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| asked a friend of mine who works in a reputal#¥eearch centre in Washington
whether he expected Israel to launch a militariketagainst Iran. He pondered the
question for a few moments and then gave an anthaeiconveyed both yes and no at
the same time.

He was certain neither Netanyahu nor any otheeliskeader could undertake such an
action without receiving a green light from Washorg He paused briefly and then said,
“Israel could not afford to take a step of that magle on its own, because of the
enormous repercussions it would have on the futdréhe region, and perhaps the
world."

Just as | was about to ask my next question hemedu"As long as Washington
continues to talk of not putting American livesrisk, no one in Israel would dare act
unilaterally. But the moment that the Obama adrrai®n stops using that rhetoric then
you know that the time is at hand."”

Between the lines this reads: Israeli and US thigkin the question of Iran's possession
of a nuclear weapon is the same, as was the caberegpect to Iraq when Israel
bombed the Osirak nuclear reactor near Baghdad. difference is that, today,
American flesh and blood is present on the grouandaiq, Afghanistan and the countries
of the Gulf, and US interests in that area morensive, more extensive and more

www.afgazad.com 1 afgazad@gmail.com




densely populated with staff and dependents thanlasfore. Therefore, if Israel started
a war, Israel would not be the only party to sumstdie consequences through, for
example, retaliation against its own nuclear fdesi and other military responses. In
fact, the bulk of the damage would be borne byUlgein terms of lives, material and
political damage.

Just as | was about to ask what was new in thaiepaally close US-Israeli relationship,
my interlocutor pre-empted me with the questiont@svhether | had been following
Ehud Barak's visits to Washington. After | told hthat | had not, he said that never
before in contemporary Israeli history had a marisif defence made so many visits to
Washington -- one every three weeks or so -- Wwiésé visits interspersed by visits from
other Israeli Ministry of Defence and Mossad o#ilsi and visits by their American
counterparts to Tel Aviv. Such intensive exchanigelicate that some very important
strategic matter is afoot and that this requirdst af face-to-face talks, exchanges of
opinion and points of view, and ironing out of diénces over procedures and ways of
working.

"Don't forget that the way Israel works militarilis completely different from
Washington. Israel identifies its primary stratefgioget and then trains all its forces on
hitting it, and that's all there is to it. That't©\at happened when it struck the Osirak
reactor in Iraq and Al-Kibar reactor in northerrri@ylIn fact, Israel never even admitted
to carrying out that latter strike, leaving it wpdthers to draw their own conclusions." If
the US wanted to carry out an operation of that, gbe US military would use a
completely different approach. It would not strikee target until after having first
destroyed all the enemy's defence fortificatioret tould obstruct the ability to reach
the target. Second, it would try to paralyse theney air force to prevent it from
hampering the missions of American aircraft. Thiitdwould ascertain that it had
neutralised all hostile missile bases and retaljat@pacities for at least a sufficiently
reasonable period so that friendly targets wouldehide time to prepare themselves.
Only then would it deliver the strike, and in a wiénat would be both surgical but
painful. Reconciling such completely different r@hy working styles is a hugely
complicated and arduous task.

Clearly then, although it is not yet time to strikelanning and preparation are
proceeding full steam ahead. In this regard, Basakcting not only in the capacity of
military coordinator but also as foreign ministecchuse -- as my interlocutor put it -- no
one in Washington can stand Lieberman. When theiafisraeli foreign minister wants

to meet American Likudist extremists he goes to Nexk, waits there for an invitation

from Washington that never comes, and flies backstael. So, if anyone from the

current Israeli government (apart from Netanyahfucaurse) is going to tend to the
political side of matters with the US it is EhudrBla

Reviewing developments on this front since the fr@gg of the year, the US chief-of-
staff visited Israel in January to discuss theiramuclear escalation. In February, US
National Security Advisor James Jones and US Igaite Chief Leon Panetta paid
follow- up visits, the latter secretly. Before theonth was out, Ehud Barak was in
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Washington to discuss sanctions against Iran angs ved dealing with the Iranian
nuclear question, as well as security cooperatiwhthe missile defence system, and the
situation in the Middle East and the Palestiniaritteies. No sooner did Barak return to
Israel than Chairman of the US Joint Chiefs of {Skdithael Mullen arrived there to
discuss ways of sustaining the qualitative supiyiaf the Israeli armed forces and
common security challenges. That was on 28 FebruHngn, shortly after Mullen
returned to the US, Israeli Chief-of-Staff Gabi Aghazy returned the visit, appearing in
Washington in March to discuss the Iranian nuctgeestion. Just over a month later, on
28 April, Ehud Barak came to Washington to meetr&acy of State Hillary Clinton and
Secretary of Defense Robert Gates to discuss is@@lrity. There followed a series of
visits to Israel by US Vice-President Joe Bidere Hecretary of defence and other
security officials, and return visits to Washingtby Netanyahu with his teams of
advisors. This brings us up to 26 July and EhucaBamost recent call on Washington
to discuss the Iranian nuclear question, negotiatwith the Palestinians and an Israeli
shopping list for American weapons.

A few days before that meeting, Daniel Kurtzer, veleoved as US ambassador to Cairo
and then to Tel Aviv and who is currently a protessf Middle Eastern policy studies at
Princeton University, came out with a short congimgy planning paper for the Council
on Foreign Relations in New York entitlel,Third Lebanon War. The paper takes the
Israeli invasion of Lebanon in 1982 as the firsbaeon war and the war in the summer
of 2006 as the second. It foresees a possibleienupf a third Israeli war against
Lebanon sometime between 12 and 18 months from aswthe result of three
interrelated factors. The first is Hizbullah's grmow political clout in Lebanon since the
second Lebanon war. Secondly, Hizbullah's arsenabw more powerful quantitatively
and qualitatively than it was at that time, havangce steadily rearmed with Iranian and
Syrian help, in spite of UN Security Council Redmn 1701 calling for the
disarmament of all militias in Lebanon and the iempéntation of the Lebanese cabinet
decision of 26 July 2006 stating that "there shalho weapons or authority in Lebanon
other than that of the Lebanese state." Thirdlyadk sees Hizbullah as a forward
military arm for Iran that could either deliver iast strike or a retaliatory strike in the
event of an Israeli attack against Iranian nudeailities.

Kurtzer sees several indicators of looming dan@ere is the increase in Hizbullah's
anti-Israeli rhetoric, as exemplified by Hassan ridbah's fiery speech of 4 June when
he warned that attacks against Lebanon would be wtht strikes against strategic
targets in Israel. In Israel, meanwhile, there basn a similar increase in official

statements and public commentary about Hizbullath lean. Particular play has been
given to weapons shipments to Lebanon and militieyning camps, prompting

intensive debate in the Israeli media over whetbierel should be intercepting ships it
suspects of carrying weapons to Lebanon. A thiodofais heightened levels of Israeli
military and civil defence preparedness. Kurtzeteadhat the IDF exercise "Firestone
12" was predicated on scenario involving extengiigbullah assaults against Israel
using long- range missiles and advanced air-defsystems.
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What strikes one most about this contingency papethat it advises the US
administration to do all in its power to forestallch a war. Kurtzer suggests measures
ranging from diplomatic intervention and pressurthg involved parties inclusive of
Israel and Syria to possibly negotiating with Hilthlu itself. He can also envision the
option of the US sanctioning a limited Israeli lstriagainst Hizbullah's missile supply
lines and training camps, even if these are locetgide Syria. He argues that although
such strikes might risk engaging Syria, they wdwgd-estricted to purely military targets
and remove the justification for a wider Israelfeofsive. This alternative fails to take
into account, first, current US-Israeli military ardination with respect to Iran and,
second, the possibility that Hizbullah might dedidglay along, go on the offensive and
effectively abort US-Israeli plans for Iran.

Will it help us to understand all this if we seeintthe broader context of a region
brimming with dangerous forks in perilous roads,smof which lead to violence,
whether at the country or regional level or evegobpe that? During the past decade,
since the turn of the century, we have had the Agaerwars on Iraq and Afghanistan,
civil wars in Iraq and Sudan, the second Lebanon the Israeli war against Gaza, not
to mention lesser battles and skirmishes, and wariforms of terrorism and
counterterrorism. The sources of all this bloodsaeinot what concern me here. In all
events, their political, economic and cultural dnsiens are too numerous and too
intricately intertwined to go into now, althougheosuspects that many of them have to
do with the perpetual state of a region that haedato explore other options for
handling sharp historical contradictions. RathdmaiM would like to focus on is Egypt,
which is located in the centre of the morass amevier trying to maintain equilibrium
and to lessen the extremism and fanaticism of #meus parties. From this perspective,
| see two interrelated issues. The first is hovhtriggypt was to choose the strategic
option of peace, which not only brought the regtoraof its land but also kept Egypt
away from that maelstrom of violence and extremitig has shaken the region so
drastically over the past decade. The second imtrey attempts to drag Egypt into that
horrific maelstrom.

During the past few years, various forces havehsst sights on Sinai with the purpose
of destroying the splendid reputation it had acepiithrough the development of the
southern portion of the peninsula and with the afrasing it as a base to infiltrate into
the rest of Egypt. Means towards this end inclutiedunnels dug beneath the Egyptian-
Palestinian border, the mass storming of that boame encroachment into Sinai, the
terrorist bombings in Taba, Dahab and Sharm EN®heand terrorist infiltration and
recruitment activities, the most notorious of whigas the cell that Hizbullah attempted
to plant with the aim of threatening the Suez Camal the Red Sea. It is difficult to see
these actions as isolated developments. Most litkedy formed part of a greater plan to
prepare a theatre of operations.

Now, | am sure that we have people who are compatehprepared to deal with threats
of this nature, these being the people who haveuied previous bids to propel Egypt
towards the precipice of war and violence. Howewenat concerns me is that our
political and intellectual elites seem to have édarninwards, and that the outside world
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seems to have vanished from public debate in Edypdrt from certain political forces

that still speak of the "Egyptian regional role" taeugh we were still in the 1950s
instead of the world of the first decade of thet2dsntury, there is precious little

discussion of the state of the region and its logmperils. In the Egyptian press,
television talk shows and other forums you findyoaldesolate blank where we should
be seeing a range of perceptions and ideas on diaedl with some very worrisome
regional conditions.

Aside from the occasional accusatory fingers pdinteaightfully for the most part -- at
Israel or the US, analyses of the regional sitmatigsessments of the challenges it poses
to Egyptian interests, and reflections on how Egpiuld respond are virtually absent
from our agenda. | am aware that our parliamentargl presidential elections are
coming up and that both of these merit the clogentibn of all political forces in our
country. But how can we close our eyes to loomiaggers and the authors of these
dangers who would like nothing better than for asfall in line submissively and
unsuspectingly behind them? | know that our econosiiuation, which has both
discouraging and encouraging aspects, demands ttantian. But we allow this to
distract us from vital matters connected to Egyptiational security?
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