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Baghdad bombing shocks
the world

Put an immediate stop to the military
action

HE indiscriminate bombing in Baghdad pro-

fessedly aimed to 'administer shock and awe to

the Saddam regime' has resulted in heavy civil-
ian casualties with women and children being the
worst-hit victims. When three hundred missiles are
dropped in a single night on a city of five to six million
people, it's a hypocritical nonsense to claim that they
being precision-guided pay-loads targeted at specific
installations civilian lives would be spared. As the war
rages for the fifth day, the 'shock and awe bombard-
ment' of Baghdad comes as an outrageous violation of
human rights of a hapless people and a cruel joke to the
oft-repeated pious intentions of 'winning hearts of the
Iraqis and liberating them'. As if all of this is not
enough, sustained carpetbombing of Baghdad is hinted
at being on the cards as a show of overwhelming force
toludicrously overpower a military unequal.

The humanitarian tragedy in Baghdad itself, whichis
being turned into a waste-land by heavy bombardment
is likely to take on yet more horrendous proportions as
the coalition armies press on from the south to move up
to the capital city.

In this dreadfully developing scenario, we fully
endorse Dhaka's call for an immediate end to US mili-
tary action on Iraq and stoppage of the indiscriminate
bombing in Baghdad which has drawn a universal reac-
tion of rejection and condemnation world wide.

Pope John Paul has spoken out again and this time
not against rumblings of awar butamilitaryjuggernaut
already on the roll riding a roughshod of human rights
to wreak massive misery and misfortune on a hapless
people. The Pope's warning could not have come a day
earlier: "thewar threatened the whole of humanity, and
that weapons could never solve mankind's problems".
These are evangelical words but with a profound sense
of the world around us. We recall with appreciation the
Vatican's role in having sent senior cardinals to both
George Bush and Saddam Hussein before the war broke
out. And now we welcome his forthright criticism of the
US for interrupting diplomatic efforts by launching a
war against Baghdad. The Pope's moral voice should be
heeded by George Bush and Tony Blair before it's too
late for any kind of redemption. They must stop the war
or be consigned to the footnote of history.

High Courtorderwelcome

Mechanism needed to detect such
hazardous construction

T is welcome news that the High Court has asked

the government to stop construction work at New

Colony in the city's Asad Gate area. The stay order
truly reflects the sentiments of the local people who
have been vehemently opposing the government plan
to construct 500 flats at the cost of the playground in the
locality.

It is also a positive development that the forest and
environment minister has supported the stand taken by
the environmentalists on the issue. However, one gets
the impression that the minister entered the scene
when it became too obvious that the construction plan
was being implemented to the utter dismay of the local
people. Theresidents had to organise sit-in demonstra-
tions to draw the attention of all concerned to the hous-
ing ministry's plan of constructing new buildings in the
area.

Apparently, construction of new buildings was a
routine item on the government's development
agenda. But what came as a rude shock to the residents
of New Colony is that construction of so many buildings
would have reduced their locality into a highly con-
gested place with no empty space. Unfortunately, what
we watch with a sense of regret these days is a tendency
to occupy all empty places in the city. No empty
spacebe it alake, a park or a playing ground is spared by
theland grabbers.

However, the government planners are supposed to
be aware of the environmental hazards associated with
eliminating parks, water-bodies and playgrounds. But
the New Colony incident is one more example of great
indifference on the part of the housing ministry to the
environmental needs of the city.

It is, of course, not possible for citizens to unite
against every outlandish attempt to occupy empty
places. The government should formulate clear guide-
lines to make sure that intruders and land grabbers do
not get the chance to take possession of parks and play-
grounds. It should also have a mechanism to detect
activities on the sly leading to environmental degrada-
tion.

MUHAMMAD ZAMIR

ESPITE requests from
many countries and
millions of people that
peace be given an
opportunity to finding a solu-
tion, war started in Iraq early
morning Thursday last. Valiant
efforts by France, Germany,
Russia, China and Syria in the
Security Council did not stop the
evil of war beingreleased fromits
cage. France and Germany,
underlined their defiance and
fought for multilateral diplo-
macy and international legal
provisions, butto no avail.

One must point out here that
most will have no hesitation in
agreeing with President Chirac
and the French Foreign Minister
that President Saddam Hussein
has not been the best thing for
the Iraqi people. However, the
question is whether Security
Council Resolution 1441 is being
suitably interpreted right now in
Iraq. Itis also not very clear as to
how a considerably low-tech
Iraq could have become such an
overwhelming and urgent secu-
rity threat to the 'coalition of the
willing'.

The few days of war that we
have witnessed till now have
proven without a shadow of
doubt the supreme high-tech
strength of the coalition. The
dramatic improvement in
upgraded avionics and precision
bombinghave been backed up in
the theatre of war with combined
strategy. As some analysts have
pointed out, the coalition air
force now 'owns the night and
shall also own the day'. The use
of thousands of Tomahawk
cruise missiles and B-2 Stealth
bombers has enabled the attack-
ing, or as some say, liberating
forces, to find numerous targets
of opportunity. To this is being
added the presence of radar
jammers and prowler aircraft.
What the world is watching is
effectsbased warfare.

The continuing controversy
over action in Iraq has also been
further highlighted with the
French President pointing out in
the recently concluded EU Sum-
mit in Brussels that France will
oppose any Security Council
Resolution that attempts to
legitimise the role of the
belligerents in Iraq. He also
recommended the future role of
the United Nations in the post-
war reconstruction scenario in
Iraq. Held in a frosty atmo-
sphere, a lowest common
denominator, bland statement
came out of the meeting. This
was the result of trying to paper
in gaping cracks. Russia has also
come outwith similar views.

One hopes that the decision to
rush off to war and to disregard
the continuing use of weapons
monitors will be answered
through the discovery of weap-
ons of mass destructioninIraq. If
that does not come about, soon
to say the least, it will be proof of
the refrain that it was oil after all
that determined the course of
actioninlraq.

Nevertheless, while leaders
across the world debate on
legalities, the United Nations has
revealed its impotence. This has
not been the first time. In recent
years we have also watched its
failure in the Balkans. As US
Senator McCain has pointed out
in an interview, it would appear

that this body is more adept in
peace-keeping rather than in
peace making. Despite its pres-
ence, once again, the commit-
ments consecrated in the UN
Charter to live in peace have
beenbelied.

Analysis of the ongoing cam-
paign identifies three elements:
an air campaign of great inten-
sity; a psychological warfare
assault to convince the Iraqi
military that resistance is point-
less and a ground operation to
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resources, which will have to be
safeguarded.

Even with a US led coalition
victory, critics have pointed out
that frayed ties across the Atlan-
tic could persist for a long time,
undermining trade relations and
the larger war against terrorism.
USA's strike-first military strat-
egy could embolden other pow-
ers to do likewise. Russia might
now use pre-emption to justify
tracking down Chechenrebels in
the Republic of Georgia. Radical
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Even with a US led coalition victory, critics have pointed
out that frayed ties across the Atlantic could persist for
along time, undermining trade relations and the larger
war against terrorism. USA's strike-first military
strategy could embolden other powers to do
likewise...It is anticipated that after regime change in
Iraq, the USA will also be encouraged to persuade Iran
to end its nuclear agenda and stop providing support

for the anti-Israeli political

group of Hezbollah in the

Lebanon. The emerging scenario is bound to also affect

the geo-strategic posture

of Syria. It will have to

rethink its overt and covert cooperation with the
Hamas, Islamic Jihad and Hezbollah in view of now
being surrounded by pro-American states -- 'Turkey,
Israel, Jordan and the new Iraq'.

encircle Baghdad.

The hope behind this strategy
is that there will be only limited
resistance from demoralised and
isolated units. It is also being
taken for granted that those who
fight will face the full force of
coalition combat power. Itis also
being expected that such steps
will eventually lead to Iraqi
regime collapsing from within.

It would also appear that the
aim of the coalition is to discour-
age Iraqi soldiers from fighting
and for them to dissuade their
commanders from using chemi-
cal or biological weapons, if they
have any. Great efforts are being
made to realise this with the
distribution from the air of more
than two million leaflets in
Arabic urging the Iraqi forces to
surrender and lay down their
weapons.

Varying optimistic assess-
ments are already being made
about the length of time the war
will take to conclude. This has
been reflected already in the
gradual reduction of pricesin the
trading of oil futures. It is being
anticipated that the bulk of the
heavy US and British armour will
occupy the strategic south-east
and that the airmobile units will
leap-frog deep into Iraq. It is also
being expected that within days
of initiating the conflict, US
forces will be in control of almost
all the oilfields in the northern
and south-eastern parts of Iraq.
All this is possible. Given the
imbalance between the two
sides, the outcome of the conflict
is not in doubt. However, how
long it will take and the level of
casualties that will come about
will depend not only on the
resistance from Iraqi units,
particularly, the vaunted Repub-
lican Guards, but also on how
well the 'coalition' can maintain
the lines of logistical supplies if
the advance is more rapid than
expected.

Nonetheless, what continues
to worry others is how the future
will unfold for the people of Iraq,
the consequences of war and the
geo-political implications for the
entire region. Added to this will
be the complicated process of
recreatingIraq. There will also be
the question of Iraq's cultural
antiquities and natural

forces in India might also be
seriously tempted to advocate
and justify a pre-emptive attack
on nuclear rival Pakistan. China
could physically assert its right
over Taiwan.

In this context one is also
reminded of the comments
made by David Wurmuser in his
book entitled "Tyranny's Ally:
America's Failure to Defeat
Saddam Hussein." Wurmuser,
like many other Arabists agrees
that bringing down Saddam will
definitely destabilize both the
neighbouring countries -- Syria
andIran. Ithas also been pointed
out that a post-Saddam govern-
ment that includes 'meaningful
participation' by Iraq's Shi'ite
majority will greatly reduce the
Iranian claims of being the rep-
resentative of the Shi'ite Mus-
lims in the region. This in turn,
might affect the prominent role
of the clerics within the Iranian
decision makinghierarchy.

It is anticipated that after
regime change in Iraq, the USA
will also be encouraged to per-
suade Iran to end its nuclear
agenda and stop providing
support for the anti-Israeli polit-
ical group of Hezbollah in the
Lebanon. The emerging scenario
is bound to also affect the geo-
strategic posture of Syria. It will
have to rethink its overt and
covert cooperation with the
Hamas, Islamic Jihad and
Hezbollah in view of now being
surrounded by pro-American
states -- 'Turkey, Israel, Jordan
and the new Iraq'. This scenario
will also greatly reduce the
already depleted abilities of the
radical Palestinians and the
Palestine Authority. Their ability
to obtain a favourable deal with
the hostile right-wing govern-
ment of Israel will be affected.
Another important element in
this evolving scenario will be the
reduction of influence of Saudi
Arabia as being the major pro-
vider of oil to the USA. The new
Iraq will step in as the counter-
balancein the future.

The question is what will be
the future role of the UN Security
Council, the United Nations
itself and the divided European
Union? Added to this will be
unanswered questions pertain-
ing to the longer term effect of

the Iraq war in shaping a com-
mon foreign and security policy
within the European Union. The
success reflected in the Balkans,
spearheaded on a supra-
national basis has now been
obscured by the effective taking
of sides on the approach towards
warinlIraq.

Inrecent days we have already
seen the problem acquiring
additional dimension with the
alleged entry of Turkish troops
into Northern Iraq. The Kurdish
population that live in this part
ofIraq have their own ambitions.
The Kurdish people inhabiting
sections of Turkey and Iran also
have their own dream. The only
constant factor in this imbroglio
would be continuing unrest and
disorder. Bringing calm out of
this chaos will be difficult. We
have already seen how the Bal-
kans disintegrated and created a
serious problem for years in the
maintenance of international
peace and security.

Another factor is also bound
to play its own role within the
unfolding drama. Big oil inter-
ests will now try to regain influ-
ence over the great Middle East
oilfields, from which Western
companies were expelled four
decades ago. March 24 issue of
'Newsweek'has pointed out that
'the jockeying has already
begun', and has suggested that
while restoring oil production
facilities, oil companies will try
to change the terms of their
involvement in the region. They
will, as in the past, seek to regain
ownership control of the com-
modity. Analysts believe that a
new government, backed by the
USA and Britain, desperate for
cash to rebuild, will likely opt for
production sharing contracts.
This in turn will give them an
ownership stake that can be
booked as an asset on their bal-
ance sheet, thereby also pushing
up their stock prices. One is sure
that such changes would create
their own dynamics and instabil-
itywithin theregion.

Last, but not the least will be
the question of looking after the
welfare and rehabilitation of the
millions of internally displaced
persons and the hundreds of
thousands of people who will be
refugees as a consequence of the
war. I repeat here some sen-
tences from my earlier column,
published in this page on 8 Feb-
ruary last under the title "Look
before you leap": "Whatever the
final decision, it is paramount
that the US as well as the United
Nations very carefully work out a
road map for post war Iraq (in
case it is required), in terms of
immediate, mid-term and long-
term needs. Recent experience
has shown that pledging confer-
ences are fashionable, but take
time to convene. Implementa-
tion of agreed strategies need an
even longer time lag given the
problems of putting together a
post-war governance system.
Powers that be, should not plead
at that time their inability to find
adequate funds for the rehabili-
tation of a people who have
already suffered enough."

I can only hope that this quest
for 'liberating' the people of Iraq
will end soon and that the rele-
vant provisions of the United
Nations will be used to guaran-
tee peace, ensure reconstruction
and make certain that stability
returns to the war-affected
people of Iraq. It will be impor-
tant that the role of the members
of the coalition in future Iraq be
identified soonest. The on-going
war in Iraq is not going to be
easy, but the road to post-war
peace in Iraq will be even more
difficult.

Muhammad Zamir is a former Secretary and
Ambassador.

'Say you! Is this the
way of the mighty?'

R Bush! I am fully aware that

neither the question posed in

the quote above, nor what I am
going to say will ever catch your attention.
But then the points I raise have been
made to you from all corners of the globe
bymanyin manyamanner and in manya
language. You are neither deaf nor are you
blind: your problem lies in the lack of
comprehension expected of the mighty
head of the world's sole superpower. This
is indeed your bad luck, just as it is ours
and just as it is of the entire generation of
today. The human civilization having set
its foot in the twenty-first century seems
to have tarried and fallen back to the
primitive and ferocious days of an age devoid of all principles. And for this you
must take full responsibility.

You of course are aware of the real reason for your naked aggression against
Iraq as equally aware is your faithful "Foreign Minister", Tony Blair (so named
byNelson Mandela), just as equally aware are the Heads of all the major coun-
tries like France, Germany, Russia and China or for that matter the people of
every region of the world including your own people and including this very
ordinary citizen of this poor country. Your objective, in short, is to establish
your full control over Iraq's energy resources in utter disregard of the just
demands and sacrifices of the Arabs, and to firmly establish the hegemony of
your ally, Israel. Your cherished goal is to secure the hold of the United States,
Israel and their allies over this wealth in order to ensure, in this age of technol-
ogy, the preponderant position of the United States. It is with this objective
that you have launched this aggression and to justify which you have put
forward a cobweb of unacceptable reasoning.

Your argument is that Saddam is a dictator and as such his removal is highly
desirable. But the fact remains that like the United States, Iraq is also a sover-
eign country. The modern state system is the result of the evolution of human
civilization. According to the established norms, Saddam's acceptability as
the Head of State of Iraq, therefore, lies not on you, but on the people of that
country. The people of Iraq, as revealed by their media, also happen to enter-
tain similar views about you as you do of Saddam. Should this alone be a signal
foryou to lay down your office? You have issued an ultimatum to Saddam and
his sons to leave the country. You also happen to have a family and in fact you
have been viewed by manyin Iraq as a President possessing "weapons of mass
destruction" far in excess of others. Mr President, should you be expected to
leave your country because of that?

In justification of your invasion you have quoted chapter and verse of
Security Council resolutions and have tried to confuse public opinion. Will
you please answer only one question in this regard? Has there been a single
resolution that has authorised the use of force against Iraq now? No, there has
not been. And the point is not mine but that of the German representative as
pronounced in the Security Council. If that is so, you may also be considered
asonewhoisactinginviolation of international law.

You have said that Saddam has connections with the Al Qaida, but have
failed to furnish any credible supportive proof. You have stated that the Al
Qaida are religious fundamentalists and are dangerous. Yes, Saddam may be
dangerous, but a fundamentalist he is not. You have perhaps never been to
Iraq but by now must have a clear idea of the geographical location of the
country. You have never met Saddam face to face, as I have, more than once,
in Baghdad. He did not appear to be particularly enthusiastic about perform-
ing religious practices and unlike autocrats of some other Muslim majority
countries, has not invoked religion to secure his position. Yes, he is by all
accounts power crazy but has not appeared to be a religious fundamentalist.
May I say that many believe that you have put up the Al Qaida excuse only to
incite your troops to go after Saddam.

It has been said that Saddam possesses weapons of mass destruction. This
fear of yours is shared by many, for Saddam has indeed used poisonous gas in
the past. Saddam has announced that he no longer possesses such weapons.
But then one could not understandably go by the word of his mouth? That is
why the UN had sent Weapons Inspectors to Iraq. They devoted themselves to
the task of disarming Saddam. Unauthorised missiles were destroyed with
much fanfare, while the Inspectors said that they needed more time to com-
plete their task. In the midst of all this your fear that Saddam might, allon a
sudden, mount and attack against the United States seemed unreal to the
world. In fact Saddam does not possess the capacity to mount against the
United States the kind of attack you have launched against Iraq. Individual
terrorists can of course cause harm as they did through their dastardly action
in you country on September 11. They have in several parts of my country
been engaged in throwing bombs for no rhyme or reason. But it is hard to find
justification for your occupying Iraqi oil wealth by trying to establish
Saddam's connections with the perpetrators of such acts. The fear is that with
his back now against the wall in his own country, Saddam might indeed do
something desperate.

There is a story [ came across the other day. Your Homeland Security peo-
ple stopped a bearded Muslim cyclist in New York. "Mohammad Hossain",
their Commandant said, "we have got you at last, but the problem is that we
cannot send you to prison for you have not apparently broken any law of the
land, not even a traffic law." With great self confidence Mohammad Hossain
replied, "it is because Allah is always with me." "I see, in that case you are
under arrest, for according to your confession Allah is double-riding with you
and double riding is forbidden within the New York city limits"! Your reason-
ingtogethold of Saddamisaslaboured as thatanecdote's.

Mr Bush, no one knows, not even you, when your aggression will come to
an end. But from past experience one can say that as the intensity of your
aggression subsides, fresh crises will emerge. The fear is that [Iraq may turn out
tobeanother Vietnam or yet another Palestine!

Have you carefully considered the humanitarian situation that your
aggression is likely to give rise to? In that land of Karbala, Euphrates and wid-
owed Sakina, much familiar in the annals of Muslim history, who will look
after the war widows of you aggression? Will not thousands upon thousands of
Iraqi children, malnourished by years of economic sanctions simply perish?
Your soldiers may also have to pay the price for your aggression. Many are
likely to return home in coffins and you are likely to welcome them as those
who have made supreme sacrifice for the cause of freedom. But will they not
be, by the objective yardstick of history, viewed as simple aggressors acting
under orders?

Your bombs will destroy Iraq's infrastructure that will be rebuilt with Iraq's
oil wealth by your industries at a huge profit. Will this not incur the wrath of
the entire Arab world? Will not your aggression set in motion forces that may
change the map of the Arab world? Your argument that with Saddam's exit
and consequent irrelevance, the benign wind of democracy will blow in Iraq,
seems utterly unrealistic. The United Nations has been a great achievement of
the postsecond world war generation. By ignoring it have you not insulted our
age and time? Has not a cruel dictator such as Saddam, drawn the world's
sympathy because of yourill-considered action?

Mr Bush! In these early hours of your invasion I have raised a number of
questions. I want to assure you that I have done so more with the desire of
unburdening my distress than with any hope of your appreciating the likely
consequences of your aggression.

FARUQ CHOUDHURY

Farug Choudhury is former foreign secretary and a columnist.

So, is the war actually upon us?

SAGAR CHAUDHURY

ILITARY operation
against Iraq by joint
American and British

forces has started. The US Presi-
dentand the British Prime Minister
have decided to defy international
and domestic protests against the
war and to carry on with what both
of them call their moral duty to
eliminate a 'tyrannical despot' and
to 'liberate' the Iraqi people, and
Mr Tony Blair has barely managed
to survive the biggest ever threat
against his leadership posed by
members of his own Government.
The first targets inside Iraq have
been hit and the first casualties
have been reported. Now all it
remains to be seen is how quick --
or how long-drawn -- the military
operation is going to be before
decisive results are obtained. But
how is this war going to affect the
lives of the common people in
Britain and the other parts of the
world directly or indirectly influ-
enced byit? That also remains to be
seen and we will soon know what
the near future has in store for us
all, including those who do not
want this war, as well as those who
support Mr Blair's stand onit.

There is a sizeable Iraqi commu-
nity in Britain, the majority con-
centrated in and around London.
Most of them are exiles who fled
Saddam Hussein's regime and
many of them have lost close
friends and relatives who had been
eliminated by the Iraqi secret
service. These people are naturally
pleased that the process to get rid
of Saddam has started and are
hoping for its speedy conclusion so
that they may once more go back to
their own country. Exiles are gener-
ally never really happy even though
they may have been able to find a
reasonably comfortable life away
from their homeland and most
expatriate Iraqis are no exception. I
personally know a young Iraqi who
lives in my neighbourhood. He
calls himself Ben -- "It is easier for
the English to pronounce than my
real name, you know", he says by
way of explanation -- and works as
a driver for a local mini-cab com-
pany. I first made his acquaintance
about a couple of years ago when
he drove me and my wife to
Heathrow airport and we had an
interesting conversation on the
way. I run into him occasionally as
he is driving by or picking up a
passenger on my street and he
always greets me with a friendly

"Hi, boss!"

In his mid-20s now, he arrived in
London about twelve years ago --
just as the last Gulf war was about
to break -- to stay with his uncle
who put him into a local school
from where, at the age of seven-
teen, he passed his GCSE. Since

—

the USA and the Middle East.

found him sitting in his car parked
in front of his company, looking
halfasleep. I tapped on his window
and he looked up with a slight start.
"Hi, boss!" he said with a sheepish
grin and came out of the car.
"What's this, Ben?" I asked him:
"You're sleeping on duty?" His grin

hours of the morning and had seen
the first news flashes of American
bombs hittingIraqi targets.

He sounded quite jubilant as he
spoke, his voice quickly losing the
sluggishness caused by lack of
sleep. "Are you glad that this is
happening?" 1 asked him. "Of
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Within minutes of the beginning of the bombardment of Iraq, Britain was placed on high alert against the possible
threat of retaliation by Islamist extremists. Security is being especially tightened around the so-called "symbols of
capitalism" such as Canary Wharf in the Docklands area of East London which is the tallest building in Europe and
various other Government buildings considered high-risk targets. Airspace above Central London continues to remain
a no-fly zone for all civilian aircraft and airport security has been further tightened, especially on flights to and from

go back for a short visit, but not
permanently -- no, I don't think
so." Well, going back for good will
certainly be difficult for Ben who
has been in Britain for most of the
formative years of his life. Besides,
going back would almost certainly
mean leaving his British girl-friend

coming here he had never been
back to his native village near
Tikrit, Saddam Hussein's own
hometown, and I don't think he
ever wanted to: "No future there,
boss," he would say. On Friday
morning, that is, the day following
the night when the first US missiles
struck the outskirts of Baghdad, I

broadened: "Didn't have a wink of
sleep last night, boss," he said.
"And why not?" I asked. He
explained that he had spent most
of Thursday night at a Iraqi cafe
somewhere at the edge of Central
London in the company of some of
his compatriots. They were watch-
ing CNN on television till the small

course I am," he replied: "and so
are all the others..." "So when all
this is over and Saddam is no lon-
ger there, will you go back to Iraq?"
I asked. "Many of us will," he said.
"But what about you -- person-
ally?" I insisted. He was not quite
sure on that point: "Perhaps --
perhaps not," he said: "May be I'll

behind, which is a tough decision
to make at his age. I am sure there
are many others in the same posi-
tion as Ben, but there must also be
many more who are, at this very
moment, waiting for the first
chance to be able to return to
where theirrootsreally belong.

Emergencymeasures

Within minutes of the beginning of
the bombardment of Iraq, Britain
was placed on high alert against the
possible threat of retaliation by
Islamist extremists. Security is
being especially tightened around
the so-called "symbols of capital-
ism" such as Canary Wharf in the
Docklands area of East London
which is the tallest building in
Europe and various other Govern-
ment buildings considered high-
risk targets. Airspace above Central
London continues to remain a no-
fly zone for all civilian aircraft and
airport security has been further
tightened, especially on flights to
and from the USA and the Middle
East. Apart from London, cities like
Manchester and Birmingham are
regarded by Scotland Yard as
particularly at risk from spontane-
ousviolence from the opponents of
the attack on Iraq. The police are
being extra vigilant about the
possibility of a suicide bomber or a
chemical or biological attack,
either of which could wreak havoc
in a crowded area and cause mass
panic, although they privately
admit that there is little that can be
done to forestall an outrage of this
type. According to the Commis-
sioner of Scotland Yard, Britain's

special relationship with the USA
makes this country highly vulnera-
ble. "Who are the biggest allies of
America?" he asks: "Which is the
next biggest target? It has got to be
here." Meanwhile, a new Home
Office guidance issued on
Wednesday, 19" March, advised
every household in Britain to store
a supply of ready-to-eat food,
bottles of drinking water, a bat-
tery-powered or wind-up radio, a
battery-powered torch and blan-
kets so that they would be pre-
pared to see themselves through
any emergency which might cut
off access to power, water and
telephone. A Home Office spokes-
person said that they were "cer-
tainly not advising people to
stockpile against the threat of
terrorism," but "it is sensible to be
prepared for an emergency in the
home and make plans for any
major disruption." The HO guid-
ance also urged people to keep the
telephone numbers of the local
police, council, utility companies
and close friends and relatives at
hand and stressed that "if there is
a major incident and you are not
in the immediate area then the
official advice is to stay indoors
and tune to local radio or televi-
sionnews."
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