bogus Israeli-Palestinian peace 
talks would be over, the starvation of the Palestinians of the Gaza Strip would end, the 
cornerstone of Israeli military security would be gone, and the Iranian-Syrian Awliyaa (Alliance) 
could possibly gain a significant new member. 

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu expressed Tel Aviv's fears about Egypt allying with 
Iran and a new gateway of Iranian influence being opened in a speech by saying: "Tehran is 
waiting for the day in which darkness descends [in Egypt]." [2] Netanyahu is correct about one 
thing, the Iranian Foreign Ministry has been monitoring the events in Egypt very eagerly and the 
Iranians are awaiting the establishment of a new revolutionary government that could join Iran 
and the Resistance Bloc. Tehran has been overjoyed and Iran is abuzz with speeches by its 
officials about what they believe to be an "Islamic Awakening." 

While the Arab members of the Resistance Bloc have made low-key statements about 
the protests in Egypt, non-Arab Iran has been vocal in its support of the protesters in the Arab 
World. Syria has made low-key remarks, because of its own fears of revolt at home. Hezbollah 
and Hamas have also been relatively low-key on their stances about the protests in the Arab 
World, because they wish to avoid being targeted by the Arab regimes through accusations of 
meddling.  
 
At every opportunity the so-called "moderate" Arab regimes seek to demonize these Arab 



players. On the other hand the Turkish government, which maintains close ties to the Arab 
regimes, has also been virtually silent about the protests in the Arab World. 

Israel is preparing itself for the possible reality that an unfriendly government will be taking 
office in Cairo, which is what will happen if the Egyptian people are successful. Tel Aviv has 
secret military-security contingency plans for Egypt. In the words of Netanyahu to the Israeli 
Knesset: "A peace agreement does not guarantee the existence of peace [between Israel and 
Egypt], so in order to protect it and ourselves, in cases in which the agreement disappears or is 
violated due to regime change on the other side, we protect it with security arrangements on the 
ground." [3] 

 
 
  

   
 
 

Threats of U.S., Israeli, and NATO Military Intervention in Egypt: Recall the 1956 
Invasion of Egypt? 

There is also the chance of renewed war with Israel and even American and NATO military 
intervention in Egypt. The threat of military intervention in Egypt must be considered. In 1956, 
the British, the French, and the Israelis jointly attacked Egypt when President Gamal Abdel 
Nasser nationalized the Suez Canal. Recalling 1956, the U.S. and NATO could do the same. 
General James Mattis, the commander of U.S. Central Command said that the U.S. will deal with 
Egypt "diplomatically, economically, [and] militarily" should access to the Suez Canal be shut 
by Egypt to the U.S. and its allies. [4] 

In 2008, Norman Podhoretz proposed a unthinkable nightmare scenario. In this nightmare 
scenario the Israelis would militarily occupy the oil refineries and naval ports of the Persian Gulf 
to insure "energy security" and they would also launch a so-called pre-emptive nuclear attack 
against Iran, Syria, and Egypt. [5]  

In 2008, the main questions that arose were: "energy security" for whom and why attack Egypt, 
where the Mubarak government has been a staunch Israeli ally?  



Would the Israelis attack Egypt if a revolutionary government emerged in Cairo? This is what 
essentially happened a few years after Gamal Abdel Nasser took power from Mohammed 
Naguib in Egypt. Also, is such a military attack on Egypt tied to Israel's secret military-security 
contingency plans that Netanyahu assured the Israeli Knesset about. 

Is such a nightmare scenario, which includes the use of nuclear weapons, a distinct possiblity? 
Podhoretz has close ties to both Israeli and U.S. officials. It should also be mentioned that 
Podhoretz is a recipient of the U.S. Presidential Medal of Freedom for his intellectual influence 
in the U.S. and is one of the original 1997 signatories of the Project for the New American 
Century (PNAC) along with Elliot Abrams, Richard Cheney, John (Jeb) Bush, Donald Rumsfeld, 
Steen Forbes Jr., and Paul Wolfowitz. The PNAC has essentially outlined plans for transforming 
America into a global empire through militarism overseas and domestic militarization. 
 
"Managed Chaos" and the Threats of Balkanization in Egypt: The Yinon Plan at Work? 

Egypt cannot be managed by the Mubarak regime, the U.S., Israel, and their allies anymore. 
Thus, the U.S., Israel, and their allies are now working to divide and destabilize Egypt, as the 
most powerful Arab state, so that no strategic challenge can emerge from Cairo. The attacks on 
the peaceful protestors in Cairo's central Tahrir Square by Mubarak's club-wielding thugs riding 
camels and horses was a stage-managed event to build public support outside of the Arab World 
for having a dictatorial strongman in Cairo. It epitomized every stereotype and incorrect 
Orientalist attitude about Arabs and the peoples of the Middle East. It would come as no surprise 
if the U.S., Israel, and Britain played direct or advisory roles in the event. 

In a major departure from reality, the Mubarak regime's state-controlled media is reporting 
popular support for Mubarak by millions of Egyptians and wide-spread approval of his speech 
and his "transitional government" plans. In a show of desperation, the same state-
controlled media is also trying to blame Iran and its Arab allies for the Egyptian protests. 
Egyptian state-controlled media has reported that Iranian commandos and special forces, along 
with the Lebanese Hezbollah and the Palestinian Hamas, have been on destabilization and 
sabotage missions against Egypt. 

These types of accusations by the regime in Cairo are not new. Yemen, Bahrain, Jordan, and 
Mahmoud Abbas also all do the same. The Mubarak regime has blamed Iran, Hezbollah, the Free 
Patriotic Movement, Syria, and Hamas for meddling and inciting revolt several times in the past. 
When the Free Patriotic Movement criticized the Mubarak regime about the treatment of 
Egyptian Christians, the Mubarak regime accused Michel Aoun of sectarian sedition. On the 
other hand, Hezbollah was accused of attempting to create chaos in Egypt when Hassan 
Nasrallah asked the Egyptian people to show solidarity with the Palestinians and demand that 
their government allow humanitarian aid to go to the people of the Gaza Strip. 
 
Managed Chaos at Work 

Although Mubarak's thugs are also creating chaos in Egypt to try to keep his regime in power, 
the doctrine of "managed chaos" is being used by external actors with the Israeli Yinon Plan in 
mind. Making Egyptians fight against one another and turning Egypt into a divided and insecure 



state, just like Anglo-American Iraq, appears to be the objective of the U.S., Israel, and their 
allies. The building tensions between Egyptian Muslims and Egyptian Christians, which includes 
the attacks on Coptic churches, is tied to this project. In this context, on the thirteenth day of the 
protests in Egypt, the Mar Girgis Church in the Egyptian town of Rafah, next to Gaza and 
Israel, was attacked by armed men on motorcycles. [6] 

The White House and Tel Aviv do not want a second Iran in the Middle East. They will do 
whatever they can to prevent the emergence of a strong and independent Egypt.  
 
A free Egypt could prove to be a much bigger threat than non-Arab Iran within the Arab World 
to the objectives of the U.S., Israel, and NATO. 

 

 
The Return of the Egyptian Eagle as the Champion of Arab Independence? 

Egypt was once a major strategic challenge to the U.S., Israel, France, and Britain in the Arab 
World and Africa. Nasserite Egypt aided the Algerian Resistance against the French occupation 
of Algeria, openly supported the Palestinians against the Israeli occupation of their homes, 
supported the Yemenite Resistance against the British occupation in South Yemen, challenged 
the legitimacy of the British-installed Hashemites and the American-supported House of Saud, 
and offered support to national liberation and anti-imperialist movements. Cairo under a 
revolutionary government, whether deeply tied to Islam or not, could give the Arab World a new 
leader that would revive pan-Arabism, make Tel Aviv further nervous about trying to launch 
wars, and rally the Arabs and other peoples worldwide in revolt against the global confederacy 
formed by the U.S. and its allies. 

Egypt is not free from bondage yet. The Egyptian people must also address the role of global 
capitalism in supporting the Mubarak regime. At the same time they must remain united. If they 



are successful, they will make a huge impact on the history of the current century. 
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