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Strategic Warning Issues Review
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Item Name: “Besides Covering Selected Longer-Term Regional and Country Issues, SWIR Adds a New Threat Category—Potential Catastrophic Effects Developments (PCEDs); Also Adds a Grid Summarizing Assessments of How Issues Relate to One Another in Terms of Potential Impact on U.S. National Interests vs. the Likelihood of the Issues Getting Significantly Worse,” by James Arnold Miller, Strategic Warning Issues Review, No. 3, March 2006. 

ISI Knowledge Bit (KB) Code(s): KBTKAssessment, KBTKConvergence, KBTKWarning

Abstract

This third edition of the quarterly “Strategic Warning Issues Review” (SWIR), which was completed on 28 March 2006, provides updates on the eight issues covered in the initial SWIRs (September 2005 and December 2005): Africa-Security, Nigeria, Egypt, Bangladesh, Turkey, Latin America-Security, Mexico, and Cuba. To this edition we have added a functional issue: Potential Catastrophic Effects Developments (PCEDs), with two examples on (1) an electromagnetic pulse (EMP) attack; and (2) terrorist strikes to disrupt the flow of Middle East oil. Besides the longer-term issues covered in the SWIR, we treat more immediate country threats in our monthly report, the “Regional and Country Watch List” (RCWL). At present the RCWL highlights nine issues: Iraq, Iran, Pakistan-Internal, Afghanistan, Israel-Palestinians, Saudi Arabia, Sudan, North Korea, and Venezuela. Included in this edition of the SWIR is a grid which summarizes our assessments of how the warning issues being tracked and reported upon in the SWIR and the RCWL relate to one another in terms of potential impact on U.S. national interests vs. the likelihood of the issues getting significantly worse.

Commentary

The quarterly “Strategic Warning Issues Review” (SWIR) seeks to alert U.S. intelligence analysts and decisionmakers about longer-term global threats. We present facts and commentary on issues which at present may not be high on the agendas of U.S. decisionmakers but which, nonetheless, should be receiving increasing attention now because of their potential to develop into serious security threats over the longer term. Our hope is that with regard to the highlighted threats U.S. policymakers are developing integrated strategic plans to resolve or ameliorate problems, and to identify and exploit opportunities to advance U.S. interests. 

This third edition of the SWIR (completed on 28 March 2006) provides updates on the eight issues covered in the initial SWIRs (September 2005 and December 2005): Africa-Security, Nigeria, Egypt, Bangladesh, Turkey, Latin America-Security, Mexico, and Cuba. To this edition we have added a functional issue: Potential Catastrophic Effects Developments (PCEDs), with two examples on (1) an electromagnetic pulse (EMP) attack; and (2) terrorist strikes to disrupt the flow of Middle East oil.

Besides the longer-term issues covered in the SWIR, we treat more immediate country threats in our monthly report, the “Regional and Country Watch List” (RCWL). At present the RCWL highlights nine issues: Iraq, Iran, Pakistan-Internal, Afghanistan, Israel-Palestinians, Saudi Arabia, Sudan, North Korea, and Venezuela. 

The following grid summarizes the major global threat issues which we are tracking and reporting upon in the SWIR and the RCWL:
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We acknowledge that three prominent omissions from the above grid are China, Russia, and Militant Islamic Radicalism (the term employed in the White House’s March 2006 National Security Strategy). We do include China and Russia—to varying degrees major players on the international scene because of their nuclear weapons, expanses, populations, United Nations vetoes, economies, national resource holdings or needs, and authoritarianism—in the “Also Watching” portion of the RCWL. And from time to time we include articles on China and Russia as threats in our additional open source threat reports—especially the Warning Intelligence on the Internet Review (WIIR) but also in the Terrorism Open Source Intelligence Report (TOSIR) and the Terrorism Literature Report (TLR). 

Militant Islamic Radicalism (MIR) is, from a U.S. and Western strategic warning perspective, the big elephant in the room. To varying degrees we treat a host of near-term and longer-term aspects of MIR (and other terrorism-related threats) in all five of our unclassified threat reports. And in this edition of the SWIR we treat the possibility of militant Islamic radicals attempting to perpetrate a Potential Catastrophic Effects Development—in this case by disrupting the flow of Middle East oil. But we have yet in our reporting to adequately treat MIR as a global, relatively holistic, highly complex, cross-cutting, and extremely dangerous threat. We plan in the future to focus considerable attention on ways to provide strategic warning concerning the threat posed by MIR. 

Meanwhile, the following grid summarizes our assessments of how the issues which we are tracking and reporting upon in the SWIR and the RCWL relate to one another in terms of potential impact on U.S. national interests vs. the likelihood of the issues getting significantly worse: 
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Thus, both Iraq and Iran comprise high impact issues which we believe have a medium-high likelihood of getting significantly worse. Afghanistan, a medium-high impact issue, also has a medium-high likelihood of getting significantly worse. Potential Catastrophic Effects Developments (PCEDs) by our definition are high impact possibilities but, given what our research tells us, we presently assign a medium likelihood for one or more PCEDs occurring. Since it’s to a large degree a “no-brainer” to suggest that our intelligence analysts, strategic planners, and policymakers need to be focusing heavily on Iraq, Iran, Afghanistan, and PCEDs, the “rankings” assigned to some of our other issues seem noteworthy. 

Consider that we view Saudi Arabia a high impact issue even with a medium-low likelihood. Consider that we reflect Nigeria and Venezuela as medium-high impact issues but with medium likelihoods; and that we reflect Pakistan-Internal, North Korea, Egypt, and Mexico as medium high-impact and medium-low likelihood issues. It appears to us that these latter six issues all comprise pretty “bad” situations with substantial chances of worsening in each case. 

Meanwhile, the remaining issues in the grid (Turkey, Africa-Security, Israel-Palestinians, Cuba, Latin America-Security, Sudan, and Bangladesh), to which we have variously assigned “medium” or “low” rankings in terms of potential impact and likelihood, nonetheless warrant, in our view, considerable continuing strategic warning attention because in each case the trend lines are running in negative directions. Some current issues presently ranking lower in terms of impact and likelihood could relatively quickly “spin out of control” and become significant threats to U.S. national interests.

Note that when we treat the possibility of situations in countries like Saudi Arabia, Nigeria, or Pakistan significantly worsening, we have in mind their internal situations and not their possible involvement in a PCED (i.e., a separate but of course possible related issue). Also, when we refer to the general security situations in Africa or Latin America perhaps worsening, we are in effect excluding potential destabilizing developments with regard to individual countries in these regions which we are covering separately (i.e., Nigeria, Egypt, Sudan—and Venezuela, Mexico, and Cuba). 

SWIR Advisement


The Strategic Warning Issues Review (SWIR) has been published quarterly since September 2005 by Interaction Systems Incorporated. SWIR issues are intended for non-profit research and educational use only. Quoted material is subject to the copyright protections associated with the original sources.

Top
SW003A02


Return to SWIR No. 3 Cover Page 

Strategic Warning Issues Review
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Item Name: “Two Potential Catastrophic Effects Developments (PCEDs): (1) An Electromagnetic Pulse (EMP) Attack; and (2) Terrorist Strikes to Disrupt the Flow of Middle East Oil,” by James Arnold Miller, Strategic Warning Issues Review, No. 3, March 2006.

ISI Knowledge Bit (KB) Code(s): KBTTPCED, KBTTEMP, KBTWEnergy, KBTTEnergy, KBTQEnergy, KBTSSaudOil
Overview

Numerous global threats do not lend themselves to neat “cubby holing” into country or regional niches, or into so-called “functional” niches such as “terrorism,” “proliferation,” “energy,” or “information warfare.” To help us analyze and report on complex, cross-cutting, and potentially high-impact (even if sometimes low-probability) global threats, we are adding to the quarterly SWIR a functional, umbrella threat issue: Potential Catastrophic Effects Developments (PCEDs).

In essence, we are going to identify possible actions by our existing and potential adversaries—whether nation-states, sub-state groups, or even individuals—which if executed could have catastrophic effects on U.S. national interests (which include by definition the interests of our allies and friends abroad). Along the way we may identify some “wild card” developments which, though not necessarily the result of intentional human activity, also could have catastrophic effects. 

We will be thinking about things that our adversaries could do aimed at imposing catastrophic effects—or “costs”—in terms of such values as lives, structures, hardware, petroleum, the environment, dollars, nation-to-nation relationships, and political support and public opinion at home and abroad. It is likely that an enemy’s plan will have multiple dimensions—and thus multiple possible effects—such as military, economic, counterintelligence, propaganda, diplomatic, health, and environmental. 

As we think about “wild card” developments we can think about the furor in the Muslim world—especially the widespread rioting in Afghanistan and Pakistan—over the Danish cartoons depicting the Prophet Mohammed. Whether or not Al-Qaeda or its fellow travelers had anything to do with the original publication of the cartoons in September 2005, or with publicizing them in early 2006, it seems likely that Al-Qaeda will be trying to develop plans to generate in the Muslim world more such anti-Western ferment. We need to be thinking about where, when, and how—and with what possible harmful if not catastrophic effects. 

Another example of what could be considered a “wild card,” but perhaps which was the result of a well-developed plan by adversaries operating in Iraq, was the 22 February 2006 bombing of the Askariya or “Golden Dome” mosque in Iraq. Many observers immediately opined that this tragedy would spark a Shia-Sunni civil war in the already strife-filled country. What if the attack was part of a plan specifically intended to spark the civil war—to strike a catastrophic blow at the United States and its partners in Iraq? Militant Islamic radicals in Iraq, not to mention elsewhere, perhaps are seriously considering attacking another major mosque or significant Islamic structure or symbol which if attacked might similarly foment strong anti-U.S. and anti-Western reactions. What might their plans be—and the intended catastrophic effects?   

Whether a particular hostile act(s) is “catastrophic” or just “serious” depends on the observer’s perspective. For example, the launch of a surface-to-air missile which downs an airliner taking off from an American big city airport might generate “only” several hundred casualties, while it perhaps relatively quickly also might deliver a tremendous body blow—or catastrophic effects—to the already beleaguered U.S. aviation industry. 

Our leaders and outside experts tell us that second to “terrorism,” the main threat to the United States is posed by “weapons of mass destruction” (WMD), or more specifically chemical, biological, radiological, and nuclear (CBRN) weapons. Certainly such weapons could cause catastrophic harm to U.S. interests. But, further, we must recall that the 11 September 2001 attacks on the World Trade Center and the Pentagon did not employ CBRN weapons. The three thousand or so lives lost on that date are far fewer than the tens of thousands or even hundreds of thousands that might have been killed had one or more nuclear devices been detonated at the same targets. 

Regardless, beyond the lives lost, the 9/11 attacks were “catastrophic” in terms of the American psyche and the U.S. economy. Moreover, some observers argue that Washington’s responses to the 9/11 attacks—particularly in the Middle East—have been “catastrophic” in terms of U.S. interests in the region. Osama bin Laden, Ayman al-Zawahiri, and other prominent militant Islamic radicals have publicly extolled the various ways in which the 9/11 attacks and our responses thereto have harmed America economically and otherwise.   

As our adversaries plan and try to “pull off” PCEDs, we can expect that if they are faced with barriers—such as our security measures, or challenges in acquiring and employing CBRN weapons—they will seek alternative approaches. 

Things We Are Worried About

· Track record of adversaries in executing PCEDs. 

· Statements or other indications that adversaries seek to execute PCEDs in the future. 

· Acquisition of chemical, biological, radiological, and nuclear (CBRN) weapons, materials, technologies, and delivery vehicles by sub-state groups or individuals hostile to the United States. 

· Collaboration by nation-states with sub-state actors to develop capabilities to create PCEDs—e.g., sharing CBRN-related hardware and know-how. 

· Similar acquisition and collaboration with regard to non-conventional weapons and associated technologies.

· The feasibility of anyone, including a non-state actor, conducting an electromagnetic pulse (EMP) attack—and the likelihood of resulting catastrophic effects.

· Enemy capabilities and intentions, and the possible catastrophic effects, of various types of attacks whether involving CBRN, conventional weapons only, or a combination—e.g., the explosion of a radioactive dispersal device (“dirty bomb”); a cyberattack perhaps coupled with a physical attack on a power or other utility system; firing a surface-to-air missile at an airliner; blowing up a ship in a harbor; or attacking a fuel-laden oil tanker in a narrow, crowded maritime chokepoint. 

· Scenarios under which one or only a few persons could execute a plan which results in catastrophic effects—e.g., a crowded shopping mall is attacked by a half-dozen machine gun and bomb-toting suicide bombers, or maybe by just one such individual.

· Possible long-term, insidious attacks such as poisoning a water supply; contaminating the food supply; spreading an infectious disease or a chem-bio agent among the population; or launching “timed release” computer viruses or other kinds of cyberattacks. 

· Major disruptions in the production, transport, and processing of petroleum or other natural resources—whether such disruptions are caused by enemies or just exploited by them.  

· The possibility of a major change in a country—such as a rapid regime change—and the effects not only on the country itself but also on its region and, particularly, on U.S. interests (for example, consider the case of a major disruption in oil production or export involving Saudi Arabia, Iran, Nigeria, or Venezuela).

This list is not exhaustive, only suggestive. Attacks could come in the United States, abroad, or both; could be one-time attacks or could be multiple occurring simultaneously or sequentially; and could use different means at different times or places. The mere threat of an attack, especially in the wake of a successful major attack, could also have catastrophic impacts. 

We address here two PCEDs: (1) an electromagnetic pulse attack; and (2) terrorist strikes to disrupt the flow of Middle East oil.  

Potential Catastrophic Effects Development 1:

An Electromagnetic Pulse (EMP) Attack

The following discussion is from “Secure the U.S. against Bloodless Terrorist Warfare,” by Mansoor Ijaz and James Abrahamson, Christian Science Monitor, 4 January 2006. Ijaz is chief executive of Crescent Technology Ventures PLC. Lieutenant General Abrahamson (USAF, Ret.) was director of President Reagan’s Strategic Defense Initiative from 1984 to 1989.

Detonation of a nuclear weapon at high altitude could cause electromagnetic pulse (EMP)  

“America’s greatest failure in the years leading up to the 11 September attacks was one of imagination—failing to imagine how terrorists might turn jetliners into flying missiles or box cutters into lethal weapons. The world cannot afford to make such a mistake twice. And yet, four years after the worst terrorist attacks in modern memory, greater resolve is needed to counter and prepare for what is perhaps the terrorists’ ultimate use of weapons against Western civilization—a bloodless attack aimed at disabling large segments of the highly interdependent infrastructure on which our societies depend. One method of delivering such warfare: detonation of a nuclear weapon at high altitude, causing an electromagnetic pulse (EMP).”

“EMP attacks are the result of a nuclear explosion’s fission chain reaction interacting with the earth’s magnetic field and ionosphere to electromagnetically shock any system conducting electrons. Even a small, unsophisticated nuclear weapon set off in space could destroy any system dependent on electricity or the flow of electrons, transforming conducting wires into large antennas that magnify the pulse’s electromagnetic shock before destroying the hard wire’s ability to conduct.”

Computer-based systems managing power, banking, and dams would be severely affected

“Systems running on large computer banks like Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) modules that manage electricity grids, power stations, air traffic control, electronic banking, railway directional indicators, dam doors, and water treatment plants, among others, would be severely affected. Any computer or microprocessor within a two hundred-mile radius of the blast would probably be destroyed, along with all its data. Cars and trucks wouldn’t start, making it impossible to move food, fuel, and other vital necessities of everyday life. Backup generators would be rendered useless, affecting primary care facilities like hospitals and clinics.”

“EMP effects would be magnified by the co-dependencies in our SCADA systems—power loss affecting telecommunications systems upon which banking transactions rely, for example. Vulnerability to these cascading effects was seen during hurricanes Katrina and Rita late last year where a major American city came to a virtual standstill. As we are now seeing, it would take years to rebuild.”

Evidence mounting that EMP weapons have caught the eye of our adversaries
“Our enemies know this. Having perfected the art of living in caves with little or no technology, they relish the thought of disabling Western societies built on electronic backbones of Internet communications and digitized computer frameworks. Killing innocent civilians, such as those who died at a wedding reception in the recent Jordanian hotel attacks, is costing the terrorists their political clout with increasingly disillusioned followers. Destroying the West’s infrastructure without direct and immediate loss of life might galvanize their power base and be seen as an irreversible contribution to their vision of bringing about an apocalyptic end to Western civilization.”

“Evidence is mounting that EMP weapons have caught the eye of countries with clandestine nuclear weapons programs and equally nefarious geopolitical agendas. Earlier this year, Iran exploded its Shahab-3 long-range ballistic missile in mid-flight by what appeared to be a pre-timed self-destruct mechanism, according to Jane’s Missiles and Rockets. Why? Perhaps to test a delivery vehicle for launching an EMP weapon.”

“In the reemerging nexus between states and terror groups, Al-Qaeda could play an all-important role in EMP attacks as well. An Iranian-made nuclear warhead attached to a Scud missile bought from North Korea for the paltry sum of $100,000 would be ideally suited for launch from an oceangoing freighter, of which Al-Qaeda owns a number. A nuclear-tipped Scud launched from a freighter anchored off the U.S. coast near a major metropolitan city would unleash catastrophic consequences if successfully detonated.”

SWIR Note: Ijaz and Abrahamson noted that some proactive measures which could be taken to ameliorate the effects of an EMP attack include “radiation hardening” in the manufacture of SCADA modules; establishing electromagnetic shields that harden electricity-producing infrastructure in major urban centers; hardening electronic wiring in banks and stock exchanges; placing backup power systems in radiation-hardened bunkers; and accelerating the development of a global missile defense system (which could destroy an armed missile launched for potential EMP detonation before it reaches the critical height where it can do its damage).

Potential Catastrophic Effects Development 2:

Terrorist Strikes to Disrupt the Flow of Middle East Oil

The very troubling matter of the Western world’s vulnerability to potentially catastrophic developments involving petroleum supply disruptions is addressed below by combining or integrating paragraphs from three essays: (a) “An Energy Pearl Harbor? A Near Miss in Saudi Arabia Hints at Future Shocks,” by Gal Luft, Washington Post, 5 March 2006—Luft is the executive director of the Institute for the Analysis of Global Security and co-chair of the Set America Free Coalition, an alliance of national security, environmental, labor, and religious groups promoting ways to reduce America’s dependence on foreign oil; (b) “Commentary: The Threat of Oil Jihad,” by Brian Michael Jenkins, United Press International, 3 March 2006—Jenkins, an authority on terrorism for more than three decades, is senior advisor to the president of the RAND Corporation; and (c) “Attacks on Energy Infrastructure: Desire, Capability, and Vulnerability,” by Fred Burton, Stratfor, 2 March 2006.

“We call our brothers in the battlefields to direct some of their great efforts towards the oil wells and pipelines. . . . The killing of ten American soldiers is nothing compared to the impact of the rise in oil prices on America and the disruption that it causes in the international economy.” — A jihadist Website [cited in Luft]

A wake-up call: The terrorist attack against Saudi Arabia’s Abqaiq oil facility 

“The two cars that exploded [on 24 February] outside the inner perimeter of Abqaiq, an oil processing facility in Saudi Arabia that is the world’s largest, could have caused more loss of life and economic devastation than the two planes that crashed into the World Trade Center on 11 September 2001. Had the terrorists succeeded in penetrating the guarded facility and detonating their bombs inside, they might have turned the complex into an inferno, releasing toxic chemicals that could have killed and sickened thousands of locals and expatriates, including many Americans, who work and live nearby. The damage to the world economy also would have been severe because the oil market today resembles a car without shock absorbers: The tiniest bump on the road could send consumers and prices bouncing off the ceiling.” [Luft]

“The 24 February unsuccessful terrorist attack in Saudi Arabia on the world’s largest oil processing facility [Abqaiq] was intended to bring jihad to the wallets of consumers around the world. It prompted nervous buyers to bid up the price of a barrel of light crude oil by $2.37, or roughly four percent, on the New York Mercantile Exchange. With global oil consumption at eighty-two million barrels a day, almost $200 million will move from buyers to sellers for every day that prices stay this high. In the United States, it means an additional $47 million a day out of our pockets.” [Jenkins]

“. . . Once there was enough wiggle room in the oil market to deal with occasional supply disruptions. As recently as 2002, some oil producers, chiefly Saudi Arabia, had the spare production capacity to provide liquidity to oil markets. But due to the sudden growth in demand in developing countries in Asia and continuing profligacy in industrialized nations such as the United States, oil output is largely spoken for. In 2002, there were about seven million barrels a day of spare production capacity, or about ten percent of world consumption. Today, spare capacity amounts to about one million barrels a day, less than two percent of world consumption.” [Luft]

“That’s a lot less than what would have been lost if the car bombers had succeeded at Abqaiq. The attack would have removed four million to six million barrels a day of supply from an already tight oil market. That loss would have exceeded all of the oil taken off the market by the Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC) during the 1973 Arab oil embargo. Depending on the extent of damage to the site, it could have taken months or even years to fix the facility, where two-thirds of Saudi crude oil is processed. Without extra supplies, the only mechanism left to restore the market to equilibrium would be a rapid and uncontrolled increase in prices.” [Luft]

Radical Islamic terrorists see the world energy system as the Achilles’ heel of the West

“This vulnerability isn’t lost on radical Islamic terrorists. They have identified the world energy system as the Achilles’ heel of the West and have made attacking it a central part of their plan. Osama bin Laden’s strategy is based on the conviction that the way to bring down a superpower is to weaken its economy. We ‘bled Russia for ten years until it went bankrupt and was forced to withdraw [from Afghanistan] in defeat,’ bin Laden boasted in his October 2004 videotape. ‘We are continuing in the same policy to make America bleed profusely to the point of bankruptcy.’ His logic, feasibility aside, is simple: Bring the United States to a point where it can no longer afford to preserve both its military and economic dominance. Then, as the United States loses standing in the Middle East, the jihadists can gain ground and topple regimes they view as corrupt and illegitimate, while defeating other infidels who inhabit the land of Islam.” [Luft]

“Striking oil, which jihadists call ‘the provision line and the feeding to the artery of the life of the crusader’s nation,’ is relatively easy and effective. Terrorists no longer need to come to the United States to wreak havoc here. They can hit our energy supply near the source, where they enjoy strong support on the ground.” [Luft]

“Reminding his followers that ‘the biggest reason for our enemies’ control over our lands is to steal our oil,’ bin Laden exhorted jihadists in December 2004 to ‘give everything you can to stop the greatest theft of oil in history.’ Contending that the West was getting oil on the cheap, bin Laden said oil should sell for a $100 a barrel, a sixty-five percent increase over today’s prices. A later posting on a jihadist Website urged attacks on oil facilities. The price of crude jumped five percent the following day as militants in Iraq carried out more attacks on oil pipelines.” [Jenkins]

In badly damaging Iraqi oil industry, insurgents gain skills they can take to other countries 

“. . . [Insurgents in Iraq continue] their campaign of sabotage against the Iraqi oil industry—averaging eight attacks a month, mostly pipeline bombings. The insurgents failed in an attempt to damage Basra’s oil hub, but succeeded in severing a major pipeline that cut Iraq’s production by thirty percent. Sabotage has kept Iraqi oil production twenty-seven percent below its pre-war level.” [Jenkins]

“Politically motivated attacks on oil pipelines in Iraq have kept more than one million barrels per day off the global oil market. Had this oil been in the market, the price per barrel would have been $10 to $15 lower, according to most energy analysts. For the United States, an importer of more than eleven million barrels a day, the terrorist premium alone costs $40 billion to $60 billion a year. Higher oil prices mean a transfer of wealth of historical proportions from oil-consuming countries—primarily the United States—to the Muslim world, where seventy percent of global oil reserves are concentrated. The windfall also benefits jihadists as petrodollars trickle their way through charities and government handouts to madrassas and mosques.” [Luft]

“The continued fighting in Iraq has honed the skills of terrorists in urban guerrilla warfare, bomb-making, and sabotage. If these enhanced kills spread throughout the jihadist enterprise, terrorists’ operational capabilities would improve worldwide. This is particularly worrisome for Saudi Arabia, which has supplied twelve percent of the foreign insurgents fighting in Iraq. While Saudi Arabia appears to have contained the challenge from Al-Qaeda terrorists so far, the nation has not put Al-Qaeda out of action, as the recent attack demonstrates. When Saudi veterans of the Iraqi insurgency come home with new capabilities, the situation could worsen.” [Jenkins]

Previously Al-Qaeda refrained from attacking Saudi Arabia’s oil facilities

“But it is important not to overreact to this one attack. Sabotaging an oil refinery or terminal is not easy. These are huge and inherently robust targets, extremely well-guarded in Saudi Arabia, and hard to put out of action. To be effective, sabotage must be sophisticated or sustained, which is hard to do outside of a war zone. Most of the jihadist attacks since 11 September 2001 have been aimed at softer targets where a high body count appears to have been the sole objective.” [Jenkins]

“‘Al-Qaeda of the Arab Peninsula,’ an offshoot of Al-Qaeda central led by Osama bin Laden, claimed responsibility for this first attack on a Saudi oil facility and vowed it would stage more attacks. In the past, Al-Qaeda refrained from attacking Saudi Arabia’s oil facilities because it hoped to eventually gain control of them. Al-Qaeda wanted to use oil revenues to fund the continuing jihad after the Americans had been driven out of the kingdom and the Saudi regime collapsed. Instead, Saudi terrorists attacked the oil industry’s human infrastructure, targeting residential compounds where many expatriate employees live, along with oil company offices and individual Westerners.” [Jenkins] 

Facilities which terrorists might attack in an attempt to damage oil flows

“The energy industry is extremely easy to hit, particularly in the Middle East. There are pipelines and wells and tankers and berths and refineries everywhere. But it is extremely difficult to strike the industry in a way that actually impedes supply on the international level. Blowing up a tanker just does not do it—and blowing up a tanker is a lot harder than it sounds. Further, while there are critical nodes, routes, and facilities, many have redundancies built into the system. There are really only seven targets of international significance that, if seriously damaged, could substantially affect international energy flows: the Rotterdam oil port, the collective might of Texas’ Galveston Bay oil facilities, the Houston ship channel, Russia’s Samara pipeline nexus, Saudi Arabia’s Ras Tanura oil port, Saudi Arabia’s Yanbu oil port, and Saudi Arabia’s Abqaiq facility.” [Burton]

“Although damage to these facilities would be quite harmful to the global economy, hurting these facilities in any really significant way would be extremely difficult. . . . Partial damage can be inflicted on a facility, slowing down operations, requiring repairs and higher security, and sending psychological shockwaves through the international system. But as militants from Pakistan to Nigeria have shown, attacks on the energy infrastructure can have a local effect without necessarily striking at the most critical of international nodes. . . . [In the Middle East], there are several second-tier facilities that, if attacked—though the effects on the overall international energy picture might not be significant—could cause serious problems at the national level. But many of these second-tier targets are insulated due to either size or backup infrastructure.” [Burton]

“Saudi Arabia’s Petroline shuttles up to five million barrels per day (bpd) back and forth across the peninsula to keep the country’s various oil ports supplied. But striking the world’s largest pipeline raises two problems. First, oil pipelines are easily repaired; and second, the line is in reality one massive workaround. Saudi Arabia has excess oil port facilities; the Ras al-Juaymah oil port, for example, is the smallest of the country’s big three but can still handle three million bpd in case something goes offline. The Petroline exists in order to keep the country’s options open. Similarly, the primary Kuwaiti terminal at Mina al-Ahmadi is a potential target. But Kuwait also maintains capacity at Mina Abdullah, Shuaiba, and Mina Saud, with yet another facility under construction on Bubiyan Island. No matter what is hit, exports would likely continue flowing.” [Burton]

“In reality, there are only three locations on the west shore of the Persian Gulf where a single attack could cause catastrophic damage. The first is in Iraq’s sector of the Persian Gulf, where its Basra oil terminal handles ninety percent of the country’s oil exports. There are no backups. In fact, Iraq’s only oil export option—a pipeline north to Turkey—is so often attacked by guerrillas that it is largely inoperable. The second is Qatar’s liquefied natural gas (LNG) facility at Ras Laffan. While there are actually two separate facilities there—three, if one considers the two phases of the Rasgas project to be separate—neither has the capacity to cover for the other. The third is Oman’s LNG facility at Minal al Fahal, which has no backup whatsoever. Also, Oman’s oil network is unique in the region, in that it has no realistic workarounds; it consists of a line of pipelines and oil fields stretching from the south of the country all the way up to the only oil port, also at Minal al Fahal.” [Burton]

Spreading of Sunni-Shiite conflict, escalation of West-Iran tensions could disrupt oil flow  

“But while terrorist attacks may cause temporary spikes in the price of oil, lasting price increases are the consequence of armed conflict, embargoes, and basic economics. The big increases in the price of oil have come from the 1973 Arab oil embargo, the Iranian revolution, Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait, the U.S.-led invasion of Iraq, and a series of deliberate cuts in production to raise prices.” [Jenkins]

“The anxiety that keeps oil prices high today and sends them soaring at each new worrisome headline is driven not by fears of a single terrorist attack, but rather by growing pressure on global supplies of readily accessible crude and nightmare scenarios that envision the Persian Gulf turned into a war zone. This could happen in one of several ways.” [Jenkins] 

 “As Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice was warned by Middle East leaders recently, escalating sectarian violence pitting Sunnis against Shiites could spread across the Middle East. Or Saudi terrorists inspired by Al-Qaeda’s ideology and reinforced by veterans returning from Iraq could re-ignite a more effective campaign that would truly shake the Saudi monarchy.” [Jenkins]

“How vulnerable is the Saudi oil industry to kamikazes bent on sacrificing their lives for the sake of disrupting the world economy? Despite Saudi assurances that their facilities have the best protection in the world, the terrorists were still able to penetrate the outer perimeter of Abqaiq before they were killed. And what about an air attack? A suicide terrorist hijacking an airplane in Kuwait or Dubai in an attempt to crash it into one of the facilities would leave the Saudis very little time to respond. Al-Qaeda’s statement following the Abqaiq attack that ‘we shall not cease our attacks until our territories are liberated’ must be taken seriously.” [Luft]

“Alternatively, the looming Western confrontation with Iran over that country’s suspected efforts to develop nuclear weapons could escalate to economic sanctions, embargoes, blockade, increased violence by Shiites in Iraq and Saudi Arabia, and attacks on oil facilities and tankers, culminating in a major regional war. With a third of the world’s supplies affected in some way, oil prices could easily surpass bin Laden’s dream of $100 a barrel.” [Jenkins]

Major oil-consuming countries need to create new cushions against possible oil shocks
“The price of oil should not stay as high as buyers realize that oil continues to flow, and providing there are no further attacks. Still, apprehensions will remain as global consumption of oil continues to grow. As President George W. Bush pointed out in his State of the Union address, ‘America is addicted to oil’—and nothing makes an addict more nervous or more willing to pay a higher price than threatening his future supply. [Jenkins]

“To compensate for the erosion in OPEC’s spare capacity, major oil-consuming countries need to create new cushions against possible oil shocks. At its current capacity of seven hundred million barrels, the Strategic Petroleum Reserve (SPR) can mitigate supply disruption to the U.S. market, but it isn’t big enough to tide over the global economy if there were a severe disruption of oil supplies. If, however, the SPR were expanded and Europe and Asia were encouraged to establish similarly large oil banks, the oil-consuming nations could withstand a catastrophic failure of the Saudi system. It would make the oil weapon less effective and less alluring to terrorists.” [Luft]

“Reducing petroleum consumption, especially in the transportation sector, where two-thirds of U.S. oil is consumed, could also help restore some wiggle room to oil markets. By shifting to domestically produced transportation fuels like ethanol and methanol, or by driving more efficient hybrid vehicles, Americans can reduce their vulnerability to supply disruptions. Plug-in hybrid electric vehicles could tap into the grid and use made-in-America electricity; unlike in the 1970s, today only two percent of U.S. electricity is generated from oil. In many cases of national security, the best defense against foreign foes begins at home. Technology may not be able to wean us from oil altogether, but it can reduce U.S. vulnerability to an energy Pearl Harbor.” [Luft]
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Abstract

Political instability in Africa is exacerbated by social, economic, and security problems. Violence in West Africa has created ungoverned pockets that extend across national borders and threaten to further destabilize an already fragile region. Broad expanses of marginally governed areas can become havens for terrorists and criminals. North Africa, and in particular the Pan-Sahel region of Sub-Saharan Africa, offers opportunities to Islamic extremists, smugglers, and various insurgent groups. East Africa continues to undergo great human tragedy, as exemplified by the situation in Darfur. Africa’s vast potential makes African stability a near-term global strategic imperative. Africa currently provides over fifteen percent of U.S. oil imports and recent explorations in the Gulf of Guinea region indicate potential reserves that could account for twenty-five to thirty-five percent of U.S. imports within the next decade. The United States is not unchallenged in its quest to gain influence in and access to Africa. We face continuing competition by nations such as China seeking international political support and access to natural resources. It is in our national interest to help Africa achieve broad-based and sustainable economic, security, political, and social development. This is the most effective way to fight hunger, poverty, and extremism. There can be no doubt that Africa will occupy an increasingly larger amount of our national attention in the years ahead. Early recognition of this reality is very important.

Importance of the Issue to the United States

The United States has substantial historical, cultural, political, humanitarian, natural resources, and security interests in the African continent. The below list of Africa-related conditions, trends, and indicators which we are watching suggests that many things in Africa could at some point become major problems for U.S. policymakers.  

Nigeria and Egypt are treated separately in this issue of the SWIR. And Sudan is already treated in our monthly “Regional and Country Watch List.” 

Things We Are Worried About

· Emergence of security problems in heretofore relatively stable countries or intensification of security problems in such recent or existing African “hot spots” as the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Liberia, Nigeria, Rwanda, Somalia, Sudan, Uganda, and Zimbabwe.

· Africa as a potential hotbed of militant Islamic radicalism.

· Influence peddling in Africa by America’s adversaries or competitors such as China and Iran. 

· Disruptions, for whatever reasons, in U.S. access to Africa’s oil and other natural resources.

· Conditions leading to or exacerbating “state failures,” especially regarding states whose disintegration might have severe regional impacts.

· Political, diplomatic, Islamic militancy, and health developments in the Republic of South Africa. 

· Activities of U.S. military forces in and around Africa—including taking into account that they could become targets for attacks by Islamist militants or other extremists.

· Whether U.S. efforts to help selected African military and law enforcement units to engage in counterterrorism and other security activities are sufficient—or whether broader, sustained U.S. initiatives are necessary to help selected African countries to improve governance, economies, education, and health. 

Update and Commentary

Ungoverned areas in Africa can become havens for terrorists and criminals

“. . . Political instability in Africa is exacerbated by social, economic, and security problems related to high population growth rates, poor land management, desertification, agricultural and environmental disruptions, massive refugee movements, and pandemic conditions. Over the past five years, the United States has responded to humanitarian crises and political instability in Somalia, Mozambique, Liberia, Chad, Sierra Leone, the Democratic Republic of Congo, Côte d’Ivoire, and most recently in Darfur. For the past few years, we have worked to take a more engaged approach to achieving long-term stability through proactive, preventive measures. Consequences for inaction may include continued and repeated U.S. intervention in conflicts and humanitarian crises, disruption of economic trade vital to the development of Africa’s nascent economies, and increased presence of radical fundamentalism, especially in Africa’s vast ungoverned spaces.”

“Violence in West Africa has created ungoverned pockets that extend across national borders and threaten to further destabilize an already fragile region. Broad expanses of marginally governed areas can become havens for terrorists and criminals and have become attractive to terrorist groups increasingly denied sanctuaries in Afghanistan and the Middle East. North Africa, and in particular the Pan-Sahel region of Sub-Saharan Africa, offers opportunities to Islamic extremists, smugglers, and various insurgent groups. Parts of Africa have also become home to ‘franchise groups’ who ally themselves with major terrorist organizations and have the unique characteristic of being composed of native African members.” 

Africa’s vast potential makes African stability a near-term global strategic imperative

“East Africa continues to undergo great human tragedy, as exemplified by the situation in Darfur. In response to a request from the African Union (AU) NATO has provided airlift, coordination of strategic airlift movement, and staff capacity training to the African Union Mission in Sudan (AMIS). This AU mission has had some limited success, but the situation in Darfur remains critical. There have been discussions concerning a possible transition of AMIS to the United Nations, with a general realization that the eventual handover of the mission to an international organization will be necessary.”

“Africa’s vast potential makes African stability a near-term global strategic imperative. The Gulf of Guinea is a largely poorly governed maritime security region where smuggling, piracy, and oil bunkering are a way of life. Africa currently provides over fifteen percent of U.S. oil imports and recent explorations in the Gulf of Guinea region indicate potential reserves that could account for twenty-five to thirty-five percent of U.S. imports within the next decade. In addition to their size, these high-quality reserves also have the advantage of geostrategic location on the west coast of Africa, allowing for rapid transit by sea to Western Europe and the United States.” 

“Through the interagency process, we will increasingly assist the African Union and African regional organizations in developing their security structures and in fostering continent-wide efforts to achieve stability and security. Throughout our engagement, we will continue to assist in the fight against HIV/AIDS, perhaps the region’s greatest ongoing internal struggle. 

In the future, Africa will occupy an increasingly larger amount of our national attention
The United States is not unchallenged in its quest to gain influence in and access to Africa. We face continuing competition by other nations seeking international political support and access to natural resources. As Asia’s emerging industries expand, requirements for petroleum products and strategic metals will grow exponentially and will likely compete more intensely for these resources with the United States. Other nations offer money, military aid, political support, and many other incentives without the conditions that we traditionally require.”

“It is in our national interest to help Africa achieve broad-based and sustainable economic, security, political, and social development. This is the most effective way to fight hunger, poverty, and extremism. Over the longer term, U.S. European Command will work aggressively with our interagency partners, allied nations, and the African regional organizations to advance our common interests and values. There can be no doubt that Africa will occupy an increasingly larger amount of our national attention in the years ahead. Early recognition of this reality is very important.” [This and six previous paragraphs from the statement of General James L. Jones, USMC, Commander, U.S. European Command, to the Senate Armed Services Committee, 7 March 2006]

Africa’s oil exports likely to double within a decade

“Africa has evolved into a region of key strategic importance to the United States, China, and many other countries worldwide as a supplier of energy and natural resources. Brett D. Schaefer, a research fellow in regulatory affairs at the Heritage Foundation in Washington, made that point on 7 March at a conference entitled ‘Chinese Influence: Expanding in Both Africa and Latin America.’ The fact that both the Chinese and U.S. governments are discussing Africa, along with Latin America, as a major area for investment, Schaefer told his foreign affairs audience, clearly shows Africa’s ever growing importance. . . .’” 

“‘Africa is increasingly important to the United States as a source of oil,’ he said. In 2005, Africa supplied the United States with eighteen percent of its oil imports—more than the United States presently imports from the Middle East. U.S. oil imports from sub-Saharan Africa have increased by a third since 1999, while imports from the Persian Gulf have decreased. As a result, he said, ‘the importance of Africa as a source for petroleum and the import of oil cannot be overestimated.’ Within the next decade, Schaefer predicted, Africa’s oil exports will double. The scholar cited forecasts that say U.S. imports of African oil will rise from their present level of eighteen percent to twenty-five percent—so one-quarter of all U.S. oil imports is expected to come from Africa in the not-too-distant future.”

“Increasingly, he said, instability and humanitarian crises, such as the situation in the Darfur region of Sudan, are getting more attention from the United States—first on humanitarian grounds, but also because of strategic interests. Additionally, he said, the war on terror has made Africa more important. ‘As a battleground in the war on terror, sub-Saharan Africa is increasingly vulnerable to radical Islam, which,’ he said, ‘has been trying to spread its influence across the Sahel and eastern Africa,’ as evidenced by the [1998] bombings of the U.S. embassies in Nairobi, Kenya, and Dar es Salaam, Tanzania. Additionally, he said, Africa is important because its countries make up a large bloc at the United Nations and in international fora like the World Trade Organization, and therefore merit closer attention from the United States.”

China expanding its influence in Africa to gain better access to oil, other resources

“With regard to China’s influence on Africa, Schaefer said China now has surpassed the United States as the world’s largest consumer of many raw materials, ranks as the world’s second largest importer of oil, and accounts for thirty-one percent of growth in global oil demand—and thus is looking to Africa for these resources. ‘China’s emergence as a significant player on the economic scene, with its seemingly inexhaustible demand for raw materials, natural resources, and oil, presents a significant challenge for the United States,’ he said, since the United States ‘is increasingly relying on the region for a lot of these materials’ as well.”

“China is now active in every part of Africa, Schaefer told his audience. China’s national oil company, he said, is especially active in Sudan, where it has built a pipeline to the Red Sea and a refinery outside Khartoum. It also controls most of an oil field in southern Darfur. Besides Sudan, Schaefer said, China is active in Angola, where it provided a $2 billion aid package to secure oil rights and recently signed a crude oil purchase agreement for thirty thousand barrels of oil a day for the next five years. In Zambia, Schaefer said, China has invested $170 million in the copper mining sector. China is investing in cobalt and copper activities in the Democratic Republic of Congo, is harvesting timber in Gabon and Liberia, and is heavily involved in Zimbabwe as well. Such a level of involvement, he said, will have broad implications for the United States now and in the future.” [This and previous four paragraphs from “Africa of Key Strategic Importance to U.S., World, Scholar Says,” by Charles W. Corey, Washington File (U.S. Department of State), 7 March 2006]

Somalia: Perhaps the next “war on terror” battleground

“Somalia could become the next ‘war on terror’ battleground as the United States zeroes in on Al-Qaeda and Islamist groups reportedly trying to exploit a power vacuum in the world’s most anarchic state. Looking on helplessly are two million Somalis facing drought and famine, and aid agencies hampered by warlords, kidnappings, and piracy. The World Food Program says a dire humanitarian situation in southern Somalia has been worsened by hijackings of relief vessels—but alternative land routes had raised ‘similar logistical and security challenges.’ An American employee of UNICEF was kidnapped in the south on [1 March]. United Nations envoys say about eleven million people are threatened by starvation in Djibouti, Ethiopia, Kenya, Somalia, and Tanzania due to conflicts and the region’s worst drought in years. Oxfam has warned that only a third of the requested international food aid has materialized.”

“But isolated, lawless Somalia’s predicament is particularly acute, the United Nations reported this week. One consequence is a growing wave of asylum seekers, who are preyed upon by violent people smugglers. Attempts to establish order in Somalia, a former British protectorate and Italian colony, have failed since President Siad Barre was overthrown in 1991. Somaliland in the north and Puntland on the tip of the Horn of Africa have effectively seceded. The south ‘is pure bandit country,’ a Western official said.”

“After a 1992-1994 U.S. military intervention failed and a United Nations mission withdrew in 1995, Somalia ceased to exist as a functioning unitary state. Control of the capital, Mogadishu, is disputed by thousands of gunmen. A dozen or so transitional governments have come and gone. Western countries, with no diplomatic presence, have largely turned their backs. But that is changing. Officials now say they have ‘clear evidence’ that Al-Qaeda is trying to reestablish a presence in Somalia, the Ogaden region of eastern Ethiopia, and possibly Sudan, in alliance with local Islamists.”

“[Brigadier General Mark Kimmitt, deputy director for policy and plans at U.S. Central Command] says Al-Qaeda sees Somalia as a potential safe haven. Western and United Nations officials point to suspected Al-Qaeda links to Islamist groups in Mogadishu seeking to impose sharia law and Islamic rule, and to Al-Qaeda-affiliated training camps in the southeast. ‘We’re all getting much more interested in Somalia,’ an informed source said. ‘Terrorism, instability, and growing numbers of asylum seekers are among the reasons. . . . Somalia is traditionally not strongly Islamic but there is a growing body of people in favor of political Islam and they are clearly getting help from outside . . . we don’t want to see the establishment of a fundamentalist state.’”

Djibouti-based combined joint task force to win “hearts and minds,” preempt terrorists 
“U.S. regional efforts are directed from Camp Lemonier in Djibouti, a former French Foreign Legion base that is home to fifteen hundred troops of the ‘Combined Joint Task Force-Horn of Africa.’ Its commander, Marine Major General Timothy Ghormley, [said] its work was aimed at winning ‘hearts and minds’ via aid projects but terrorism preemption was also vital. ‘We go into the ungoverned spaces. We go where there is a threat . . . if we weren’t there they [Al-Qaeda] would be.’”

“The United States says it does not operate on the ground in Somalia, though it runs anti-piracy naval patrols, controls its airspace, and has contacts with Somaliland’s authorities. Britain says it presently has no troops in Somalia or Djibouti, although speculation persists about special forces involvement. Western governments say the first step to defeating terrorism and drought is improved security achieved through political reconciliation. Last week the latest transitional government held its first parliamentary session on Somali soil, raising hopes of an end to anarchy. Britain says it will provide political support and cash if the factions get serious about peace.”

“But while Somalia needs help, critics say the new focus on Al-Qaeda is a distraction from more pressing problems. ‘Islamist activists are a diverse community . . . making a broad-based conspiracy implausible,’ the International Crisis Group said. ‘Islamist extremism has failed to take hold in Somalia because of Somali resistance—not foreign counterterrorism.’ Author Alex de Waal said jihad in the Horn of Africa was tried and failed in the 1990s. The Pentagon was ‘chasing ghosts.’” [This and previous six paragraphs from “Battle for Hearts in Bandit Country,” by Simon Tisdall, The Guardian (United Kingdom), 3 March 2006] 

U.S., concerned over Algeria’s relationship with Iran, still considering arms sales to Algiers 

“On the heels of its successful campaign against Al-Qaeda-aligned insurgents, Algeria seeks major weapons systems and platforms from the United States, but has not agreed to submit to conditions set by the Bush administration. Officials said Washington is also concerned over Algeria’s growing relationship with Iran. Algeria has also become a leading proponent of Tehran’s nuclear program. The officials said [U.S. Secretary of Defense Donald] Rumsfeld discussed Algerian and Tunisian relations with Iran during his visits to the nations over the past weekend. The administration has asked for an Algerian commitment to limit the use of U.S. weapons to defensive missions. Washington has also linked sales to an Algerian agreement not to transfer lethal weapons to a third party. Algiers has not provided such guarantees, officials said.”

“For years Washington refused to sell weapons to Algeria because of its poor human rights record. They said this record has improved, and the Bush administration would consider the sale of night-vision systems, utility helicopters, radar, and training. Still, the sale of major U.S. weapons platforms to Algeria could arouse alarm among other U.S. allies in North Africa. Officials pointed to Algeria’s longtime dispute with neighboring Morocco over Western Sahara. Tunisia was also wary of a powerful Algeria, whose military has been based on Soviet-origin platforms. . . . Al-Qaeda has targeted all three North African countries. In 2002, Al-Qaeda conducted a suicide bombing near an ancient Jewish synagogue [at Djerba] in Tunisia in which fourteen people were killed. During the following year, forty-five people were killed in a series of coordinated suicide bombings in Casablanca, Morocco. . . .” 

“U.S. officials said the regime of Algerian President Abdul Aziz Bouteflika has sought aircraft, munitions, and combat vehicles from Washington. The platforms and systems would be used in the war against Islamic insurgency groups in Algeria. . . . Algeria outlined its military requirements during talks with Rumsfeld. On 12 February Rumsfeld met Algerian leaders during his first visit to the North African state. The United States has sold non-lethal equipment to help Algeria fight the Salafist Brigade for Combat and Call [GSPC]. But officials said that over the past two years Algeria has sought weapons and lethal platforms, including fighter jets and combat vehicles.” [This and previous two paragraphs from “U.S. Wants to Aid North African Allies But Worries about Algeria’s Ties with Iran,” Geostrategy-Direct.com, 13 March 2006]

Chadian government conducting offensive on border with Sudan; recently foiled coup plot

“In Chad, the government has unleashed an offensive against rebels in the east, near the border with Sudan. Government troops in Chad have launched a military offensive against rebels in the east as President Idriss Deby seeks to reassert his control over the country ahead of a presidential election [on 3  May]. . . . Deby, who has faced increasing attacks and incursions on Chad’s eastern border by groups of Chadian rebels and army deserters in recent months, was directing the offensive in the east of the country, along with his defense minister.” 

“Denouncing a spillover into his own country of the conflict in Sudan’s Darfur region, [Deby] has accused the Sudanese government of backing efforts to topple him, a charge denied by Khartoum. The army push against the rebels came one week after Chad’s government announced it had foiled a coup plot against Deby, whose sixteen-year rule has been weakened by a wave of high-level military desertions. . . .”

Senegalese separatists engaged in fighting with Guinea Bissau troops

“In Senegal, separatists are waging war for the independence of Casamance. The fighting is spilling over into Guinea Bissau. The fighting [between] army troops in Guinea Bissau and Senegalese separatists from the Movement of the Democratic Forces of Casamance (MFDC) reopened an almost century-old wound. . . . [Troops from] Guinea Bissau, a tiny former Portuguese colony of 1.2 million people wedged between Senegal and Guinea on the Atlantic coast of West Africa, . . . set fire to the border villages of Barraca Mandioca, Bamcer, and Budjin, which were suspected of serving as a refuge to the MFDC rebels.”

“They in turn destroyed the village of Djeque, kidnapped local residents to use them as human shields, and drove out the inhabitants of Suncutoto, ten kilometers from São Domingos, to occupy their houses. . . . The rebel actions began . . . when twenty MFDC fighters launched a suicide attack in São Domingos. Thirteen were killed, and the remaining seven were captured . . . . The latest clashes have driven at least five thousand people from their homes—thousands displaced within Guinea Bissau and thousands more having fled over the border into Senegal, according to humanitarian workers.”

Joseph Kony’s Lord’s Resistance Army (LRA) continues to wage war in northern Uganda

 “The war in northern Uganda continues. . . . Extrajudicial killings by security agents, the unending war in the north of the country, and oppression of political opponents continue to give Uganda a poor human rights record, the U.S. Department of State has said in its latest report. . . . Some of the problems highlighted in the report are: restrictions on opposition party activity, unlawful killings by security forces, disappearances of people, harsh prison conditions, as well as security forces’ use of torture and abuse of suspects.”

“. . . The report attributes a lot of the human rights violations in the north of the country to the Lord’s Resistance Army (LRA) rebels led by Joseph Kony, who ‘committed numerous, serious abuses and atrocities, including the abduction, rape, maiming, and killing of civilians, including children.’ However, it adds, ‘Security forces tortured and abused civilians suspected of collaborating with the LRA; however, unlike in previous years, there were no reports that security forces killed suspected collaborators. [Ugandan government] soldiers reportedly tortured suspected rebels and raped civilians living in IDP [internally displaced person] camps.’”

“The rebel LRA army has been fighting for years. A report . . . said the army’s leader, Joseph Kony, may have entered neighboring Congo . . . [from] a south Sudanese hideout . . . . [The Ugandan] military said it was increasing border surveillance because of fresh fears that other anti-Ugandan rebels in Congo might slip into the country and launch attacks. Uganda has long accused Congo of being a safe haven for rebels seeking to destabilize it and has twice joined Rwanda to invade the huge country with the stated aim of flushing out rebel bases in its eastern forests. . . .” [This and previous six paragraphs from “Roundup on African Conflicts,” by Jeff Kouba, www.securitywatchtower.com, 21 March 2006]
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Abstract

Nigeria is lurching toward disaster, and the stakes are high—for both Nigeria and the United States. Nigeria has 35.9 billion barrels of proven petroleum reserves—the largest of any African country and the eighth largest on earth. It exports some 2.5 million barrels of oil a day, and the government plans to nearly double that amount by 2010. Nigeria is the fifth-largest supplier of oil to the United States. Chief among the country’s current woes is corruption. More than two-thirds of the population lives beneath the poverty line, subsisting on less than a dollar a day. President Olusegun Obasanjo has shown scant appetite for tackling the crime, neglect, and inefficiency rampant in the oil sector. The security forces that Nigerians expected Obasanjo to bring to heel still act as a caste unto themselves, extorting and killing with impunity. Across much of the country, anarchy reigns. The Niger Delta region, home to most of Nigeria’s oil and many of its poor people, is in turmoil. Old ethnic and political tensions between Muslims in the north and Christians in the south have been reignited. Nigeria is entering a period of great political uncertainty. Rumors are circulating that Obasanjo may seek a third term in next year’s elections, although he is constitutionally prohibited from doing so. Osama bin Laden has called Nigeria “ripe for liberation.”

Importance of the Issue to the United States

Nigeria is Africa’s most populous country (with 130 million to 140 million people) and a major source of U.S. crude oil imports. It plays a prominent role in the continent’s diplomatic and peacekeeping undertakings. It also has a large Muslim population which reportedly is increasingly being targeted by Al-Qaeda and other militant Islamic radicals. 

Things We Are Worried About

· If President Olusegun Obasanjo takes steps to seek a third term in next year’s elections, even though he is constitutionally prohibited from doing so. Such steps could lead to an increase in instability, perhaps to severe violence.

· If Nigerian oil exports are even more sharply reduced—because of insurgent violence and/or technical and bureaucratic failures. Besides reducing revenues to Nigeria in general and to the country’s northern states in particular, the export declines also could significantly damage the world oil market. 

· If militant Islamic radicalism surges in Nigeria, fed not only by existing deep Muslim-Christian divisions in the country but also perhaps by the Al-Qaeda-led and inspired international movement.  

· General concern: Worsening of any combination of factors—such as poverty, unemployment, crime, corruption, disease, ethnic conflicts, and terrorism—which are making Nigeria a “failed state.”

Update and Commentary

Despite its oil riches Nigeria is the largest failed state on earth
“. . . Nigeria is lurching toward disaster, and the stakes are high—for both Nigeria and the United States. . . . Nigeria has 35.9 billion barrels of proven petroleum reserves—the largest of any African country and the eighth largest on earth. It exports some 2.5 million barrels of oil a day, and the government plans to nearly double that amount by 2010. Nigeria is the fifth-largest supplier of oil to the United States; U.S. energy officials predict that within ten years it and the Gulf of Guinea region will provide a quarter of America’s crude. . . .” 

“Chief among the country’s current woes is corruption. During the last twenty-five years, Nigeria earned more than $300 billion in oil revenues—but annual per capita income plummeted from $1,000 to $390. More than two-thirds of the population lives beneath the poverty line, subsisting on less than a dollar a day. . . . Since Nigeria gained independence, in 1960, its rulers—military and civilian alike—have systematically squandered or stolen some $400 billion in government money. . . . Nigeria’s similarities to Saudi Arabia are manifold: corruption, oil wealth, a burgeoning Muslim population, and value to the United States as an energy supplier. Osama bin Laden has called Nigeria ‘ripe for liberation.’” 

“[President Olusegun] Obasanjo has shown scant appetite for tackling the crime, neglect, and inefficiency rampant in the oil sector. ‘Bunkering’—tapping into pipelines and siphoning oil into makeshift tankers hidden in the swamps of the Niger River Delta—is widespread; it is responsible for the loss of some two hundred thousand barrels a day and for catastrophic fires that have incinerated locals attempting to scoop up the runoff. Criminal gangs with government connections are said to be behind the practice—who else could hire the needed equipment?” 

“Obasanjo still talks of improving the lot of his people, but his rhetoric hardly sounds over the din of mayhem and rage. Nigeria appears to be de-developing, its hastily erected facade of modernity disintegrating and leaving city dwellers in particular struggling to survive in near apocalyptic desolation. A drive across Lagos—the country’s commercial capital and, with thirteen million people, Africa’s largest metropolis—reveals unmitigated chaos. The government has left roads to decay indefinitely. . . . Electricity blackouts of six to twelve hours a day are common. ‘Area boys’ in loosely affiliated gangs dominate most of the city, extorting money from drivers and shop owners. Those who fail to pay up may be beaten or given a knife jab in the shoulder. The United Nations Human Development Index ranks Nigeria as having one of the worst standards of living, below both Haiti and Bangladesh. For all its oil wealth, and after seven years of governance by one of Africa’s most highly touted democrats, Nigeria has become the largest failed state on earth. . . .” 

Security forces act as a caste unto themselves, extorting and killing with impunity

“During his first term, Obasanjo established a development commission to distribute oil revenues among the country’s indigenous peoples, but its efforts have come to naught; most of the windfall oil profits of the last few years have gone toward refurbishing mansions for the elite. Oil spills and gas flares blight the [Niger Delta], ruining farmland and poisoning fishing grounds. Owing to the abysmal state of its few refineries, Nigeria remains an importer of gasoline. Officials divert gas from the pumps and sell it on the black market. Fuel shortages are endemic. . . . Obasanjo has lifted many dictatorial strictures on daily life, but in the absence of effective security forces, this has only heightened clashes among the populace. During his rule . . . more than ten thousand people have died. One of the worst zones of conflict is the Niger River Delta in the south, the site of most of Nigeria’s mainland petroleum reserves. . . . 

“The security forces that Nigerians expected Obasanjo to bring to heel still act as a caste unto themselves, extorting and killing with impunity. Armed robbers outgun the police, who receive their salaries months late. Many officers have turned to releasing accused criminals from jail in return for bribes. Citizens seeking revenge have murdered police officers and soldiers, whose comrades have undertaken murderous reprisals. Obasanjo has adopted a malignant policy of laissez-faire, saying, ‘The military should not be pampered, but the military should not be bashed.’ Across much of the country, anarchy reigns.” [This and previous five paragraphs from “Worse than Iraq?” By Jeffrey Tayler, Atlantic Monthly, April 2006] 

Militia attacks and kidnappings in oil-producing Niger Delta cut oil exports by twenty percent

“. . . The Niger Delta region, home to most of Nigeria’s oil and many of its poor people, is in turmoil. In October 2004, violence in the region forced Mr. Obasanjo’s government to negotiate with militia leader Asari Dokubu, after his men attacked a series of Royal Dutch Shell oil facilities and threatened to burn down the area. In December 2004, Mr. Dokubu’s militias took seventy-five oil workers hostage and forced Shell to shut down about ten percent of the country’s oil supply. Mr. Dokubu then forced Mr. Obasanjo into a peace deal. The deal did not last long. After Mr. Dokubu renewed threats to oil infrastructure last September, he was arrested on sedition charges and now faces the possibility of execution or life in prison.” 

“Mr. Dokubu’s allies have responded with new attacks. A splinter group, the Movement for the Emancipation of the Niger Delta, has claimed credit for several recent attacks and kidnappings of foreign workers, and says it will not retreat until Delta states gain control of the revenue produced by locally extracted oil. There are also fears that the splintering of Mr. Dokubu’s militias has created fertile ground in the Delta for Islamist groups. A few weeks ago, a previously unknown organization called the Martyrs Brigade claimed credit for attacks on Delta pipelines, raising concerns among multinationals that mercenary resistance in the region is becoming ideological.” 

“Whatever the motivations of the various groups, a surge of militia attacks and kidnappings over the past several weeks has now shut down roughly twenty percent of Nigeria’s oil exports and killed dozens of people. Shell has closed key facilities in the Delta after the abduction of several workers. . . . Once a verdict is reached in Mr. Dokubu’s trial, probably this summer, violence is expected to intensify. . . .” 

“. . . [The] discovery of avian flu in the northern provinces further undermines political stability. Mr. Obasanjo has called on Muslim farmers in the area to cull their birds, a key source of protein in a region where malnutrition is a constant threat.” [This and previous three paragraphs from “A Country on the Road to Ruin,” by Ian Bremmer, Project Syndicate in Bangkok Post, 2 March 2006]

Danish cartoons of Prophet Muhammad spark riots, underscore Muslim-Christian tensions

“Dozens of charred, smoldering bodies littered the streets of [Onitsha, in southern Nigeria, a] bustling commercial center on [23 February] after three days of rioting in which Christian mobs wielding machetes, clubs, and knives set upon their Muslim neighbors. Rioters have killed scores of people [there], mostly Muslims, after burning their homes, businesses, and mosques in the worst violence yet linked to the caricatures of the Prophet Muhammad first published in a Danish newspaper. The violence in Nigeria began with attacks on Christians in the northern part of the country [a week earlier] by Muslims infuriated over the cartoons. Now old ethnic and political tensions between Muslims in the north and Christians . . . in the south have been reignited . . . . The cycle of tit-for-tat sectarian violence has pushed the death toll in the last week well beyond one hundred, making Nigeria the hardest-hit country so far in the caricature controversy. . . .” 

“But the cartoons, many political analysts say, were simply a pretext to act on very old grievances rubbed raw by political tensions. Nigeria is entering a period of great political uncertainty in which it must elect a new president to replace Olusegun Obasanjo, who is barred by term limits from running for reelection. Speculation has been rife that he may try to amend the constitution to run again. . . . Conflicts between religious and ethnic groups are common and deadly in Nigeria. In 2002, riots over a beauty contest held in Kaduna in northern Nigeria left more than two hundred people dead, and thousands of others have died in such clashes in the last few years. The most recent cycle began in Borno State, where riots broke out over the Danish cartoons, killing at least eighteen people. Muslim rioters burned churches and the homes and businesses of Christians. . . .” 

“. . . [Nigeria comprises] a complex quilt of two hundred ethnic groups. Tensions between northerners and southerners, and Muslims and Christians, are a staple of Nigeria’s contentious political scene, and the nation has always struggled to make sense of its vast diversity. Its population of roughly 140 million is evenly split between Christians and Muslims, and while most Muslims live in the north and Christians in the south, large numbers of both groups have settled all over the country. . . .” [This and previous two paragraphs from “Nigeria Counts 100 Deaths over Danish Caricatures,” by Lydia Polgreen, New York Times, 24 February 2006]

What’s next?

“In some ways, Nigeria is plagued with the same problems facing Iraq. Various ethnic and religious groups, based in different regions, are battling for oil revenue and political clout. As in Iraq, the conflict could provoke large-scale bloodletting. Yet, unlike Iraq, Nigeria has a recent history of relatively stable democratic governance. The country’s factions each have good reason to compromise before the conflict comes to a head. Northern governors could, for example, offer the southern states a larger share of Nigeria’s oil revenue in exchange for their support for a northern president. But achieving such a compromise won’t be a smooth or predictable process. On the contrary, the risks of extended political instability and further large-scale disruptions to Nigeria’s oil output will remain high, at a time when the world can least afford it.” [This paragraph from “A Country on the Road to Ruin,” by Ian Bremmer, Project Syndicate in Bangkok Post, 2 March 2006]

“Rumors are circulating that Obasanjo may seek a third term in next year’s elections, although he is constitutionally prohibited from doing so. Whether or not he stays on, his country’s troubles may eventually entangle the United States. One particularly ominous scenario looms: rebels may succeed in halting oil extraction in the Delta, drying up the revenues on which the northern elites depend. If, in response, a northern Muslim general were to oust the president and seize power, the United States would find itself facing an Islamic population almost five times Saudi Arabia’s, radicalized and in control of the abundant oil reserves that America has vowed to protect. Should that day come, it could herald a military intervention far more massive than the Iraqi campaign.” [This paragraph from “Worse than Iraq?” By Jeffrey Tayler, Atlantic Monthly, April 2006] 
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Item Name: “Heir Apparent Gamal Mubarak and Close Associates Moving into Key Political Positions in Egypt while Government Undermines Muslim Brotherhood and Democracy Advocates,” by James Arnold Miller, Strategic Warning Issues Review, No. 3, March 2006. 

ISI Knowledge Bit (KB) Code(s): KBTSEgyptWT

Abstract

Gamal Mubarak, the son of Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak, and a group of close associates, have moved into key political positions that put the forty-two-year-old in line to succeed his aging father at a time when the government has taken steps to block opposition rivals from challenging the heir apparent. Gamal has risen in the hierarchy of the governing National Democratic Party, whose grass roots organization underpins his father’s rule. Theoretically, under rules decreed by the elder Mubarak in 2005, multiple candidates could run to succeed him. However, the chances are shrinking that anyone but Gamal will be able to launch an effective campaign. Following weak showings in last fall’s parliamentary elections, legal opposition parties, long hobbled by laws restricting assembly and speech, are in disarray. Only the Muslim Brotherhood emerged in a strong position, winning a fifth of the legislative seats despite violent efforts by police to block voters from reaching the polls. The government recently undercut the Brotherhood by postponing municipal elections scheduled for this year. Meanwhile, the government is accusing the Brotherhood of recruiting and training insurgents for the conflicts in Iraq and Palestine. It also is keeping Ayman Nour in jail, and cracking down on other democracy advocates. 

Importance of the Issue to the United States

Egypt, the most populous country (seventy-eight million) in the Arab world, has much influence beyond its borders. It is one of the leading recipients of U.S. aid. Despite misgivings about the lack of democracy in Egypt, Washington views Cairo as an important ally in promoting stability in the Middle East, including in combating Al-Qaeda and in seeking a solution to the Israel-Palestinian conflict. 

Things We Are Worried About

· President Hosni Mubarak dying, from natural causes or otherwise, or resigning—then, whether Egyptian society would weather the storm—or would major instability emerge.

· The Muslim Brotherhood coming to power whether in the wake of President Hosni Mubarak’s death, or for other reasons—then the repercussions of this accession to power by the Brotherhood not only on Egypt, but on the region.

· A sustained terrorist campaign in Egypt led or inspired by militant Islamic radicals such as Al-Qaeda’s number two, the Egyptian-born Ayman al-Zawahiri.

· Terrorist attacks in the Suez Canal. 

· Other concerns are the nature and impacts of Cairo’s collaboration in Washington’s global war on terrorism; Egyptian moves towards acquiring weapons—perhaps including nuclear—which might destabilize the Middle East; Cairo’s role with regard to the Israel-Palestinians conflict, and concerning other regional security issues; and impacts of socio-economic problems (e.g., poverty, unemployment, disease, and educational shortcomings) on domestic political stability.
Update and Commentary

Gamal Mubarak getting in position to succeed his father Hosni as Egypt’s president

“The son of Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak and a group of close associates have moved into key political positions that put the younger man in line to succeed his aging father at a time when the government has taken steps to block opposition rivals from challenging the heir apparent. Last month, Gamal Mubarak rose in the hierarchy of the governing National Democratic Party (NDP), whose grass roots organization underpins his father’s rule. He was named one of three NDP deputy secretaries general, and twenty of his associates took other high-ranking posts in the party. 

[Gamal] had served as head of the party’s policies committee, which helped fashion economic reforms. [He] and his backers displaced some, but not all, of the veteran NDP activists known collectively as the old guard. Political observers saw in the move a gradual shift toward putting the NDP at the service of the president’s son. . . . With the opposition on the defensive, there seems to be nothing blocking Mubarak’s path to the presidency. . . .”

By postponing municipal elections, government undercut opposition Muslim Brotherhood

 “Egypt has been singled out by President Bush as ripe for democratic reform. On a recent visit, Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice expressed general criticism of the pace of change in the country, saying there had been ‘disappointments and setbacks’ last year. She said she discussed these with Egyptian officials ‘as a friend, not as a judge.’ A few days later, President Mubarak told an Egyptian newspaper that Rice was ‘convinced by the way political reform’ was proceeding in Egypt and that during her visit, she ‘didn’t bring up difficult issues or ask to change anything.’”

“During a quarter century in power, Mubarak, now seventy-seven, never named a vice president, unlike his two predecessors, Anwar Sadat and Gamal Abdel Nasser. In the event he dies in office or resigns, elections would take place within two months. Theoretically, under rules decreed by Mubarak last year, multiple candidates could run to succeed him. However, the chances are shrinking that anyone but Gamal Mubarak will be able to launch an effective campaign, observers say. Following weak showings in last fall’s parliamentary elections, legal opposition parties, long hobbled by laws restricting assembly and speech, are in disarray. Only the Muslim Brotherhood emerged in a strong position, winning a fifth of the legislative seats despite violent efforts by police to block voters from reaching the polls. As a religious-based party, the Brotherhood was formally banned from participating but fielded candidates as independents.”

“The government recently undercut the Brotherhood by postponing municipal elections scheduled for this year. The two-year delay denied the well-organized group a chance to make yet another electoral splash. Moreover, for the Brotherhood to eventually sponsor an independent presidential candidate, the nominee would need approval from municipal councils, all of which currently are dominated by officials who support President Mubarak, and elements of parliament. The election delay was announced only a few weeks after Gamal Mubarak publicly supported the ban on political activity by the Brotherhood. . . .” 

Government keeping Ayman Nour in jail; cracking down on other democracy advocates 

“The government also cracked down on democracy advocates. Last month, three magistrates who had complained of fraud during the parliamentary elections were questioned by police because they publicized alleged wrongdoing at the polls. Under twenty-five-year-old emergency laws, it is a crime to besmirch Egypt’s image. Meanwhile, the second-place finisher in last year’s presidential election, Ayman Nour, is serving a five-year prison sentence on charges of forging documents. Human rights groups say the charges are trumped-up, and a chief witness in the case told the court that police forced him to testify against Nour. 

Nour is also being investigated for other alleged crimes, including assaulting an NDP member and setting up a statue in a public square, which, under Egyptian law, can qualify as an offense against Islam. Last month, police questioned his wife, Gamila Ismael, for allegedly assaulting policemen. Nour won only about seven percent of the presidential vote. Since then, his Tomorrow Party has fallen apart. Observers say that by daring to run for president, he offended Hosni Mubarak. ‘Mubarak has it in for Ayman Nour,’ said Hisham Kassem, editor of the independent Masri al-Yom newspaper.”

Gamal Mubarak and his group of devoted supporters advocate “managed reform” 

“Gamal Mubarak’s political and personal moves are now observed with intense curiosity by the press and the public. When word spread of his engagement to the daughter of a tourism and construction magnate, ‘the way the state press celebrated the news, it looks like they are crowning him, like a royal wedding,’ Saad Eddin Ibrahim, a human rights activist, told reporters. Mubarak, forty-two, is surrounded by a group of devoted supporters who have taken to what Egyptian analysts call ‘managed reform.’ Some call the group a shilla, Arabic for gang. The group includes businessmen, academics, and Egyptians with political pedigrees in their families. Most are in their late thirties or early forties; many were educated and worked in the West. English is their second language.”

“Among the most prominent are Ahmed Ezz, a steel and ceramics magnate who is newly in charge of overseeing membership in the NDP; Rachid Mohamed Rachid, a former chief executive of Unilever Egypt who is now minister of trade and foreign investment; Mahmoud Mohieedin, a former finance professor who heads the NDP economic policy committee and is also investments minister; finance minister Yousef Boutros-Ghali, nephew of Boutros Boutros-Ghali, the former United Nations secretary general; and Mohammed Kamal, a Cairo University political scientist who heads efforts to re-indoctrinate NDP members in a bid to modernize the party. Kamal, the unofficial spokesman, said the group defined itself as an outward looking alternative to political Islam. ‘We don’t want to be associated automatically with the West, but we think it is okay to look outside of Egypt for solutions,’ he said. ‘New blood means people with fresh ideas as well as the political experience.’”

“An unknown factor in Gamal Mubarak’s apparent drive for power is the attitude of the military and security services. The military has supplied Egypt’s last three presidents, including the elder Mubarak, and it is not clear whether it would accept a monarchical-style succession. ‘I don’t think Gamal can make it,’ said Kassem, the newspaper editor. ‘His group calls itself reformist, but it is based on simple nepotism, with Gamal at the center. When the father goes, this group could quickly lose altitude. Everyone will be yelling, Mayday, Mayday. Not a happy situation.’” [This and nine previous paragraphs from “Clearing the Path for Scion of Egypt,” by Daniel Williams, Washington Post, 10 March 2006] 

Muslim Brotherhood proving to be strong, outspoken, and unified force

“During heated parliamentary debates last week on the government’s annual policy statement, Hussein Ibrahim, a parliamentarian for the fundamentalist Muslim Brotherhood party, lashed out with an impassioned plea for reform. ‘It does not bode well for political life, especially when it comes to advancing freedom of expression, of movement, and freedom to join parties,’ he said. He continued to castigate the government’s human rights record, pointing to international reports that detail ‘horror stories about torture in police stations, cases in which prisoners have disappeared from jails and innocent citizens have been forced to admit to crimes they didn’t commit.’ Mr. Ibrahim is deputy head of an eighty-eight-person bloc of Muslim Brotherhood members elected to parliament in elections last November.” 

“The largest opposition bloc in this 454-seat parliament since the monarchy’s 1952 overthrow, the Brotherhood has put political reform and fighting government corruption on the top of their agenda. With fundamentalist Islamic movements across the Middle East gaining political influence, including the Iraqi Shiites, Lebanese Hezbollah, and Palestinian Hamas, the spotlight is on the Muslim Brotherhood to see how this group adapts religion to their democratic ambitions. As an outlawed group, the Brotherhood ran as independents in last fall’s elections, campaigning under the slogan ‘Islam is the Solution.’ But the Brotherhood’s parliamentary activities seem to have gotten under the government’s skin in recent weeks. Police have arrested about two dozen members in what the Brotherhood and analysts say is an effort to remind this group who is boss, despite its large parliamentary bloc.” 

“The arrests are also part of a general government backtracking on political reforms. Last year’s parliamentary elections were marred by widespread violence, largely instigated by police and government supporters. The government also recently postponed local council elections for two years, to avoid another Muslim Brotherhood election victory, many believe. Although the Brotherhood is still a minority in a parliament with overwhelming state party control, they are proving to be a strong, outspoken, and unified force, analysts say. . . .” 

So far Muslim Brotherhood stressing political reform, not strict application of Islamic law

“Since the Brotherhood’s surprise victory, many have questioned what role this group would play and what difference it could make in a parliament with an overwhelming ruling party majority. Observers also wondered to what extent the Brotherhood’s Islamic agenda, which calls for strict application of Islamic law, would take a back seat to more recent calls for political reform. So far, the speeches and activities of Brotherhood parliamentarians emphasize political reform. Their agenda includes demands widely backed by democratic activists: changing legislation that allows journalists to face prison sentences for libel, granting independence to Egypt’s judges, and canceling a twenty-five-year-old emergency law that forbids gatherings of more than five people. . . .”

“The Muslim Brotherhood may have its critics, but still the group has come a long way since its beginnings in 1928, eventually giving rise to dozens of extremist Islamic groups, including Hamas and Al-Qaeda. In 1954, the Brotherhood was banned after a string of violent attacks. The ruling National Democratic Party, however, still maintains a two-thirds majority, giving it alone the right to pass legislation and change the constitution. Nevertheless, the Brotherhood, together with the also outspoken secular opposition with twelve seats, can still use the parliament as a forum for their opinions. In any case the Brotherhood says [that the recent arrests of members] merely empower them. . . .” [This and previous four paragraphs from “Egypt’s Opposition Targets Reforms: Muslim Brotherhood Members, Parliament’s Largest Opposition Bloc, Are Being Closely Watched,” by Sarah Gauch, Christian Science Monitor, 23 March 2006]

Egypt says Muslim Brotherhood recruited, trained volunteers for Iraq, Palestine conflicts

“Egypt has accused the Muslim Brotherhood of exporting the Islamic insurgency to Iraq and the Palestinian Authority. Officials said the Brotherhood has operated centers for the training of Muslim volunteers to fight the U.S.-led coalition in Iraq and join the Palestinian war against Israel. They said the training camps were disguised as sporting facilities and located in desert areas of western Egypt. ‘The volunteers are recruited and trained in Egypt and then sent to Iraq and Palestine,’ an Egyptian government source said. Over the last week, Egypt has arrested sixteen Brotherhood members in connection with the training project. The members included a prominent Islamic business executive. The Brotherhood has sponsored Islamic opposition groups throughout the Arab world. The Brotherhood was regarded as the model for Hamas in the Gaza Strip, the Islamic Action Front in Jordan, and the Islamic opposition in Syria.” 

“On 5 March, the Brotherhood held a news conference in which the movement rejected the accusations. The Brotherhood, which won about twenty percent of parliamentary seats in the November 2005 elections, said it was the target of a government campaign that sought to destroy political life in Egypt. Officials said the Egyptian prosecutor has been interrogating seven Brotherhood suspects in connection with the insurgency training. They said the training effort was supported by leaders of the Islamic movement.” [This and previous paragraph from “Egypt Charges Muslim Brotherhood with Exporting Insurgents,” Geostrategy-Direct.com, 22 March 2006] 

Though Egypt is cradle of Islamist militant radicalism, relatively little Al-Qaeda activity 

“A brief message posted on the Tajdeed forum (since taken off the Web) calls attention to the position of Egypt in the global jihad. On 7 March, one signing himself ‘The Banner of Truth’ posted a cryptically short note concerning what he termed the ‘Al-Kinana Buqayq [Abqaiq] operation.’ It appeared to indicate that Egyptian security had foiled an attempt, perhaps inspired by the recent Abqaiq operation in Saudi Arabia, on petroleum supplies in Egypt.” 

“. . . No more information was provided and there has been no subsequent confirmation of this incident. If it indeed took place, and is related to the attempt in Saudi Arabia, it would mark an interesting development. Egypt is not an oil producer, and a successful attack would have nothing like the effect of the 24 February strike at Abqaiq. Its purpose would be to create an impression of organized, international strength, as part of the ‘disruption and exhaustion phase’ that the mujahideen are to carry out to stretch enemy forces through the dispersal of targets.”

“The environment in Egypt, however, in both security and ideological terms, is so far proving not conducive for mujahideen operations. Egypt is the cradle of Islamist militant radicalism, but since the apogee of violence in the late 1980s and 1990s it has yet to see significant militant activity in step with Al-Qaeda’s waxing profile in the Gulf. The October 2004 and July 2005 attacks in Sinai were of limited effect. . . . In mid-December last year, a posting on the al-Safinat forum (since closed) noted the relative lack of activity and questioned why there were no Al-Qaeda members in Egypt to ‘fight against the Pharaonic security forces, collaborators, and apostate allies to the infidel and the Zionists, their embassies, and against the apostate secular parties.’ . . .” [This and previous two paragraphs from “Possible Terrorist Attack Foiled in Egypt,” by Stephen Ulph, Terrorism Focus (Jamestown Foundation), Vol. 3, No. 11, 21 March 2006]

U.S. pressing Egypt for more cooperation in the war against Al-Qaeda

“Egypt and the United States are seeking to increase cooperation in the war against Al-Qaeda. Senior officials of the two countries have held meetings to determine measures to increase counterinsurgency cooperation. Over the past two weeks, CIA Director Porter Goss, FBI Director Robert Mueller, and State Department counterterrorism coordinator Henry Crumpton have met with Egyptian leaders in Cairo. ‘The meetings dealt with such issues as intelligence exchange, discussion of the Al-Qaeda threat, and terrorists sought by both countries,’ a Western diplomat said. Goss was the latest U.S. official to visit Egypt. Officials said he arrived for an unannounced one-day visit to Cairo late last month and met Egyptian intelligence chief General Omar Suleiman. No details were disclosed. President Hosni Mubarak was in Saudi Arabia as part of a Gulf tour. Cairo receives $1.3 billion a year in military aid and about $400 million in civilian aid. The Mubarak regime helped the United States by providing air bases during the war in Iraq in 2003.” 

“Egypt has sought several suspected and convicted insurgents detained in the United States. The United States has pressed Egypt for tougher security measures against Al-Qaeda, particularly in the Sinai Peninsula. On 25 February, Crumpton arrived in Egypt and toured the Sinai. He was shown former Al-Qaeda insurgency strongholds and briefed on attacks of tourists in several towns during 2004 and 2005. Officials said the State Department has sought to determine whether Egypt should increase security measures against Al-Qaeda amid the migration of operatives from Afghanistan and Iraq. They said the department was also responding to Israeli complaints that Egyptian security forces have failed to halt the flow of weapons and insurgents from Sinai to the Gaza Strip and Israel.” 

“In late 2005, Egypt sent an estimated five thousand troops on a search-and-destroy operation in northern Sinai. The operation focused on Mount Halal near the Israeli border, where Al-Qaeda was believed to have a presence. Egypt has denied an Al-Qaeda presence in the Sinai. But officials said the Mubarak regime acknowledged that Bedouins in the Sinai have participated in bombings against Western tourist sites in the peninsula. At the same time, Egypt has been releasing Islamic insurgents, including three British nationals detained since 2002 and Jihan Ahmed Mohammed, a leader of the outlawed Gamiat Islamiyah. Mohammed served eleven years of a fifteen-year sentence connected to insurgency attacks in Upper Egypt.” [This and previous two paragraphs from “U.S. Intel Brass Hold High-Level Consultations in Egypt,” Geostrategy-Direct.com, 8 March 2006]
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Item Name: “Bleak Prospect for Stability in Bangladesh: Observers Wonder If Upcoming National Elections Will be Free; Militant Organizations Getting Stronger,” by James Arnold Miller, Strategic Warning Issues Review, No. 3, March 2006.

ISI Knowledge Bit (KB) Code(s): KBTSBangladeshWT

Abstract

Two main militant Islamic radical organizations currently exist in Bangladesh: Jama’at ul-Mujahedeen Bangladesh (JMB) and Harakat-ul Mujahideen Bangladesh (HuJI-B). JMB is alleged to operate in fifty-seven districts across Bangladesh, to be able to call on roughly ten thousand full-time and one hundred thousand part-time cadres, and to have recently formed a two thousand-strong suicide squad. JMB seeks to forge a movement to replace Dhaka’s secular legal system with one based on Islamic law, and to ensure the eradication of all non-Muslim influences in the country. JMB took responsibility for the spate of 17 August 2005 bombings, as well as for three subsequent suicide strikes during November and December that killed eighteen. Similar to the JMB, HuJI-B aims to establish a full-fledged Muslim theocracy in Bangladesh. HuJI-B is believed to number fifteen thousand, of which two thousand are described as hardcore. JMB and HuJI-B are thought to have established at least tenuous ties with foreign militant Islamic radical entities to buttress their current militant activities. Despite U.S. and European Union threats of sanctions if the Bangladesh government doesn’t reign in Islamist militancy, the government is constrained in doing so to a great extent because two parties in the governing coalition share the Islamic law aims of, and provide indirect if not direct support to, JMB and HuJI-B. The government also apparently lacks the complete loyalty of the country’s security and intelligence apparatus. Under such circumstances, the future prospect for stability in Bangladesh is bleak.

Importance of the Issue to the United States

Militant Islamic radicalism is on the rise in Bangladesh, an impoverished Muslim country with some 140 million people. Bangladesh could become a haven for international terrorists. One of its many Islamist extremist groups has been designated as a terrorism group by the U.S. State Department. Another group apparently has links to Al-Qaeda backers. Bangladesh is experiencing a spate of terrorist bombings. Bangladesh’s democratic processes are weak and could collapse. If Bangladesh becomes a failed state, there likely would be significant repercussions in India and beyond. 

Things We Are Worried About

· Any major increases in the activities of Bangladeshi militant Islamic radicals—e.g., in violence; in recruiting and training in the country; in forging significant, proven financial, training, arms, and other links with the global militant Islamic radical movement; and in forceful “Talibanization” (e.g., concerning education, or women wearing the veil).

· Worsening of the already contentious, and sometimes violent, relationships between Bangladesh’s two main political parties, the ruling Bangladesh National Party and the opposition Awami Alliance—and especially the degree to which the process leading up to and the holding of the national elections to be held in October 2006 demonstrates democracy at work, or chaos. 
· Other concerns are regional repercussions from Bangladesh’s internal political instability and Islamist extremism; possible increased anti-India activity by Bangladesh-based militant groups active in India’s northeast; and consequences of the presence in India of perhaps twenty million illegal Bangladeshi immigrants—including in India’s Assam state where violence in the past has been directed at these Bangladeshi illegals.
Update and Commentary

“Bangladesh has emerged as the second front of Islamic terror in South Asia over the last five years. At least one Muslim group is demanding that the terrorists be punished. Bangladeshi Islamists chanted slogans during a protest in Dhaka on 21 March 2006. The Bangladesh Islamic Front, an Islamic religious organization, held the protest . . . to demand punishment for Islamic militants accused of bomb attacks in the country in the past months. . . .” [“Muslims Rally Demanding Punishment for Islamic Militants,” http://gatewaypundit.blogspot.com, 21 March 2006]

“Between August and December 2005, a series of attacks hit Bangladesh, collectively killing twelve, wounding hundreds of others, and involving the country’s first suicide strikes. In the most audacious assault on 17 August, 434 homemade bombs were set off in sixty-three districts over the course of just one hour. This unprecedented bout of violence has thrust the country to the forefront of regional and global terrorist attention, generating fears that a new jihadist beachhead is emerging in this predominantly Muslim nation of roughly 144 million people.”

Jama’at ul-Mujahedeen Bangladesh (JMB) seeks to replace secular with Islamic law system

“Two main militant organizations currently exist in Bangladesh: Jama’at ul-Mujahedeen Bangladesh (JMB, or the Bangladesh Assembly of Holy Warriors) and Harakat-ul Mujahideen Bangladesh (HuJI-B, or Movement of Islamic Holy War-Bangladesh).” [Another group, the Jagrata Muslim Janata Bangladesh (JMJB), is thought to be a front name for the JMB.]

“The JMB, which first came to prominence in 2002, is alleged to operate in fifty-seven districts across Bangladesh. According to regional sources, the group is able to call on roughly ten thousand full-time and one hundred thousand part-time cadres and has recently formed a two thousand-strong suicide squad. The organization is thought to be led by a triumvirate consisting of a spiritual emir, Maulana Abdur Rahman, and two operational commanders, Siddiqur Islam and Muhammad Asadullah al-Ghalib. Together, these three individuals have worked to forge a movement to replace Dhaka’s secular legal system with one based on Islamic law, and to ensure the eradication of all non-Muslim influences in the country.”

“The JMB took responsibility for the 17 August bombings, as well as three subsequent suicide strikes during November and December that killed eighteen. Leaflets written in Arabic and left at the sites of several of the earlier mid-year attack locations appear to confirm that the group’s immediate goal is to terrorize the Bangladeshi judiciary in preparation for the full institution of sharia rule: ‘It is time to implement Islamic law in Bangladesh. There is no future with man-made law.’”

Similar to JMB, Harakat-ul Mujahideen Bangladesh (HuJI-B) seeks Muslim theocracy
“Similar to the JMB, HuJI-B aims to establish a full-fledged Muslim theocracy in Bangladesh. Intelligence sources in Delhi, however, assert that the organization’s real intent is to foster an Islamic revolution in India’s northeast by working in conjunction with radicals based in Jammu and Kashmir, as well as Assam. HuJI-B’s roots date back to 1992, although it is only since 2000 that it has emerged as a prominent militant entity. Shauqat Osman leads the group, overseeing an operational cadre that is believed to number fifteen thousand, of which two thousand are described as hardcore. Most of these radicals are based in cells scattered along a stretch of coastline that runs from the port city of Chittagong to the Burmese border.” 

“Most of HuJI-B’s past actions have been directed against Bangladesh’s Hindu minority as well as the country’s moderate Muslim population. Western officials have expressed concern, however, that this focus has steadily expanded in recent years to include aggression against international aid agencies. There is widespread speculation that the group was responsible for a slate of firebomb attacks on Christian-oriented non-governmental organizations (NGOs) in early 2005.”

With backing of two parties in the government coalition, JMB and HuJI-B have broad latitude 
“The Bangladesh National Party (BNP), the dominant party in the coalition government that was formed in 2001, has moved to stymie the activities of domestic Islamic militants. JMB and HuJI-B were both outlawed in 2005, following the August, November, and December attacks, and the government authorized widespread detentions. The BNP’s actions reflect a growing awareness of the internal threat posed by these two outfits, as well as pressure for more concerted counterterrorist action by international financial and donor institutions (upon which Bangladesh is heavily dependent).”

“Despite these efforts, JMB and HuJI-B continue to enjoy broad latitude, largely because they retain the backing of the Jamaat-e-Islami Bangladesh (JIB) and Islami Oikya Jote (IOJ). Both parties, which are part of the ruling administration and forceful advocates of a sharia system, have studiously worked to limit the scope of measures aimed at disrupting the activities of fundamentalist Islamists. This allows the JMB and HuJI-B to steadily expand their national presence. Indian commentators additionally allege that the two outlawed organizations directly benefit from support provided by elements within Dhaka’s Directorate of Field Intelligence (DFGI) and that it is this that accounts for the scale and sophistication of recent attacks.”

The future prospect for stability in Bangladesh is bleak

“Just as importantly, JMB and HuJI-B are thought to have established at least tenuous ties with foreign Islamist entities to buttress their current militant activities. Financially, funds have reportedly been sent from individual donors in the Middle East, allegedly channeled through prominent Arab NGOs such as the Revival of Islamic Heritage and the Al-Haramain Islamic Institute. Operationally, there is speculation about the external provision of training and expertise. The advent of suicide attacks has been taken as evidence of outside influence, as well as the make-up of the improvised explosive devices used in many of last year’s assaults.”

“The BNP-dominated administration now faces an overt challenge to its authority, which, worryingly, manifests the operational hallmarks common in the wider international jihadist movement. At the same time, the coalition government continues to be constrained by the actions of its JIB and IOJ partners and arguably lacks the complete loyalty of the country’s security and intelligence apparatus. Under such circumstances, the future prospect for stability in Bangladesh is bleak.” [This and previous nine paragraphs from “Islamists Pose a Growing Threat to Stability in Bangladesh,” by Andrew Holt, Terrorism Focus (Jamestown Foundation), Vol. 3, No. 2, 18 January 2006]  

Bangladesh well on way to falling victim to coalition of pro-Al-Qaeda extremists
“The world’s second-largest Muslim state—at 150 million, co-equal with Pakistan, and behind Indonesia—Bangladesh [is] well on its way to falling victim to a coalition of pro-Al-Qaeda politico-religious extremists. Almost unnoticed, they have been gnawing away at Bangladesh’s fragile democratic institutions.” 

“Prime Minister Khaleda Zia’s husband was former president and military strongman Ziaur Rahman. He was assassinated in 1981. Her rival and head of the Awami League is another woman, Sheikh Hasina Wajed. Her father was the country’s first prime minister, assassinated in 1975. Under Mrs. Zia’s leadership, the Bangladesh National Party (BNP) has appeased Islamist fundamentalists by including Osama bin Laden’s local fan club in her government.” 

“To wit: Jamaat-e-Islami Bangladesh (JIB) stands for an Islamic republic. BNP coalition partner IOJ is linked to the pro-Al-Qaeda HuJI-B, which in turn is linked to JMB, which wants to impose sharia law by force. It is widely believed responsible for a countrywide wave of some five hundred bombings last 17 August. HuJI . . . is in league with some of Pakistan’s officially banned but still tolerated extremist groups. The Indian army liberated Bangladesh, formerly East Pakistan, in 1971 after a bloody civil war. JMB leader Bangla Bhai favors a Taliban-style medieval theocracy, yet another reason opposition Awami League leader Sheikh Hasina accused the government coalition of ‘letting loose criminal extremist forces.’” 

“Radical Islamist organizations proliferate in the cities, funded by at least ten Middle Eastern charities, while terrorist training camps have been reported in dense jungle areas to the north. Indian intelligence, which closely watches its former ward, believes it has tracked more than 170 concentrations of pro-Al-Qaeda militants, including members of Jemaah Islamiyah (JI), the Indonesia terrorist group responsible for the Bali bombing and other terrorist attacks. A former senior Bangladeshi intelligence executive said Jemaah Islamiyah leader Hambali, arrested in Thailand in August 2003, had already decided to shift JI elements to Bangladesh to shield them from counterterrorist operations in Southeast Asia.” 

U.S., European Union threatening to sanction Bangladesh if Islamist militancy not curbed

“U.S. Assistant Secretary of State for South Asian Affairs Christina Rocca flew to Dakha at the end of January to convey U.S. alarm to government leaders coupled with a stern warning: either they curb Islamist militancy and terror financing or face sanctions under the U.S. ‘Terrorist Financing Act.’ Mrs. Rocca also made clear that the United States expected free and fair elections in 2006, as required by a frayed constitution. . . . The United States agreed to an exchange of intelligence on matters of mutual concern and to train Bangladeshi operatives in the United States on how intelligence is shared in practice. The country’s intelligence service knows only too well what the United States wants to know. Islamist sympathizers in the service make sure nothing of value is given to the Americans. . . .”

“In a well-planned demonstration of trans-Atlantic solidarity, a high-level European Union delegation timed its visit to coincide with Mrs. Rocca’s—and gave Bangladeshi leaders the same message: Stick to fair elections in October of this year or face some unpleasant though unspecified music. The opposition Awami League said the Election Commission and provisions for a caretaker government have already been gerrymandered to favor the ruling BNP and its Islamist props.”

“Suicide bombings and grenade assassinations are more common in Bangladesh than in Israel, Gaza, or the West Bank. But they seldom are reported. Time magazine’s South Asian bureau chief was banned from the country after a 2002 article exposed the government’s lackadaisical response to a buildup of Islamist terrorists with links to Al-Qaeda.”

Opposition Awami League conducted “Long March” protest to stress need for free elections

“In 1998, Bangladesh suffered the worst floods of the twentieth century, leaving twenty-five million people marooned while countless thousands drowned. Huge, cyclone-driven natural disasters have been the country’s sad fate for centuries. Bangladesh’s seven hundred rivers funnel down to a delta of five major waterways that are so many potential Katrinas without levees. Opposition leader Sheikh Hasina sees a political system without levees against the tide of Islamist extremism.”

“But following Mrs. Rocca’s departure, [Sheikh Hasina] rallied her supporters from all over the country and began a ‘Long March’ protest on 2 February. Opposition activists enlisted an ever larger following as they moved through towns and villages on their way to Dhaka. Within three days, one hundred thousand opposition supporters had moved to the capital’s Paltan Square where Sheikh Hasina addressed what began to look like a peaceful counterrevolution against the Islamists. Not for long. Thousands were arrested—Sheikh Hasina said ten thousand, the government five thousand—but she had made her point. Sheikh Hasina also said she was ending the Awami League’s year-long boycott of the Islamist-dominated parliament. Her only purpose was to hold the other woman leader’s feet to the fire of free elections. Score one for Mrs. Rocca and the Bush administration. For the next move by Mrs. Zia and her Islamist bedfellows, stay tuned.” [This and previous eight paragraphs from “Cry for Me, Bangladesh,” by Arnaud de Borchgrave, Washington Times, 18 February 2006]
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Item Name: “Speculation about the Impacts of the Upcoming Change of Turkey’s General Staff Chief; Continuing Bombings in Turkey by Autonomy-Seeking Kurdish Guerrillas; and Ankara’s Concerns about Iraqi Developments and Iran,” by James Arnold Miller, Strategic Warning Issues Review, No. 3, March 2006. 

ISI Knowledge Bit (KB) Code(s): KBTSTurkeyWT

Abstract

On 30 August 2006, Turkish Land Forces Commander General Yasar Buyukanit is scheduled to succeed General Hilmi Ozkok as chief of general staff. Some speculate that the current harmonious civilian-military relations will be something of the past under the leadership of Buyukanit. Another view is that Buyukanit is likely to keep the course, if not further reforms, by complying with the civilian administration. The opposite would be a disaster not only for the democratization process in Turkey, but also for his own career as a chief of general staff. Any instability in democratizing Turkey caused by military-civilian confrontation would attract severe criticism from the international community, most notably from the European Union (EU) which expects the reforms to take root before Turkey’s full membership, and from the United States. In any event, under the new military leadership, whether it is that of Buyukanit or another individual, the Islamist threat in Turkey is likely to become the most controversial issue that will determine the fate of civilian-military relations in Turkey and, therefore, that of Turkey’s reform process toward EU membership. Meanwhile, autonomy-seeking Kurdish guerrillas continue to claim responsibility for bombings in Turkey; Ankara is worried about Iran’s role in Iraq; and Turkey could feel obliged to secure its interests in northern Iraq. 


Importance of the Issue to the United States

Turkey’s size, large population (some seventy million), strategic location, desire to join the European Union (EU), and troubled economy make Turkey of considerable strategic interest to the United States. Also, fellow NATO member Turkey is a long-time ally of the United States—although at present Turkish-U.S. relations are quite cool, in part because of Ankara’s refusal to allow the United States to invade Iraq from Turkey in 2003. Of concern are the recent resurgence of the Kurdistan Workers Party (PKK) in Turkey and its operating in northern Iraq, and the possibility that the PKK might strike at the new Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan oil pipeline. Also of interest must be the possible effects on Turkish domestic and foreign policies if Ankara’s bid for EU membership fails.

Things We Are Worried About

· If after becoming chief of general staff on 30 August 2006 General Yasar Buyukanit takes steps to disrupt the current harmonious relations which the Turkish military has with civilian government officials. A souring of the relations could have major repercussions on domestic stability, and on Ankara’s bid for membership in the European Union (EU).
· If Turkey undertakes a significant military intervention in the northern part of Iraq which is under the control of Iraqi Kurds. 

· Other concerns: [a] the general political direction of Turkey, especially if its quest for membership in the EU fails; [b] the possibility that Turkey’s secular military, or other elements of the society, take steps to try to reign in the nation’s Islamic government; [c] activities of the Al-Qaeda-linked Great Eastern Islamic Raiders Front, or IBDA-C; [d] involvement of Turkish nationals or immigrants in Islamist terrorism activities in Europe or elsewhere; [e] trends in Turkish-U.S. relations; [f] continuing threats posed by Turkey’s Kurdish militants, especially the Kurdistan Workers Party (PKK), including the possibilities that the PKK might attack the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan oil pipeline and/or engage in destabilizing actions involving Iraqi Kurds; [g] whether Turkey recognizes Greek Cyprus—and other Cyprus-related issues; and [h] a possible major collapse of the Turkish economy.

Update and Commentary

Some think general staff change will end harmonious Turkish civilian-military relations 

“On 30 August 2006, Turkish Land Forces Commander General Yasar Buyukanit is scheduled to succeed General Hilmi Ozkok as chief of general staff. With this change of leadership, will Turkey’s march toward Europe, which has to a great extent been possible by the Turkish military’s complaisance with the civilian administration and the military’s support for further democratic reforms, slow in pace?”

“It has been speculated that the unusual complaisance of the Turkish army with the civilian administration in the recent democratic reform process is merely due to Ozkok’s own modern views on civilian-military relations and not due to a mentality change in the minds of the generals. Some also speculate that the current harmonious civilian-military relations will be something of the past under the leadership of Buyukanit. Under the new military leadership, whether it is that of Buyukanit or another individual, the Islamist threat in Turkey is likely to become the most controversial issue that will determine the fate of civilian-military relations in Turkey and, therefore, that of Turkey’s reform process toward European Union (EU) membership.”

Another view: Incoming general staff chief Buyukanit to keep good ties with civilians

“Cooperation between the Turkish military and the civilian administration signifies a mentality change in the Turkish military. The transformation that has been initiated under the leadership of the consecutive chiefs of the general staff—General Huseyin Kivrikoglu and General Ozkok—is likely to continue under the leadership of prospective chief of general staff General Buyukanit. . . .”
“Buyukanit is likely to keep the course, if not further reforms, by complying with the civilian administration. The opposite would be a disaster not only for the democratization process in Turkey, but also for his own career as a chief of general staff. . . . [Any] radical move from the top generals that would hinder democratic reforms would create substantial public disappointment, which might severely tarnish the respectful image of the Turkish military in the minds of the Turkish people. Similarly, any instability in democratizing Turkey caused by military-civilian confrontation would attract severe criticism from the international community, most notably from the EU which expects the reforms to take root before Turkey’s full membership, and from the United States which considers a stable and democratic Turkey important for the fate of the democratization project in the Middle East.”

Military reforms helped Turkey improve human rights, work Kurdish and Cyprus issues 

“It is a matter of deep curiosity both domestically and internationally whether the late reforms imposed by the EU on Turkey will continue or not. Even if the [ruling Justice and Development Party, or AKP] government’s resolve and dynamism to finalize Turkey’s prolonged quest for EU membership has been an important driving force in undertaking the EU-imposed reforms, the Turkish military’s unprecedented complaisance with the civilian administration under the leadership of Ozkok has proven key to the civilian administration’s success. Without the Ozkok reforms, which have harmonized civilian-military relations, it would have been difficult for Turkey to improve its human rights record and to find sustainable solutions to both the Kurdish issue and to the status of Cyprus.”

“The upcoming 30 August succession at the top of the Turkish military is likely to be decisive for the fate of civilian-military leadership. Regardless of what sort of leadership follows the reformist and democratic one of Ozkok, it is not likely that the Kurdish and Cyprus issues will become a matter of contention in civilian-military relations. The successive leaderships are likely to follow a similar course on these two issues, which have been established through military-civilian deliberations and are closely monitored by the international community, most notably by the EU and the United States. What is more likely to become a matter of contention is defining the Islamist threat in Turkey. This issue is more of a domestic one and an issue that has always highly concerned the Turkish Armed Forces that act as the protector of the secular regime.” 

“Some have speculated that civilian-military relations are likely to be strained under the possible leadership of Buyukanit. However, the recent unusual complaisance of the Turkish military with the civilian administration is not a result of Ozkok’s reformist and democratic personality alone, but more importantly a result of a substantial mentality change in the Turkish military. If Buyukanit takes control in August, the Turkish military should be no less democratic and compliant with the civilian administration.” [This and previous six paragraphs from “Will Turkey’s Democratic Reforms Falter After August 2006?” By Mehmet Kalyoncu, Power and Interest News Report, 20 February 2006] 

Autonomy-seeking Kurdish guerrillas claim responsibility for Istanbul bombings

“A bomb exploded at an Istanbul super market during Monday’s afternoon rush, injuring fifteen people. A Kurdish news agency reported that a Kurdish militant group claimed responsibility for the attack, which came days after a fatal bombing at an Internet cafe in the city. In an e-mail, the Kurdistan Freedom Falcons Organization said it carried out both attacks in response to Turkey’s policies toward the Kurdish people, the Firat News Agency said on its Website.”

“The shadowy group—believed linked to the main Kurdish guerrilla group, Kurdistan Workers Party, or PKK—has claimed responsibility for a number of bomb attacks in Turkey, including a blast in the Aegean resort town of Cesme last summer that wounded twenty-one people. The same group had also claimed Thursday’s bomb attack on the Internet cafe, which killed one person and injured fifteen, including seven policemen. ‘From now on, we will continue our actions uninterrupted’ until the Turkish government changes its policies,’ the militant group said.’ 

Turkey maintains its military drive against the autonomy-seeking Kurdish rebels and does not recognize its sizable Kurdish population as an official minority. . . . Kurdish guerrillas have been fighting for autonomy in the southeast since 1984, a battle that has so far claimed thirty-seven thousand lives. The European Union and the United States consider the PKK to be a terrorist organization.” [This and previous two paragraphs from “Kurdish Group Claims Istanbul Bombing,” Associated Press, 13 February 2006]

Turkey could feel obliged to secure its interests in the northern, Kurdish area of Iraq 

“. . . Turkey is . . . worried about Iran’s central role in Iraq. As Ayhan Simsek has written in the New Anatolian, Turkey would like to keep Iraq intact, partly so that it can serve as a buffer to its regional rival, Iran. Key to this are fears of Iranian influence and Islamism spreading to strongly secular Turkey. [Iraqi Prime Minister-designate Ibrahim] al-Jaafari’s recent visit to Ankara, of which he neglected to inform Kurdish Iraqi President Jalal Talabani in advance, has also reignited tension with Iraq’s Kurds. Ankara fears their empowerment will embolden its own Kurdish minority, and Iraqi Kurds fear that Ankara is now sidestepping them to keep a check on their ambitions.” 

“Talabani has vocally opposed Jaafari’s candidacy, with reports suggesting the Kurds are displeased that Jaafari is forestalling a resolution of their bid to control the oil-rich city of Kirkuk. There are also reports in the Turkish press that while in Ankara Jaafari offered to have Turkish troops replace U.S. troops in northern Iraq. If Iraq dissolves into civil war, [Dr. Bahgat Korany, the head of Middle East Studies at the American University of Cairo] said, Turkey could feel obliged to secure its interests in northern Iraq. ‘I can imagine that the Turks, who are not happy at all about the autonomy of the Kurds in Iraq, will try to reimpose a sort of control of the situation,’ he said, ‘so that there wouldn’t be a contagion through the Kurdish population in Turkey.’. . .” [This and previous paragraph from “Regional Vultures Circling Iraq,” by Ashraf Fahim, Asia Times Online, 21 March 2006]
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Item Name: “In Next Fifteen Months Latin Americans May Elect More Leftist Presidents,” by James Arnold Miller, Strategic Warning Issues Review, No. 3, March 2006.

ISI Knowledge Bit (KB) Code(s): KBTRLatinAmericaPolitics, KBTRLatinAmericaWT

Abstract

During the last five years leftist political candidates have won elections in at least a half-dozen countries in Latin America. However, this “lurch to the left” is only the beginning of a trend. Over the next fifteen months there are going to be about twelve elections in Latin America. In most of these elections, but not all of them, candidates of the left are currently favored. Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez is the most charismatic figure in South America, fond of fiery anti-Bush and anti-capitalist rhetoric. But Venezuela is not the only South American government appearing on the radar screen of U.S. officials. As the old parties crumble, new factions—often with populist, anti-U.S. agendas and so small that they call themselves movements rather than parties—are offering to meet voters’ demands for more jobs, higher salaries, and better education systems. The region has not been known for political stability, with a long history of dictatorships, military coups, drug cartels, and general political and social unrest. In this climate, many of the candidates promising to meet voters’ demands end up forming socialist governments. However, “leftism” in practice means different things to different presidents and governments—Chile’s new socialist president Michelle Bachelet and Bolivia’s socialist president Evo Morales and their respective governments have very different political philosophies. 

Importance of the Issue to the United States

For military, diplomatic, political, natural resources, economic, cultural, historical, and geographical factors the countries of Latin America and the Caribbean are as a group of tremendous importance to the United States. However, given its global interests and priorities, Washington tends to ignore its neighbors to the south unless and until major security and/or economic-related problems emerge. 

Cuba and Mexico are treated separately in this issue of the SWIR. And Venezuela is already treated in our monthly “Regional and Country Watch List.” 
Things We Are Worried About

· Impacts of the coming to power in more and more Latin American countries of left-leaning, anti-American leaders—such as Venezuela’s Hugh Chavez and Bolivia’s Evo Morales.

· Particular attention to the Washington-Caracas relationship, taking into account such factors as Venezuela being a major source of U.S. petroleum; the Venezuela-Cuba strategic alliance; President Hugo Chavez’s so-called Bolivarian revolution and its impacts at home and regionally; and Chavez’s dalliances with Iran including with regard to possible nuclear power/weapons collaboration.

· Colombia’s continuing war against a witch’s brew of leftist guerrillas, right-wing paramilitaries, and narcotraffickers.

· Insecurity and political instability in general throughout the region.

· The future of Cuba and of Cuba’s relations with the United States and the rest of the hemisphere—especially after the aging and reportedly ailing Fidel Castro dies.

· Mexico’s future concerning, e.g., presidential politics, the economy, energy production, Zapatista insurgents, narcotics-related violence, and transit across the U.S. border by illegal migrants, narcotraffickers, gang members, and perhaps Islamist militants (some perhaps carrying materials for undertaking weapons of mass destruction attacks). 

· Latin America as a potential hotbed of Islamist militancy or at least as a support center for such activity (e.g., in the Tri-Border Area where Argentina, Brazil, and Paraguay come together). 

· Gangs spawned in Central America and their activities there and in the United States.

· Security issues in the Caribbean including narcotrafficking, organized crime, and Islamist militancy.

· Influence peddling in the region by America’s adversaries or competitors such as Iran and China.

· General conditions in the region—such as poverty, inequality, corruption, crime, and ethnic conflict—which may combine to lead to “state failures” or other instability.  

Update and Commentary

Leftist candidates favored in most of dozen national elections in region in next fifteen months

“Preoccupied with the trouble in the Middle East, the U.S. Government has ignored South and Latin America for the past five years, during which time leftist political candidates have won elections in at least a half-dozen countries . . . . However, this ‘lurch to the left’ is only the beginning of a trend, according to the analysts, who point to another dozen elections that are scheduled over the next fifteen months in the region. ‘There are very strong winds of change blowing through the continent of Latin America and they seem to be in somewhat of a leftward direction,’ said Desmond Lachman of the American Enterprise Institute.”

“‘Over the next fifteen months there are going to be about twelve elections in Latin America, South America, Central America, and Mexico. In most of these elections, but not all of them, candidates of the left are currently favored,’ added Terry L. McCoy, associate director of the Center for Latin American Studies at the University of Florida. Hannah Stewart-Gambino, a political science professor at Lehigh University in Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, told CNSNews that the trend is due, in part, because the United States essentially ignored Latin America for the past five years. ‘Historically, the times that Latin America has been off our radar screen because we’re caught up elsewhere . . . has been a boom time for Latin American economies. I think there is a sort of political version of that going on right now,’ she said. She added that the current political situation is also a response to the needs of the nations’ people.”

New factions, movements offering socialist-type solutions to meet voters’ demands

“Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez is the most charismatic figure in South America, fond of fiery anti-Bush and anti-capitalist rhetoric. He has appeared recently with anti-war American celebrity Harry Belafonte and activist Cindy Sheehan, and lists Cuban President Fidel Castro as his role model. Chavez, whose popularity rating dipped from seventy-two percent last June to sixty-three percent in December, raised the minimum wage in his country by fifteen percent on 1 February. On 22 January, he declared that unless the planet adopted socialism, he was ‘afraid it may not see the twenty-second century.’ . . . Peter DeShazo, director of the Center for Strategic and International Studies’ Americas Program characterized Chavez as ‘strongly nationalistic, authoritarian, and militaristic.’ Chavez also continues to block liberal or representative democracy, DeShazo said.”

“But Venezuela is not the only South American government appearing on the radar screen of U.S. officials. The Miami Herald’s Maxwell J. Hamilton reported on 25 July 2005 that the traditional parties in South and Latin America have seen their support erode. ‘As the old parties crumble, new factions—often with populist, anti-U.S. agendas and so small that they call themselves movements rather than parties—are offering to meet voters’ demands for more jobs, higher salaries, and better education systems,’ Hamilton wrote. The region has not been known for political stability, with a long history of dictatorships, military coups, drug cartels, and general political and social unrest. In this climate, many of the candidates promising to meet voters’ demands end up forming socialist governments.”

Presidents with different brands of “leftism”: Chile’s Bachelet and Bolivia’s Morales  

“In South America’s most recent election, Chile voted in a new socialist president in January, Michelle Bachelet, the country’s first female president. . . . Bolivia’s socialist president, Evo Morales, was elected [in December 2005] as its first Amerindian leader and head of the ‘cocalero movement,’ which is made up of coca leaf growers, the plant from which cocaine is produced. ‘Those two elections point out the difficulty of interpreting what this means, because even though they are both on the left, they are very different in their political philosophies and their governments,’ said McCloy.”

“‘The Chilean socialist, Michelle Bachelet, is in fact a free market economist who’s probably got the most dynamic open economy in Latin America and she shows every sign of continuing those policies,’ he added. Chile has free trade agreements with the United States and China, and supports the Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA), a free trade agreement covering all of the Americas. The state should control more of the economy, according to Morales, who opposes the Washington Consensus—a U.S. trade policy to promote economic growth in Latin America and U.S. involvement in the region in general. ‘His leftism is quite different from her leftism, and I think you’ll see that playing out in the other elections,’ McCloy told CNSNews.”

Brazil, Colombia, Ecuador, and Peru all have elections scheduled in 2006

“Brazil is the largest nation in South America and has the largest gross domestic product on the continent. After an economic slowdown in 2001, Brazil elected socialist, President Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva, founder of the Worker’s Party (Partido dos Trabalhadores) and former president of the Steelworker’s Union. Like Morales, Lula, as he is commonly known, opposes the Washington Consensus. The reason, said Stewart-Gambino, is that it ‘has not worked for the vast majority of Latin Americans because of the very unequal distribution of the benefits of any growth. Living standards have remained stagnant throughout the region for most people.’ Lula plans to run for reelection in October, even though he lost much of his support after a corruption scandal last year involving illegal campaign funding.”

“Columbian president Alvaro Uribe Velez is gearing up for another election in May as well. While Uribe is considered to be right-wing, all of his challengers are leftist socialists. Uribe is currently negotiating a free trade agreement with the United States, but drugs strain the country’s foreign relations. The country produces ninety percent of the cocaine sold illegally in the United States, as well as opium and cannabis. Colombia is also plagued by large drug and paramilitary groups that have created large refugee populations as high as three hundred thousand in neighboring countries, which also serve as transit points for the drugs. U.S. Army General Bantz J. Craddock, Commander of the U.S. Southern Command, told the U.S. Senate Armed Services Committee in November that the ‘permissive environment’ of the region is ‘the backbone for criminal entities like urban gangs, narcoterrorists, Islamic terrorists, and worldwide organized crime.’”

“To Colombia’s west is Ecuador, which is politically unstable, to say the least. The country has had seven presidents since 1996. Currently, Alfredo Palacio is president, but elections will be held in October. Palacio’s predecessor, Lucio Gutierrez, was removed by the national Congress after a week of riots concerning Gutierrez’s support of the FTAA deal and allegations that he is too right-wing. Palacio has tried to sidestep much of the criticism by claiming that he is not really a politician, but a physician. . . .”

“Peruvian President Alejandro Celestino Toledo Manrique is campaigning for reelection in April, but with an approval rating of seven percent, it is unlikely he will be serving a second term. Toledo is soon expected to sign a free trade agreement with the United States, but his challengers are farther to the political left and their views on trade with the United States are yet to be clarified. The country is also troubled by leftist guerrilla groups.” [SWIR Note: See below for additional discussion on Peru.]

Left-wing governments could align with each other, perhaps with Middle East leftists too 

“Although they do not have upcoming elections, Suriname and Uruguay are also socialist governments. Uruguayan President Tabare Ramon Vazquez Rosas is supported by Lula, with public opinion in Uruguay turning against free market policies in light of declining economic conditions.” 

“While Venezuela is supposed to have an election this year, it has yet to be scheduled. Two years ago the country conducted recall elections, but failed to gain enough support to overthrow Chavez. With Venezuela’s large oil reserves—it is the fifth largest oil producing country in the world—Chavez has been able to gain a place on the world stage. He has voiced his opposition to the Washington Consensus and U.S. policy in general and expressed his wishes to purchase weapons from Brazil, Russia, China, and Spain. Chavez has also promised to support Morales and expects the same in return. The [magazine] Alternativa Bolivariana reported that Chavez promised Bolivia oil in exchange for Morales’ support and soy products.”

“McCloy said the upcoming elections will be important to watch. ‘If there was to be a radical left-wing lurch because of these elections, then the United States would face some new challenges,’ he said. Among those challenges that McCloy listed was the ‘aligning of certain left-wing governments in the hemisphere, not only with the Chavez government of Venezuela, but perhaps with left-wing forces in the Middle East. ‘I don’t think that’s going to happen, but that would be a more serious threat,’ he said.” [This and previous thirteen paragraphs from “South and Latin America’s ‘Lurch to the Left,’” by Monisha Bansal, CNSNews, 6 February 2006] 

Peru might elect Ollanta Humala, another left-wing populist president 
“. . . Peru’s elections in April may result in yet another left-wing populist president in Latin America. Ollanta Humala, a nationalistic retired lieutenant colonel, is taking the lead in a field that includes Lourdes Flores, a center-right parliamentarian, and former presidents Alan Garcia and Valentin Paniagua. Current polls show Humala holding twenty-eight percent support compared to twenty-five percent for Flores. The left-winger’s campaign appears to be in the ascendancy, while the uninspiring conservative’s bid is stuttering. After Bolivia’s stunning landslide election of Evo Morales, a radical coca-growers’ leader close to Venezuela’s Hugo Chavez and Cuba’s Fidel Castro, Humala’s candidacy alarms Washington, where more conservative foreign policymakers fear that a ‘domino effect’ will bring to power a string of left-wing administrations hostile to free trade, foreign investment, and the U.S.-backed ‘war on drugs.’”

“Peru’s elections in April come at a time of relative political stability. Despite being the least popular leader in the region with approval ratings of around ten percent, the current president, Alejandro Toledo, has managed to stay in power until the end of his term, and Peru has largely avoided the political upheavals that have troubled neighboring Bolivia and Ecuador. Yet there is widespread disenchantment with the political class and rising social tension, particularly in rural areas, where mines have been occupied and there have been confrontations with security forces. Economic expansion has largely failed to trickle down: fifty-four percent of Peruvians still live on less than two dollars a day. Both these factors have boosted Humala. His political base is in the impoverished highlands of southern Peru, but he has started to make serious inroads across the country.”

“Humala’s main asset is that, unlike the other presidential candidates, he is not drawn from the country’s deeply unpopular political elite. He is trying to follow in the footsteps of other ‘outsiders’ who rose to the Peruvian presidency, such as authoritarian leader Alberto Fujimori and incumbent indigenous President Toledo. The prospect of a Humala victory has panicked the political establishment in Lima and spooked foreign investors. The former soldier, who led a failed coup against Fujimori in 2000, wants to nationalize infrastructure, rewrite contracts with foreign investors, renegotiate the national debt, pull out of the trade agreement with the United States, and generally reverse free market reforms. He pledges to hike taxes on mining companies that make ‘excessive profits,’ raising concerns that he will alienate the most dynamic and important sector of the economy.”

“Politically, one worry is Humala’s closeness to Chavez. On a recent visit to Caracas, Humala got firm backing from the Venezuelan leader, who said he stood for Peru’s ‘abandoned people’ and condemned Flores as a representative of ‘Peru’s oligarchy.’ Lima responded by recalling its ambassador to Caracas to protest Chavez’ meddling. Secondly, like Morales, Humala’s policy on coca, the traditional stimulant that is also the raw material for cocaine, will cause consternation in Washington. He questions U.S.-sponsored eradication efforts and favors industrializing coca production, policies that could represent another serious defeat for Washington’s ‘war on drugs’ in the region. . . . [Nonetheless, whatever his rhetoric and posturing] many speculate that if Humala wins power, his government could turn out to be much less radical than his rhetoric . . . .” [This and previous three paragraphs from “Peru Jumps on the Left-Wing Bandwagon,” Jane’s Foreign Report, No. 2866, 26 January 2006]
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Item Name: “Violence along U.S.-Mexican Border Worsening; Doubling Number of Border Patrol Agents Unlikely to Stem Flow of Criminals, Other Illegals,” by James Arnold Miller, Strategic Warning Issues Review, No. 3, March 2006.

ISI Knowledge Bit (KB) Code(s): KBTSMexicoWT

Abstract

Violence along the U.S.-Mexican border is at an all-time high, and getting worse. Drug smugglers, gangs, and immigrant-smuggling “coyotes” increasingly are engaging in combat with authorities on both sides of the border. The U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee has voted to recommend that the United States increase the number of Border Patrol agents on the job from Texas to California. But even if Congress were to approve nearly doubling the size of the Border Patrol from its current 11,300 agents, the agency still would be vastly outnumbered. U.S. agents apprehended 1.1 million people along the border in 2005. Of the total apprehensions, 139,000 of them were criminals, including many from MS-13 and other gangs. The criminal element coming over the border has spread throughout the United States, to cities such as Dallas, San Diego, Washington, and Miami. An estimated five hundred thousand illegal immigrants succeed in making it across the border each year. It also seems unlikely that proposals to wall off the border will prove successful: the incentives for immigrants to cross into the United States remain so great that people-trafficking gangs will find new entry routes. A wall would severely antagonize Mexico as well as other Latin American countries. Meanwhile, even as Americans focus on border incursions, guest workers, changes of government in Mexico City, and other such transient events, we are missing, in the view of one observer, a “war” which Mexico is waging against the United States. Supported by the Mexican masses and elites, Mexico is doing whatever it can to promote the great northern migration of Mexicans as a reconquista of lands belonging to Mexico, the righting of a great historic wrong.

Importance of the Issue to the United States

Mexico is of tremendous cultural, historic, economic, and geostrategic importance to the United States. This has been the case for a great many decades. What is new is Mexico’s deepening security problems concerning which Washington must pay much more attention. Not only economic opportunity-seeking illegal migrants from Mexico and other countries can readily cross our southern border—but so too can narcotraffickers and other criminals. Now, of intense concern in this post-9/11 era, international Islamist and other terrorists, some perhaps toting materials for launching attacks with weapons of mass destruction, can also easily make their way from Mexico into the United States. 

Things We Are Worried About

In SWIR No. 1 (September 2005) and SWIR No. 2 (December 2005) we tried to make the case that developments and trends in Mexico are increasing the possibility that it could become a major national security concern of the United States. We cannot point to one or just a few potential specific developments which could bring Mexico to such a point, but we expect that whatever happens security-wise in Mexico in the next year or so will depend largely on four matters: (a) Mexico’s general election on 2 July 2006, which will include the election of a new president to a six-year term, as well as members of the Chamber of Deputies and of the Senate; (b) the direction and intensity of political and economic instability in Mexico; (c) U.S.-Mexico border-related security issues, including criminal activity, violence, and illegal immigration; and (d) the directions which U.S. immigration reform initiatives take. 

Keeping those interrelated matters in mind, we now list specific security-related matters which we are watching with regard to Mexico (we express our appreciation to Robert Fletcher for his suggestions with regard to a number of these issues): 

· Activity by Islamist extremists near or across the U.S.-Mexico border.

· Spread of crime-related violence from the immediate U.S.-Mexico border area to U.S. communities further from the border—including Mexico and Central America-linked gang violence and criminal activity in major U.S. cities. 
· Mexico’s failure to provide sufficient prosperity, basic infrastructure, and environmental protection for enough of its citizens.  

· Increasing drug use and cases of HIV/AIDS, Hepatitis C, and other sexually transmitted disease, including in border towns such as Tijuana and Ciudad Juarez. 

· The impacts of the persistence of massive corruption throughout Mexican society.

· Illegal, violent activities of smugglers (of humans, drugs, arms, and money), crooked police, renegade soldiers, insurgents, and gangs such as MS-13 not only in Mexico and the border area but increasingly in many parts of the rest of the United States. 

· Activities of the Zapatista rebels from the state of Chiapas, whether violent or political, aimed at building a national campaign to rewrite Mexico’s constitution along socialist lines.

· The growing inability of Mexico to provide security for its people.

· The possibility of a leftist, anti-U.S. government coming to power as a result of the forthcoming 2 July 2006 national elections—and the resulting possible repercussions on stability in Mexico, on U.S.-Mexico relations in general, and on U.S. security in particular.

· The possibility that those elections will generate even more dissident groups dissatisfied with this or that aspect of the status quo. 

· Possible interference in Mexican politics by Latin American populists such as Venezuela’s Hugo Chavez; 

· Possible disruptions in the flow of Mexican oil to the United States. 

· Impacts of the loss of tourism and other revenue, and the associated crumbling infrastructure, because of instability in Mexico in the border towns or elsewhere. 

· U.S. State Department warnings about travel in Mexico.  

Update and Commentary

Violence raging along the U.S.-Mexican border

“In response to testimony that violence along the U.S.-Mexican border is at an all-time high—and getting worse—the U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee has voted to recommend that the United States increase the number of Border Patrol agents on the job from Texas to California. Even if Congress were to approve the biggest and fastest increase discussed—as many as twelve thousand more agents over two years—the move is unlikely to stem the wave of humanity and associated violence surging into the United States.”

“U.S. Border Patrol Chief David Aguilar told the committee that assaults on his agents increased 108 percent between 2004 and 2005, mainly because drug smugglers and ‘coyotes,’ those who help illegal immigrants enter the United States for a fee, are more willing than ever to fight agents when confronted, rather than run. The increase in assaults indicates not only that the stakes are getting higher in the smuggling business on both sides of the border, but that a new, more violent group of coyotes is vying for control of the human smuggling operations in northern Mexico: Central American street gangs known as Mara Salvatruchas, or MS-13.”

“Meanwhile, violence is raging along the Mexican border—and in other parts of Mexico—between rival drug cartels that are competing for control of drug smuggling operations into the United States as well as for control of the overall illegal drug market within Mexico. In 2005, Mexican President Vicente Fox sent the army to increasingly lawless Nuevo Laredo after two of the last three local police chiefs died at the hands of the cartels, which have started using heavy weapons to fight their wars. Across the Rio Grande in Laredo, Texas, crime rates increased as the fighting spilled over from Mexico. In Arizona, which includes the porous Tucson border sector, meanwhile, federal prosecutors handled thirty-two cases of kidnapping involving cartel members in 2005, compared to only two cases in 2001.”

Criminal element coming over the border spreading throughout the U.S. 

“Although the insecurity along the border has increased concerns in the United States that jihadists and other militants will attempt to enter from Mexico, violence associated with the cartels, the gangs, and the coyotes likely will remain the biggest threat. Terrorist infiltration across the Mexican border is possible, but risky. Rather than risk sending a valuable attack team through the violent and unstable border area, jihadists determined to commit terrorist acts in the United States are more likely to enter the country through international airports on valid passports, as did every one of the 11 September hijackers.”

“Even if Congress were to approve nearly doubling the size of the Border Patrol from its current 11,300 agents, the agency still would be vastly outnumbered. According to the Department of Homeland Security, U.S. agents apprehended 1.1 million people along the border in 2005, although the Border Patrol’s catch-and-release policy can force agents to apprehend the same person over and over. Of the total apprehensions, 139,000 of them were criminals, including many from MS-13 and other gangs. For example, of the 2,388 gang members arrested in Operation Community Shield, a two-week law enforcement round-up of illegal immigrants that began on 24 February, 922 belonged to MS-13 gangs. The criminal element coming over the border has spread throughout the United States, to cities such as Dallas, San Diego, Washington, Miami, and Raleigh, North Carolina. An estimated five hundred thousand illegal immigrants succeed in making it across the border each year. . . .” [This and previous four paragraphs from “Thugs, Drugs, and Coyotes on the U.S.-Mexican Border,” Stratfor, 14 March 2006]

Proposed wall on U.S.-Mexico border would antagonize Mexico, much of Latin America

“Mounting concerns about crime on the U.S.-Mexico border have sparked a radical proposal—the construction of a wall to block illegal crossings between the two countries. Despite President George W. Bush’s efforts to minimize friction between the neighboring countries, a dividing wall could only be construed negatively in Mexico, heightening anti-U.S. sentiment in Latin America. Even if the wall is built, it will not deter would-be immigrants from attempting to enter the United States and would therefore achieve little other than antagonizing Washington’s southern neighbors. . . .”

“[It] seems unlikely that proposals to wall off the border will prove successful: the incentives for immigrants to cross into the United States remain so great that people trafficking gangs will find new entry routes. . . . [A] wall would severely antagonize Mexico, jeopardizing joint efforts to crack down on criminals operating across the borders. Other Latin American countries have stated their support for Mexico, with a meeting of eleven countries in Colombia in February resulting in an agreement to lobby the U.S. Government to block the construction of a wall. . . .” [This and previous paragraph from “Washington Walls Off Mexico,” Jane’s Foreign Report, No. 2874, 23 March 2006]

The Second Mexican war 

The below ten paragraphs are from the 17 February 2006 FrontPageMagazine.com article, “The Second Mexican War,” by Lawrence Auster:

“The Mexican invasion of the United States began decades ago as a spontaneous migration of ordinary Mexicans into the United States seeking economic opportunities. It has morphed into a campaign to occupy and gain power over our country—a project encouraged, abetted, and organized by the Mexican state and supported by the leading elements of Mexican society. It is, in other words, war. War does not have to consist of armed conflict. . . .” 

“. . . Because it has been with us so long and has become part of the cultural and political air we breathe, it is hard for us to see the deep logic behind our immigration ‘problem.’ Focusing on border incursions, guest workers, changes of government in Mexico City, and other such transient events—all of them framed by the media’s obfuscation of whether or not illegal immigration’s costs outweigh its benefits and the maudlin script of ‘immigrant’s rights’—we don’t get the Big Picture: that Mexico is promoting and carrying out an attack on the United States and in so doing the Mexican government is representing the desires of the Mexican people.”

“What are these desires? (a) Political revanchism—to regain control of the territories Mexico lost to the United States in 1848, thus avenging themselves for the humiliations they feel they have suffered at our hands for the last century and a half; (b) Cultural imperialism—to expand the Mexican culture and the Spanish language into North America; and especially (c) Economic parasitism—to maintain and increase the flow of billions of dollars that Mexicans in the United States send back to their relatives at home every year, a major factor keeping the chronically troubled Mexican economy afloat and the corrupt Mexican political system cocooned in its status quo. These motives are shared by the Mexican masses and the elites. . . . For Mexico’s opinion shapers, it is simply a truism that the great northern migration is a reconquista of lands belonging to Mexico, the righting of a great historic wrong. . . .” 

Trying to get Mexican-Americans to act as bloc to push Mexico’s political interests in U.S.

“. . . What makes illegal immigration war is the Mexican government’s statements and actions about it, particularly with regard to the extraterritorial nature of the Mexican nation and its claims on the United States. For years, Mexican presidents have routinely spoken of a Mexican nation that extends beyond that country’s northern border into American territory. . . . Once the Mexican people have been defined as a nation that transcends the physical borders of the Republic of Mexico, and once Mexican-Americans are defined as ‘Mexicans’ who are to be represented by the Mexican government, claims of ‘Mexican’ sovereignty and rights can be made on their behalf against the country in which they reside. . . . Employing . . . irredentist logic, [Mexican President Vicente] Fox refuses to call undocumented Mexicans in the United States ‘illegals’ . . . .” 

“. . . [Mexico tries to get] Mexican-Americans to act as a unified bloc to advance Mexico’s political interests inside the United States, particularly to help increase immigration and weaken U.S. immigration law. Using this epitome of ‘soft power,’ the Mexican government is using the Mexican U.S. population, including its radical elements, as a fifth column. . . . As reported in the 23 November 2002 Houston Post: ‘Mexico’s foreign minister, Jorge Castaneda, said his country would begin a bottom-up campaign to win U.S. public support for a proposal to legalize 3.5 million undocumented Mexican workers in the United States. . . .’” 

Mexican outlaws, renegade soldiers sowing mayhem along U.S. southern border
“The Mexican government publishes a comic book-style booklet, Guia del Migrante Mexicano (Guide for the Mexican Migrant), on how to transgress the U.S. border safely . . . . . An elite law enforcement team called Grupo Beta protects illegal migrants as they sneak into the United States from corrupt Mexican officials and criminals—essentially pitting two types of Mexican lawlessness against each other. Grupo Beta currently maintains aid stations for Mexicans crossing the desert. In April 2005, it worked with Mexican federal and Sonoran state police to help steer illegal aliens away from Arizona border spots patrolled by Minutemen border enforcement volunteers—demagogically denounced by President Vicente Fox as ‘migrant-hunting groups.’”

“While the Mexican government sends police to protect illegal border crossers against criminals, rogue Mexican soldiers protecting drug smugglers have threatened U.S. Border Patrol agents, even to the extent of engaging in shootouts. . . . We need to understand that whether the Mexican government is behind the border incursions or is merely unable (or unwilling) to stop them, it ultimately doesn’t matter. . . . The outlaws and smugglers and the renegade soldiers may not be official agents of the Mexican government, yet they are serving its purposes by sowing mayhem along our southern border and demoralizing our population.”

Mexican consulates in U.S. playing major role in Mexico’s revanchist war against America

“A major role in Mexico’s revanchist war against America is played by the Mexican consulates in the United States . . . . Now numbering forty-seven and increasing rapidly, they serve as the focal point of Mexico’s fifth column. While Mexico’s foreign ministry distributes the Guia del Migrante Mexicano inside Mexico, Mexican consulates, unbelievably, distribute the guide to Mexican illegals inside the United States.”

“After the United States became more concerned about illegal immigration after the 9/11 attack, the Mexican consulates were ordered to promote the matricula consular—a card that simply identifies the holder as a Mexican—as a way for illegals to obtain privileges that the United States usually reserves for legal residents. . . . The consulates freely hand out the matricula to anyone who asks, they do not seek proof that the person is legally in the United States. . . . [The] Mexican consulates automatically denounce, as ‘biased,’ virtually all law enforcement activities against Mexican illegals inside the United States . . . [once they are away from the border] . . . .”

“The Mexican consulates actively campaign in U.S. elections on matters affecting illegal aliens. . . . Each of Mexico’s consulates in the United States has a mandate to introduce Mexican textbooks . . . into U.S. schools with significant Hispanic populations. . . . It has . . . been proposed that Mexicans in the United States vote in Mexican elections in designated electoral districts in the United States. . . .”
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Item Name: “Cuba’s Inclusion on List of Nations at Risk of Instability Shows U.S. Intelligence Community Is Increasingly Concerned About Consequences of Fidel Castro’s Age and Deteriorating Health,” by James Arnold Miller, Strategic Warning Issues Review, No. 3, March 2006.

ISI Knowledge Bit (KB) Code(s): KBTSCubaWT

Abstract

Cuba’s inclusion in a National Intelligence Council (NIC) list of nations at risk of instability in about two to five years is the latest evidence that the U.S. intelligence community is growing increasingly concerned over the consequences of Fidel Castro’s advancing age and apparently deteriorating health after more than four decades of Communist rule over the island. For more than a year, the intelligence community has been telling U.S. policymakers that the seventy-nine-year-old Castro suffers from Parkinson’s, a debilitating neurological ailment that could make it harder for him to govern. His brother and designated successor, Raul, is only five years younger and is widely reported to be a lifelong heavy drinker. Cuba’s inclusion on the NIC list is a signal to U.S. Government agencies to start preparing for a post-Castro Cuba—but this does not mean that the island is on the verge of chaos. The U.S. State Department’s Office of the Coordinator for Reconstruction and Stabilization has been helping to coordinate planning meetings of the interagency Commission for Assistance to a Free Cuba, the Bush administration’s main vehicle for setting its policy on Cuba. The University of  Miami’s Institute for Cuban and Cuban American Studies is exploring possible responses to Fidel’s death.

Importance of the Issue to the United States

Cuba has been a thorn in the side of Washington since quite soon after Fidel Castro assumed power in 1959. With the Soviet Union’s support and encouragement, Communist Cuba was intimately involved in numerous Cold War conflicts such as the Cuban missile crisis and Marxist insurgencies in Latin America and Africa. Though Cuba poses much less of a threat now than during the Cold War, troublesome is Castro’s increasing collaboration with Venezuela’s populist president Hugo Chavez. And while Castro’s inevitable death could be a positive development, it also could bring major internal strife, political if not material intervention by outside powers, and perhaps large numbers of Cubans trying to flee to Florida.

Things We Are Worried About

· Our main concern is Fidel Castro ending his rule in Cuba—whether because of resignation, health problems, death, a coup, or whatever. Associated with this concern are such interrelated matters as the possibility of Castro’s brother Raul succeeding Fidel; responses by the organized anti-Castro opposition (in Cuba and in the United States), and by the Cuban population in general, to Fidel’s removal from the seat of power; and responses by the U.S. Government and the international community. 

· Meanwhile, other concerns are activities by Cuba to support activities of leftist leaders in the region—such as Venezuela’s Hugo Chavez and Bolivia’s Evo Morales—which may be contrary to U.S. interests; the nature of involvement in Cuba by other U.S. competitors and adversaries (e.g., China, Iran); political, social, economic, and other developments in Cuba which might feed instability; and conditions which might lead large numbers of Cubans to try to flee to Florida.

Update and Commentary

Due to concerns over Castro’s health, Cuba on U.S. list of countries at risk of instability  

“The U.S. intelligence community has added Cuba to its classified list of nations at risk of instability in about two to five years because of growing concerns over the health of Cuban leader Fidel Castro, U.S. officials have confirmed. The National Intelligence Council (NIC), the community’s main center for middle and long range analysis, . . . added Cuba to the three-part list during its last biannual update in October, the officials added. One official said Cuba was added to the list of countries that risk instability in the long term, typically two to five years. The other categories cover countries at risk in the short term, roughly less than six months, and those at risk in the six-month to two-year time frame, added the official, who spoke on condition of anonymity because intelligence matters were involved.”

“Cuba’s inclusion in the classified list is the latest evidence that the U.S. intelligence community is growing increasingly concerned over the consequences of Castro’s advancing age and apparently deteriorating health after more than four decades of Communist rule over the island. For more than a year, the CIA has been telling U.S. policymakers that the seventy-nine-year-old Castro suffers from Parkinson’s, a debilitating neurological ailment that could make it harder for him to govern. His brother and designated successor, Raul, is only five years younger and is widely reported to be a lifelong heavy drinker.”

Island not on verge of chaos, but still U.S. is preparing for a post-Fidel Castro Cuba

“Knowledgeable U.S. officials point out that Cuba’s inclusion on the NIC list was a signal to U.S. Government agencies to start considering their preparations for a post-Castro Cuba, but caution that this does not mean that the island is on the verge of chaos. ‘This is not a sudden issue, we’re not talking about tomorrow,’ the official said. ‘Would there be any instability if Castro passed away, being of old age? That was the question.’ The Cuban interest section in Washington did not return calls seeking comment. The U.S. officials declined to identify the two dozen or so other nations on the list, first reported by the Financial Times newspaper in London in a little noticed story in November.”

‘‘If you were to take a bunch of people who were familiar with foreign affairs, you’d pretty much come up with the same list,’’ said Melanie Anderton, a spokeswoman for the State Department’s new Office of the Coordinator for Reconstruction and Stabilization (CRS). CRS uses the NIC list to help set its own priorities, contact other U.S. Government agencies, and plan for contingencies, Anderton said. The office seeks to harness the government’s foreign crisis management capabilities in one place, with an eye to avoid the planning missteps that marked post-war Iraq.”

Need to be prepared for the transition with well-structured ideas because could be anarchy

“CRS has been helping to coordinate the new round of planning meetings of the interagency Commission for Assistance to a Free Cuba, the Bush administration’s main vehicle for setting its policy on Cuba. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice reconvened the Commission in December under orders to produce a report in May focusing on the first eighteen months after Castro dies and on finding ways to hasten the end of the Castro government. This is the second time the commission is being convened. A similar report in 2004 led to tougher U.S. sanctions against Cuba, including restricting Cuban-American family visits to the island.”

“Earlier [in February], the University of Miami’s Institute for Cuban and Cuban American Studies staged a mock first meeting of Cuban leaders after Castro’s death to explore what kinds of decisions they might make. And former Polish president and Nobel Peace Prize laureate Lech Walesa recently urged a gathering in Miami last week to ‘be prepared’ for the transition with ‘well-structured ideas of what to do, because there could be anarchy.’”

“Mark Schneider, a former official with the U.S. Agency for International Development, said the NIC watch list has been circulating for at least a decade, known informally as the ‘yellow light list.’ Schneider is now the senior vice president with the International Crisis Group (ICG), the London-based organization that lists seventy-eight countries and regions as prone to violent flare-ups. The ICG list does not include Cuba, Schneider said, because ‘ours is much more short-term in nature’ and ‘focusing on deadly violence.’” [“This and previous six paragraphs from “Intelligence Community Has Placed Cuba on a Watch List of Nations Facing Potential Instability,” by Pablo Bachelet, Miami Herald, 21 February 2006]
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