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Countdown For War! 
 
War for oil: the main factor behind 
US military attack against Iraq is to 
gain complete leverage over the vast 
oil resources of Iraq and its 
neighboring countries within the 
Persian Gulf.   
 
(From editorial in the "Nameh Mardom", Central 
Organ of the Tudeh Party of Iran No. 653, 4th 
February 2003) 
 
George Bush’s state of union speech on 28th of 
January on one the hand should be viewed as 
reasserting US decision to invade Iraq and on 
the other hand, as an moral justification for a 
war which is opposed by the majority of people 
in the world, including US citizens.   
 
In this speech Bush attempted to justify the 
policy of “crusades”, which he uttered a few 
days after the terrorists attack of September 11.   
Posing as a Christian fundamentalist, he talked 
about “great ideals” and “great responsibility” of 
the United States as a nation, which he 
recognized it as the leader of the world - adding 
that it is unacceptable not to pursue an “infinite 
war” against terrorism and for vital interests of 
the US.  Bush insisted that the greatest dangers 
in war against terrorism and the major threat 
faced by the US and the world are the rebel 
regimes in possession of biologic, chemical and 
nuclear weapons or those seeking to gain access 
to these weapons. It is important to note that 
Bush again reiterated the notion of “axis of evil” 
in order to outline the next set of targets in the 
“infinite war” against humanity by mentioning 
Iran and North Korea in various parts of his 
speech. 

 
 
 
Bush’s speech delivered a day after the vague 
and provocative report presented by Dr Hans 
Blix was practically calculated to confront and 
ridicule the public opinion.    
 
In recent weeks, George Bush and his allies, 
aware of the world’s public opinion against the 
war with Iraq have resorted to arousing 
emotional sentiments within the western 
countries by reminding the public about the 
September 11 victims. They claim to be in 
possession of evidence proving the connection 
between Saddam’s regime, Al Qaeda, and 
Taliban.   Tony Blair, the British prime minister, 
went even further by declaring that war is 
necessary because, if Iraq does have the 
technology to produce biological or chemical 
weapons, then it is possible that the terrorists 
may find access to these weapons and launch 
another criminal attack similar to September 11.   
Of course, nowhere in his speech he points to 
any evidence to prove this claim, nor he 
mentions which countries have provided Iraq 
with the advanced technologies required to 
produce such weapons. This raises the question 
why there is no mention of Pakistan and Israel 
who affirm possessing such weapons, 
consistently pursuing aggressive policies.    
 
Tony Blair, who has taken on the role of 
coordinating support of those countries in favor 
of Bushes war policies, attempted to challenge 
the worldwide opposition to the war, when he 
recently tried to present a new interpretation of 
the UN’s 1441 resolution.  During his meeting 
with Bush in Washington on 31st of January, 
Blair stipulated that it is not necessary to present 
any hard evidence regarding the existence of 
biological, chemical or nuclear weapons in Iraq 
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– he claimed, what is important is to determine 
whether Saddam Hussein would cooperate to 
disarm in the way that they have specified.  This 
new position, declared by the British 
government is designed to counter the ever-
expanding worldwide antiwar movement and to 
create the ground for another resolution in the 
UN Security Council permitting military action 
against Iraq.    
 
In this regard the position of the special UN 
inspectors dealing with disarming Iraq, and that 
whether they will succeed to prepare their report 
without interference and pressure from the Bush 
administration is very important.  Hans Blix’s 
report on January 27th has charged Iraq with 
limiting its cooperation to inspection “process” 
and that Iraq has not cooperated according to the 
“content” of UN Security Council’s demands.  
This is while Mohamed Al-Brady the  Director 
General of the International Atomic Energy 
Agency clearly had stated: “there is no evidence 
that Iraq has restarted its nuclear weapons 
program after destruction of its program  in the 
1990’s”. 
 
What is the War’s Aim?  
 
Immediately following the September 11 the 
Tudeh Party of Iran, along with all other 
progressive forces and peace supporters around 
the world, raised its concerns in connection with 
the statements made by the main policy makers 
in the US administration regarding the 
possibility and the rationale of a crusade, 
“infinite war”, and the possibility of limited use 
of nuclear weapons against those countries that 
are not willing to accept the undisputed 
hegemony of the US.  We have repeatedly 
warned that the America’s “war against 
terrorism” is merely a cover to hide their real 
objective. This is to impose global militarism in 
order to expand absolute domination of US over 
key and strategic areas and to gain control over 
energy sources.  War against Iraq, following the 
war in Afghanistan, should be seen within the 
context of establishing a new military doctrine in 
imposing preemptive wars; wars that the US 
considers has the right to impose on other 
countries suspicious of threatening America’s 
“vital interests”, i.e. its hegemony.   
 

Different opinions exist as which of the “axis of 
evil” countries will be the next target of military 
invasion.  However, one thing is certain, that the 
“infinite war” will not end with Iraq.  The chief 
government officials of the US know exactly 
what it means to embark an army composing of 
250,000 troops equipped with the latest 
weapons, while mocking the world opinion, 
ignoring international laws and the UN charter. 
Openly declaring plans to occupy and colonize a 
country, and to utilize its oil resources - they 
have embarked on a path fully aware of its 
consequences. 
 
The reason to invade Iraq is not due to violation 
of human rights in Iraq, nor it is because of the 
criminal actions committed by the Ba’ath regime 
against the people of this country or its 
neighbours. If these were the America’s 
concerns, then it would have been possible to 
resolve them through diplomacy via the UN 
charter and other principal treaties governing 
international relations. 
 
The world recognizes that the America’s reasons 
in pursuing this new military doctrine have 
specific economic and strategic characteristics.  
It is a known fact that each and every one of the 
main members of the current US administration, 
from George Bush and Donald Rumsfield to 
Dick Cheney, Condoleezza Rice and Carlyle 
group, are either among the major shareholders 
or has acted as senior advisor for the military or 
oil corporations.  A fact that can’t be 
underestimated is that during the last 16 months 
in spite of a widespread crisis within the global 
capitalist economy, the profits and share values 
of military and oil corporations have been 
consistently increasing.   
 
An economic analysis published in the Financial 
Times on 29th of January disclosed that the net 
profit of oil companies in the autumn of 2002 
had risen by 59% ($6.2 billion) compared to the 
previous period.  The same paper, known to be 
one of the most accredited economic 
publications in the capitalist world, reported that 
George Bush’s state of union speech has 
strengthened the global oil price, leading to an 
increase in the share value of the oil companies. 
Again, as reported by the Financial Times, the 
share value of the British Petroleum (BP), which 
during the last few years has been performing 
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poorly, has increase by 40% following Bush’s 
speech. 
 
On this basis it should be concluded that the 
main factor behind US military attack against 
Iraq is to gain complete leverage over the vast 
oil resources in Iraq and its neighboring 
countries within the Persian Gulf. 
It is a known fact that at the end of the war in 
Afghanistan and practically its occupation by the 
US last winter, there was a strategic and specific 
outcome visible to all; the opponents and the 
allies - it was the military presence of the 
political representatives of oil monopolies in 
Afghanistan and across the central Asia which 
had no purpose other than to control the vast 
energy resources of the Caspian Sea area.  In the 
case of Iraq, this is a war for oil and has nothing 
to do with human rights, defending democracy 
or establishing a civil society in this country. 
 
Catastrophic Human Consequences  
 
The Guardian newspaper on the 29th of January 
published the key points from a UN’s special 
report on a research in connection with human 
casualties in war against Iraq.  As reported in 
The Guardian, this information was not widely 
published due to diplomatic reasons and 
pressures from the US.  According to a report by 
the World Health Organization (a UN affiliate), 
due to war casualties or acute diseases resulting 
from bombing of the water and sewage system 
approximately 500,000 Iraqis will be in need of 
medical care. Children Foundation of the UN 
has said that there will be a disaster in the 
nutrition condition of the 3.03 million children.  
Nearly 80% of these are children under 5 years, 
and the rest are newly or unborn babies. 
 
The UN’s High Commission for Refugees 
estimates that in case of war, at least 900,000 
people will seek refuge in Iran and 2,000,000 
people will be displaced in Iraq.  The 
International Physicians for the Prevention of 
Nuclear War has estimated that human 
casualties of this war could be 5 times higher 
than in the 1991 war in Iraq.  This is due to the 
nature of the war aimed at “changing the 
regime” and also due to the use of various types 
of destructive and modern weaponry that have 
been tested and used during the past 12 years. 
 

Regional Consequences 
 
Preparation for the war against Iraq has had a 
major impact on the political climate of the 
region and the overall forces in the Middle East.  
The political events in Palestine and other 
countries of the region such as Turkey, Syria, 
Jordan, Israel, Kuwait, Qatar, Saudi Arabia and 
of course Iran, has been directly affected by the 
preparations for the military attack on Iraq.  
Repression has become more widespread in all 
these countries.  Unfortunately, the governments 
of many of these countries, instead of defending 
the national and regional interests of their 
peoples, have been either in concord with the 
plans of the US imperialism or have closed their 
eyes to the long term strategic consequences of 
such a war while pursuing a self-centered policy.  
 
Not many countries of the region have pursued 
the appropriate policies necessary in these 
circumstances, i.e. openly stating their 
unconditional opposition to any war in the 
region and pursuing a diplomatic resolution of 
all the current issues such as the criminal acts of 
Saddam’s regime or supporters of terrorists and 
terrorism through the UN in accordance to 
international laws.  Explaining various aspects 
of this policy to the people and their 
mobilization in support of this position will 
ensure security, territorial integrity and vital 
interests of these countries. However, instead the 
reactionary regimes in the region have become 
the tools of the warmongering policies. 
Contradictory political positions and naive 
responses of the Islamic Republic of Iran is a 
specific example in this regard. 
 
The leaders of the regime in Iran, while on the 
one hand in secret are preparing for 
collaboration with the imperialist military forces 
- on the other hand, based on empty rehetorics 
are threatening a military confrontation to create 
a bloodbath. Practically providing the 
justification for aggression by the forces which 
under the present specific international 
circumstances are waiting for such provocative 
stance. 
 
It is a known fact that in the past year, the 
leading officials of the regime have tried through 
crude diplomatic methods to reach a secret 
agreement with the US and Britain regarding to 
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the future of Iraq and the Persian Gulf region.  
The interest of our people has not been at all the 
concern of such agreement.  A recent evidence 
pointing to such a shameless policy was recently 
revealed by the New York Times on January 29 
describing the presence and activities of Ahmed 
Chalabi in Iran – he is the leader of the National 
Congress of Iraq (NCI) an agent of the US 
Foreign Affairs Department. In a press 
conference held in the headquarters of NCI in 
Tehran, Chalabi expressed his confidence in the 
support received from his Iranian host – and in 
order to demonstrate the cooperation between 
Iran’s regime and White House with regards to 
the future of Iraq, Chalabi revealed that the 
expenses for the NCI’s headquarter and its 
personnel are paid by the US government.  He 
also mentioned that due to the economic 
sanctions imposed against Iran, the US treasury 
has received a special order from the office of 
foreign property control in order to provide 
financial support for NCI activities. According 
to the New York Times, the US Foreign Affairs 
Department has confirmed Chalabi’s statement. 
 
Although Chalabi’s presence in Tehran has not 
been yet officially confirmed by the regime but 
he revealed that himself and a group of 15 NIC 
executives have held meetings with high ranking 
Revolutionary Guard and security officials of 
the regime in Iran.  Chalabi made it known that 
Iranian officials have promised to allow the 
passage of forces affiliated to NCI via Iran into 
Iraq.   
 
In the above mentioned press conference, 
Chalabi described his talks with the regime’s 
officials as productive and revealed, since mid 
1990’s Iran has been allowing him and his group 
to secretly enter Iraq via Iran.  Commenting on 
the position taken by the Iran’s regime regarding 
the current acute situation and military invasion 
to change the regime in Iraq, Chalabi said: “As 
the hour of liberty approaches, they will support 
our efforts”. He also revealed that Ayatollah 
Mohammad Bakr al-Hakim, the leader of the 
Iraqi Supreme Council of the Islamic Revolution 
(organized and supported by the Iran’s regime), 
while opposing a long term military occupation, 
in the recent months has effectively taken a 
position in concord with Washington on 
overthrowing Saddam’s regime.  
 

The Los Angeles Times in an article on 27th of 
January indicated that the purpose of a visit to 
Tehran by Kanan Makiya (an Iraqi professor at 
Brandeis University) and Ahmed Chalabi’s was 
to reassure officials that Iran’s interests in the 
case of military attack and overthrow of 
Saddam’s regime would be safeguarded. 
 
Supporting War is an Unpatriotic Policy 
 
The Tudeh Party of Iran fully understands the 
destructive outcome and disastrous 
consequences resulting from a US military 
attack for Iraqi people, and all the countries in 
the region including ours - thus, we condemn 
any support for military adventurism in the 
region. 
 
Noting the strategic consequences of 
deployment and activities of the US military 
forces on the future and development of Iran, we 
call upon all the popular political forces to unite 
and organize for mobilization of a broad and 
powerful peace movement.  This united 
movement, while opposing imperialist policy of 
aggression, has the potential to mobilize the 
broadest alliance with the people of Iraq in their 
struggle against Saddam’s dictatorship and to 
support a democratic alternative.   
 
We believe that imperialism’s plans in Iraq are 
to replace Saddam, while preserving the main 
structures of the dictatorship and anti-popular 
ruling regime.  The recent statements made by 
Dick Cheney, (US vice-president) and Zalmay 
Khalilzad (Afghan-born US representative) 
regarding the composition of the future 
government of Iraq after Saddam - also 
America’s disagreement with independent 
initiatives taken by the Iraqi opposition in their 
struggle against the ruling dictatorship leave no 
doubts about the intentions of the US.  
 
The Tudeh Party of Iran supports the strategic 
position taken by the Iraqi Communist Party, 
which states: “While our party continues to 
struggle against the present dictatorship and its 
policy, we categorically reject war as means for 
change. For achieving the democratic change, 
we rely mainly on our people, and their patriotic 
and democratic forces.” 
 
 


