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P 

aul R. Pillar, a former CIA 
officer now with George-
town University’s Center 
for Security Studies, ob-
served in July: “Even 

though the invasion of Iraq… was 
such a monumental blunder that all 
except for a few diehard support-
ers of that war now acknowledge it 
was a mistake, American attitudes 
and discourse are still distorted by 
that departure and not primarily in 
a reactive, Iraq-War syndrome sort 
of way.

“With the United States having 
taken just 12 years ago the extreme 

step of launching a major war of ag-
gression, it is now accepted as re-
spectable to talk about overthrow-
ing other governments in the region 
by force if we don’t happen to like 
them.”

With the Americans throwing in 
the towel, supposedly in resigna-
tion that 25 years of incursions into 
Iraq, starting with the 1990-91 war 
over Kuwait and other bad decisions 
that have thoroughly upended the 
Middle East, perhaps the prospects 
of more regime changes are fading.

But they are doing so without 

offering remorse for what many 
would describe as war crimes and 
simply leaving Iraq to a fate that the 
United States played a large part in 
shaping.

 No US leader has had to answer 
for this. Since 2009, the British, 
stalwart allies of both Bushes over 
Iraq, are at least seeking answers, 
although the prospects of the truth 
behind the 2003 invasion in partic-
ular, with all its hidden objectives, 
becoming known in the near future 
are slim. Too many prominent fig-
ures do not want their secrets ex-
posed. But their generation is now 
out of power and in the long run it 
is likely such secrets will come out.

The George W. Bush administra-
tion justified the 2003 invasion by 
claiming Saddam Hussein was in 

cahoots with Osama bin Laden and 
al-Qaeda and that he possessed nu-
clear arms and other weapons of 
mass destruction (WMD). The Brit-
ish, ever the faithful ally, propagat-
ed the same falsehoods.

But this was the agenda drawn 
up by pro-Israel neo-conservatives 
who infested Bush’s administra-
tion and exercised immense power 
within it and saw this as an oppor-
tunity to take out a brutal enemy of 
the Jewish state. During the 1990-91 
war, Iraq had fired 36 Scud missiles 
at Tel Aviv and its environs, under 
the banner of taking democracy to 
the Arab world.

The lies and fabrications, based 
on heavily doctored intelligence, 
with which the administration 
cloaked its justification for another 
war against Saddam would be re-
vealed as essentially a neocon plot 
to eliminate one of Israel’s major 
Arab foes. US and UN weapons 
inspectors found no WMD pro-
grammes in Iraq, which London and 
Washington insisted were there de-
spite intelligence reports that there 
were not.

No US official has been brought to 
book for the death and destruction 
the 2003 invasion caused and the 
deadly jihadist onslaught that grew 
out of it. 

That move has upended the Mid-
dle East and plunged it into unpar-
alleled sectarian violence in which 
hundreds of thousands of people 
have perished and millions have 
been driven from their homes in the 
largest refugee crisis since the sec-
ond world war.

In Britain, publication of a judicial 
inquiry into the country’s involve-
ment in the 2003 disaster has yet 
to be released, even though it was 
wrapped up in 2011. Under grow-
ing public pressure, Conservative 
Prime Minister David Cameron has 
demanded Lord John Chilcot, who 
conducted the investigation, name 
a date for publication.

But there are powerful political 

figures in Britain who do not want 
to see their machinations exposed. 
Nor do the Americans. 

British opponents of the war 
say Labour’s Tony Blair, who was 
Britain’s prime minister in 2003 
and George W. Bush’s closest for-
eign ally, should stand trial on war 
crimes charges if the Chilcot report 
finds that British leaders deliber-
ately doctored intelligence to sup-
port the administration of Bush the 
younger in its obsession to crush 
Saddam. He was a brutal and mega-
lomaniac dictator with the blood of 
countless thousands on his hands 
but certainly no threat to the United 
States or Britain.

“It’s hard to believe that in a so-
ciety supposedly governed by the 
rule of law, its leaders can escape 
any penalty for using blatantly false 
information… to launch a pre-emp-
tive attack on a country that posed 
no threat to the United States,” ob-
served longtime anti-war activist 
Ron Paul, a former Republican con-
gressman from Texas.

“The fact they got away with it 
simply makes it all the easier for 
Washington’s interventionists to try 
the same tricks again.”

But the fallout from these repeat-
ed interventions into Iraq, which 
have reduced a state that was once 
one of the most powerful in the 
Arab world to a disintegrating ruin 
that happens to sit atop one of the 
planet’s greatest oil reserves, has 
been a critical element in the col-
lapse of order in a volatile region 
grappling with unparalleled chaos.

Now US President Barack Obama, 
who pulled out US troops in Decem-
ber 2011, is starting to send them 
back in again to fight an enemy his 
predecessors to a great degree cre-
ated. Iraq’s troubles seem far from 
over.
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Seeking answers. A December 2004 photo shows former British prime minister Tony Blair meeting 
British troops at Shaiba Logistics Base in Basra, Iraq.
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A 

n Iraqi parliamentary 
committee determined 
that former prime minis-
ter Nuri al-Maliki and 35 
other top officials were 

responsible for the June 2014 mili-
tary capitulation to Islamic State 
(ISIS) militants in the northern city 
of Mosul, deputies said.

They said the findings, after sev-
eral weeks of investigation, for the 
first time publicly identified sus-
pected former officials and will be 
sent to the Iraqi prosecutor general 
for legal action.

“No one is above the law,” parlia-
ment Speaker Salim al-Jobouri said 
in a statement released August 16th 
after he received a copy of the re-
port. The document is to be debated 
in parliament, although no date has 
been set for the discussion.

“The judiciary will punish those” 
responsible, Jobouri said.

Mosul, Iraq’s second largest city, 
405 kilometres north of Baghdad, 
fell in June 2014 during an ISIS of-
fensive. Iraqi media reported at 
the time that many Iraqi troops in 
Mosul abandoned their positions, 
weapons and uniforms as they fled 
the militants’ onslaught. The ar-
my’s humiliating defeat was widely 
blamed on a lack of coordination 
between Maliki, the commander 
of the Iraqi armed forces as prime 
minister at the time, and gener-
als in the field. Maliki was prime 
minister since 2006 and sought to 
a third four-year term but begrudg-
ingly stepped down to allow Haider 

al-Abadi to form a new cabinet on 
August 14, 2014.

He declined to appear before the 
Mosul investigative committee for 
questioning and his whereabouts 
remain unclear. Some Iraqi media 
reports suggest he is in Iran.

The findings were approved by 17 
members of the 26-person parlia-
mentary investigative committee, 
its chief, Hakim al-Zamili, told The 
Arab Weekly.

He said Maliki is identified by 
name as the main suspect behind 
Mosul’s fall. He declined to elabo-
rate, saying details would soon be 
released in parliament.

The inclusion of Maliki was con-
troversial among committee mem-
bers with the Dawa party — the 
party of both Abadi and Maliki — 
pushing for his name to be omitted, 
said Zamili’s deputy, Kurdish law-
maker Shakhawan Abdullah.

He declined to disclose details 
but Zamili insisted that the inves-
tigation “completely ignored end-
less threats, political blackmail and 
pressure”.

Alia Nassif, a lawmaker represent-
ing Maliki’s State of Law coalition in 
the legislature, dismissed the com-
mittee’s findings as “lacking objec-
tivity and professionalism”.

“For the committee to point at an 
individual as being guilty is illegal 
because it’s stepping on the toes of 
the judiciary, which is the right side 
to decide and issue its ruling in this 
matter,” Nassif said.

Other Iraqi officials investigated 
include Joint Operations Command-
er Lieutenant-General Abboud Qan-
bar, Ground Forces Commander 
Lieutenant-General Ali Ghaidan 
and Commander of Nineveh Opera-

tions Lieutenant-General Mahdi al-
Gharrawi.

Army Chief of Staff Babacar Ze-
bari publicly accused Maliki of the 
ultimate responsibility for Mosul’s 
fall. In remarks to local media, he 
said Maliki ignored requests from 
Kurdish leaders for air strikes on 
militant positions on the outskirts 
of Mosul, prior to the city’s fall.

Gharrawi, in remarks before he 
disappeared in the wake of Mo-
sul’s capture, said he and his forces 
fought advancing ISIS militants un-
til the army was ordered to retreat 
by Maliki, Ghaidan and Qanbar. 
Gharrawi could face a military tri-
bunal and, if found guilty, could be 
sentenced to death.

Ghaidan, Qanbar and Gharrawi 
and other senior army officers who 
allegedly fled the battlefield before 
their troops when ISIS invaded Mo-
sul have disappeared.

Maliki is widely seen as a sectar-
ian leader who alienated the coun-

try’s once powerful Sunni Muslim 
minority. Alienated by Maliki’s poli-
cies, many Sunnis sided with ISIS 
militants when they captured their 
cities, hailing them as “liberators”.

Abadi sacked Maliki from the cer-
emonial vice-presidential post he 
had held for the past year, under 
reforms unveiled August 9th. The 
reforms followed days of street pro-
tests demanding a clampdown on 
state corruption, reduced govern-
ment spending and improved ser-
vices.

Maliki is alleged to have appoint-
ed military commanders and other 
top officials based on personal loy-
alty rather than competence. Over-
spending under Maliki, which crit-
ics claim was often to buy loyalty, 
increased Iraq’s budget deficit.

Political analyst Hassan Smaidaei 
said that the army’s capitulation 
to ISIS under Maliki was “so quick, 
easy and went by without even the 
ex-premier bringing his army gener-

als for questioning on how such a 
steadfast city would fall so easily to 
militants”.

“Maliki fleeing to Iran is another 
indication that he’s implicated in 
this conspiracy,” Smaidaei said.

Baghdad resident Jalal Khaled, 
45, said Maliki’s prosecution would 
prove the viability of the Iraqi gov-
ernment.

“All those proved responsible 
should be severely punished for 
treason that resulted in spilling in-
nocent Iraqi blood in Mosul and 
elsewhere in the country,” he said.

On August 16th, Abadi’s office 
announced that he had cleared the 
way for the military prosecution of 
senior commanders responsible for 
the army’s surrender in May to ISIS 
in Ramadi, a key city west of Bagh-
dad.

Omar Hejab, a pseudonym used for 
safety reasons, is an Arab Weekly 
contributor in Iraq.
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A December 2010 picture showing Iran’s Ayatollah Ali Khamenei (L) with Nuri al-Maliki in Tehran.


