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Nearly a year ago, Western-backed insurgent violence erupted. Heavily armed foreign
fighters supplemented internal ones. Al Qaeda’s very much involved.

Russian and Chinese peace initiatives are spurned. Washington, rogue NATO partners, and
pro-Western regional allies want conflict.

Reports suggest Jordan’s hosting 40,000 heavily armed insurgents along Syria’s southern
border ready to intervene. Former Libyan Al Qaeda commander Abdelhakim Belhadj
commands nearly half of them.

Iraqi fighters are massed to Syria’s east, ready to join them. So are so-called Free Syrian
Army insurgents north in Turkey. Perhaps escalated violence is planned for Sunday,
February 26, when Syrians vote up or down on Assad’s new draft constitution.

A mass supportive turnout would embarrass Washington, its allies, and insurgent leaders.
Preventing it violently may be planned.

Syrian National Council and Free Syrian Army dissidents reject it out of hand. So does
Washington. White House spokesman Jay Carney called it “laughable. It makes a mockery of
the Syrian revolution. Promises of reforms have usually been followed by an increase in
brutality and have never been delivered by the regime” since protests began.

Other US officials made similar disparaging remarks. Washington want protracted conflict to
replace Assad with a pro-Western regime.

They ignore his repeated good faith reform announcements and thousands of released
prisoners. At the same time, insurgent violence continues. He's blamed for confronting it
responsibly. So would other leaders to restore order.

Fundamental International Law

International law backs them. The UN Charter’s Article 51 states:

“Nothing in the present Charter shall impair the inherent right of individual or
collective self-defense if an armed attack occurs against a Member of the
United Nations, until the Security Council has taken measures necessary to
maintain international peace and security. Measures taken by Members in the
exercise of this right of self-defense shall be immediately reported to the
Security Council and shall not in any way affect the authority and responsibility
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of the Security Council under the present Charter to take at any time such
action as it deems necessary in order to maintain or restore international
peace and security.”

In addition, individual states may use defensive force against armed attacks until the
Security Council acts. Other exceptions don’t apply, including armed reprisals. Calling them
unlawful, the General Assembly said all states must refrain from using them.

The right of self-defense is limited solely to deterring armed attacks, preventing future ones
after initial assaults, or reversing the consequences of enemy aggression, such as heavily
armed Western-backed Syrian insurgents.

Not only does international law support Assad, he's obligated to defend his people under
armed attack.

However, force must conform to the principles of necessity, distinction, and proportionality.
Necessity permits only attacking military targets.
Distinction pertains to distinguishing between civilian and military ones.

Proportionality prohibits disproportionate force likely to damage nonmilitary sites and/or
harm civilian lives.

A fourth consideration requires preventing unnecessary suffering, especially affecting
noncombatant civilians.

If these objective aren’t possible, attacks are prohibited, but not when civilian lives are
threatened by hostile elements doing most of the killing.

In addition, to a limited degree, anticipatory self-defense is permitted when compelling
evidence shows likely imminent threats or further attacks after initial ones.

However, attackers bear burden of proof. For nearly a year, Syria faced Western-backed
violence. Confronting it's essential to restore order.

In contrast, under no circumstances, with no exceptions may one nation, NATO, or other
combination of nations intervene against another without Security Council authorization.
Doing so is illegal aggression, a lawless act of war.

The UN Charter’s Article 2(7) states:

“Nothing contained in the present charter shall authorize the United Nations to intervene in
matters which are essentially within the domestic jurisdiction of any state or shall require
the Members to submit matters to settlement under the present Charter; but this principle
shall not prejudice the application of enforcement measures under Chapter VII,” pertaining
to threats to peace, its breaches, or acts of aggression.

Western-backed aggression rages in Syria. Likely escalation’s planned. Under UN Charter
provisions, the Security Council’s obligated to confront it, not Assad. He and nonviolent
Syrians are victims, not villains.



In Libya, responsibility to protect (R2P) humanitarian intervention was cover for aggressive
war. Tens of thousands died. The country was ravaged. Out-of-control violence still rages.
Perhaps similar strategy is planned for Syria.

Doing so violates the UN Charter’s Chapter VI. It calls for resolving disputes peacefully.
Humanitarian intervention authority never permits military force or other hostile acts.

Doing so ignores Chapter VII authorization to impose boycotts, embargoes, blockades, and
severed diplomatic ties when justified - never war, except in self-defense and only until the
Security Council acts.

The General Assembly’s 2005 World Summit Outcome Document adopted R2P authority.
Paragraph 138 said each nation must “protect (its) population from genocide, war crimes,
ethnic cleansing, and crimes against humanity.”

Paragraph 139 delegates UN responsibility “to use appropriate diplomatic, humanitarian and
other peaceful means, in accordance with Chapters VI and VIlI of the Charter, to help protect
populations from” these crimes.

Military force isn’'t authorized. The UN Charter prohibits it for humanitarian interventions. As
a result, justifying it under R2P is illegal. Doing so is lawless aggression. Western-backed
insurgents violate fundamental international law. Assad’s wrongfully blamed.

Syria’s now up for grabs. Will it remain independent or be ravaged like Afghanistan, Iraq and
Libya and become another exploited Western colony?

Heading for Western Intervention

Secretary of State Hillary Clinton suggested it, saying Syrian opposition forces will become
“increasingly capable” of confronting Assad aggressively.

“They will, from somewhere, somehow, find the means to defend themselves,
as well as begin offensive measures.”

Directly or indirectly, America’s arming insurgent forces. Former US diplomat Walid Maalouf
said Washington’s “secretly providing aid to (Syria’s) opposition.” For years, US weapons
and munitions flooded the region and still do. America’s directly involved in cross-border
smuggling, including from Incirlik Air Base in southern Turkey near Syria’s border.

In addition, UK/CIA/MI6 operatives train insurgents and provide active support. UK and
Qatari troops are involved. Heavy weapons and munitions are supplied. US Special Forces
and foreign troops are positioned along Syria’s border. Perhaps they’ve already entered
covertly.

Fifty Turkish officers were arrested in Syria. They were secretly organizing opposition forces.
They admitted being trained by Israeli Special Forces to help destabilize Assad’s
government. Others may also be caught in the act. Reports suggest Saudi Arabia and Qatar
are paying anti-Gaddafi insurgents $1,000 monthly to fight Assad.

On February 23, the Mossad-connected DEBKAfile headlined, “US, France, UK, Turkey, Italy
prepare for military intervention in Syria,” saying:
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“Despite public denials, military preparations for intervention (against Syria)
are quietly afoot....”

Obama’s poised to act, according to DEBKA's Washington sources. Allied countries await “a
White House decision before going forward.” Defying Security Council authority, perhaps
acting on behalf of “Friends of Syria” is planned. With these type “friends,” who needs
enemies. They replicate “Friend of Libya” responsible for NATO intervention.

London’s Telegraph reported on US/EU/Arab League/allied nations “Friends of Syria”
meeting in Tunis. According to an “updated draft declaration,” they demand all civilian area
violence immediately stop, and that humanitarian supplies be allowed to enter.

Blame insurgents for violence and preventing humanitarian aid access. Assad’s wrongfully
condemned for confronting them.

In addition, the draft praised Syrian National Council (SNC) regime opponents. Short of full
recognition, it called them “legitimate representative(s) of Syrians seeking peaceful
democratic change.”

In fact, along with Free Syrian Army insurgents, they're slaughtering civilians and state
security forces. They reject peaceful resolution in contrast to internal Assad opponents who
demand it. As a result, they're entirely shut out for opposing Western plans.

The draft also pledged to “increase its engagement with and practical support for the Syrian
opposition” without elaborating further.

The current draft’'s a work in progress. Its final text may change, but not its message. It
demands regime change, so far barely stopping short of declaring war.

According to UK Foreign Secretary William Hague:

“Governments around the world have the responsibility to act....and to
redouble our efforts to stop the Assad regime’s despicable campaign of terror.”

He also barely stopped short of declaring war. Increasingly, it looks likely, and if so, expect a
bloodbath like Libya.

On Thursday, a UN panel of three investigators led by Brazilian Professor Paulo Pinheiro said
Assad’s government ordered “gross human rights violations, amounting to crimes against
humanity.”

It also claimed “credible and consistent evidence” of Syrian forces shooting “unarmed
protesters,” killing soldiers refusing to obey orders, and “arrest(ing) persons without cause,”
mistreating them, and “attack(ing) civilian neighborhoods with indiscriminate tanks and
machine-gun fire.”

Evidence it claimed came from people with “inside knowledge.” It's similar to falsified
Gaddafi crimes, including using rape as a weapon of war and massacring civilians to justify
intervention.

Insurgents were also accused of similar abuses, but not “comparable in scale and
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organization to those carried out by the state.”

On February 23, former UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan was appointed joint UN-Arab
League envoy on the Syrian crisis. A reliable imperial tool, his entire tenure reflected
shameless, dismal failure to fulfill the mandate he was sworn to uphold; namely:

“to save succeeding generations from the scourge of war to reaffirm faith in fundamental
human rights; to establish conditions (promoting) justice....equal rights of men and women
(in all nations)....(respect for) international law....promote social progress....to
ensure....armed force shall not be used” and much more.

His successor, Ban Ki-moon, keeps replicating his dismal record. He brazenly accused Assad
of crimes against humanity, saying he “indiscriminately” shells neighborhoods, uses
hospitals “as torture centers,” and “jails” and “abuses” children young as 10.

Western leaders and major media scoundrels also use two foreign journalist deaths to
further heighten tensions. France’s Nicolas Sarkozy said “enough is enough. This regime
must go.” Other leaders called it the “breaking point.”

Both entered illegally. Media reports praise them. Assad’s unjustifiably blamed for their
death.

A Final Comment

With Western aggression likely, the wild card is will Russia and China intervene. Both
countries reject foreign interference. They call for peaceful conflict resolution. Instead, it's
escalating toward all-out war.

Each nation has vital regional interests. Will they remain spectators if diplomacy fails? Much

hinges on their plans.

Stephen Lendman lives in Chicago and can be reached at lendmanstephen@sbcglobal.net.

Also visit his blog site at sjlendman.blogspot.com and listen to cutting-edge discussions with
distinguished guests on the Progressive Radio News Hour on the Progressive Radio Network
Thursdays at 10AM US Central time and Saturdays and Sundays at noon. All programs are
archived for easy listening.
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