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In-depth Report: SYRIA

After failing utterly to produce public support for a US-led attack on Syria following an
alleged chemical weapons attack in Douma, northeast of the capital Damascus, the US
appears to have immediately circumvented the United Nations and international law,
apparently tasking its proxies in Tel Aviv with carrying out initial attacks on Syria’s T-4
airbase.

The Western media has reported missile attacks on the airbase in Syria.

CBS in its article, “U.S. denies missile strike in Syria, Russia says Israel did it,” claims:

Missiles struck an air base in central Syria early Monday, but the Pentagon
quickly denied claims from Syrian state media that the strikes were “an
American aggression.” As a war monitoring group said Iranian-backed militia
members were killed in the strikes, Russia accused lIsraeli jets of firing the
missiles.

An Israeli Strike is Still a US Strike
However, regardless of who carried out the strike, it was still ordered by the US.

US policymakers - who have sought regime change in Syria and its ally Iran for decades -
have meticulously laid out their plans for covert terrorism, staged provocations, feigned
peace offers, and even the use of Israel as an intermediary for carrying out attacks the US
itself could not initially justify or rally public support behind.
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The Unbted States could also look st other ways
of bolstering the Israc]l Defense Forces. The F-151
will remain an adeguate long-range strike plai-
formy for the immediate futore, bt it is worth
|;1:||1'|i||i||.g whether o pl:wl.dl; the F-22 H,Julﬂ'm
aircraft to the IDF as an even more sophisticated
altack systemn that would be able 10 ensure liraels
deterrence capability far into the fomre. Prime
Minister Barak raised this issoe with President
Clinton 2t the Camp David summit in 20040, and
it should be reconsidered

Fimally, the current administration could try 1o
go ane step farther and develop a multinational
muchear deterrent for lirael by proposing liraeli
membership in the North Atlantic Treaty Orga-
nization, Under Article 5 of the NATO treaty, an
attack on any memsher is an atack on the whale
Az a NATO member, Lsrael would automatically
enjoy the same noclear umbrella as the existing 36
members. lirael i@ ,|'|r|,-m|-r a member of NATOR
Mediterranean dialogue and participates in limit.
ed military exercises with several NATO partners
astde fram the United States, including notably
bath Greece and Tarkey.

Crefting lirael inte WATO would be 3 Ty hard
sell, however, as many of the European allies be-
lieve Bsmael has done too littke vo bring about peace
wiith its Arab neighbors, and they would proba-
by condition support for lsrmaeli membership on
concrete and public moves toward a final peace
agreement. Busopsan public opinkon s increas-
ingly wary of increasing MATOS membership,
and many would find lirael an unaitractive ally
that could commit Europeans to fighting Arabs.

Fimally, 2l the options for expanding lsraels de-
terrent through new ireaty obligations, either
bilateral or wvia MATO, wouald face substantial
opposition fram those in Israel who angue such
commitments weaken Israel's abiltty to act unilai.
erally, A matual defense alliance does pot nequine
advance agreement hefore one party uses farce,

bt it certainly increases the political imperative
ROt te suTprise your treaty partner with indepen-

dent action.
Pros ann ConNs

The fflowing are the advantages and disadvantap-

o5 af the frasl JEEW*.

ADVANTAGES:

& As npted, the mast salient Jd\r.anlaﬂ this

aplion has over that of an American air
campaign s the possibality that lirael alone
would be blamed for the attack. 1f this
proves true, then the United States nuight
not have 1o deal with lranian retaliation
ar the diplomatic backlash that would ac-
company an American military operation

gainst [ram. It could allow Washington to

haw aki (delay Iran’s acguisition of 3

nuclear weapon) and eat it, too {avosd une

dermining many other L5, regional diple-
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Israeli forces might be able to exeoute the
41rhk |:||,xh SCHBNEE 4:"! wil;h |r'|u.qh ||,'p.
price natice and preparation than Ameri-
can military lorces could

[zrzel b0 mount the attack than it wouald be

another war in the Middle East (let alone

the diplomatic suppart from a region that
is extremely wary of new American mili-

lagy slventares). Al least some imnportant
Israelis want to cenduct such an attack and
would welcome Washingtos's encourage-
mient. Other lsraelis are less enthusiastic bat
feed it may be pecessary if they believe they
have no chodce, and they, too, would be far
T willins 1o attack ir'|;|=.-c;lr bgdicved that
the United States was frmly behind i

WHICH PATH T FEESIAF Grriawe foE & Niw AMESICANY STHATEGY TOW4ED INaw

In the 2009 Brookings Institution paper, “Which Path to Persia? Options for a New American
Strategy Toward Iran” (PDF), US policymakers would state under a section titled “Allowing or
encouraging an Israeli Military Strike,” that (emphasis added):

..the most salient advantage this option has over that of an American
air campaign is the possibility that Israel alone would be blamed for
the attack. If this proves true, then the United States might not have to deal
with Iranian retaliation or the diplomatic backlash that would accompany an
American military operation against Iran. It could allow Washington to have its
cake (delay Iran’s acquisition of a nuclear weapon) and eat it, too (avoid
undermining many other U.S. regional diplomatic initiatives).

The report also states (emphasis added):

It would presumably be easier to convince Israel to mount the

attack than it would be to generate domestic political support for
another war in the Middle East (let alone the diplomatic support from a


https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/06_iran_strategy.pdf
https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/06_iran_strategy.pdf

region that is extremely wary of new American military adventures).

The same report would also state (emphasis added):

However, as noted in the previous chapter, the airstrikes themselves are
really just the start of this policy. Again, the Iranians would doubtless
rebuild their nuclear sites. They would probably retaliate against Israel,
and they might retaliate against the United States, too (which might

create a pretext for American airstrikes or even an invasion).

Clearly these options laid out for Iran in 2009 have been repeatedly used instead against
Syria. The fact that US regional aggression has stalled in Syria and has yet to fully manifest
itself against Iran indicates a tipping balance of power against Washington.

The response by Syria and its allies to these staged chemical attacks, provocations, and
strikes will determine whether or not Washington’s failed attempts at regime change ebb
into an indignant withdrawal, or provide a vector toward greater and more destructive war.

A US failure in Syria will likely permanently derail its attempts to reassert is global
preeminence as a multipolar world order emerges. How far the US and the special interests
driving its policy - regardless of America’s elected representatives - is willing to go to
preserve global hegemony remains to be seen. The task of Syrian, Iranian, and Russian
intelligence would be to ascertain this - providing significant deterrence toward engaging in
a wider war, and pushing the US back behind its borders as international law, the global
public, and even the American people demand.

*

This article was originally published on Land Destroyer Report.
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