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WHY WEREN'T THE RUSSIANS, CHINESE, AND FRENCH ON BOARD?
by
John Duke Anthony

(Rayadh, Saudt Arabia, Dec. 18 - Three of the mast conspicuous countries opposed to American and
Briush use of force against Irac) last week were China, France, and Russia.  To many this seemed
strange, as all three have nteress &1 risk in their relationships not only with Washinggon and London but,
also, Iraq’s threatened neighbors.

Nowathstanding their rhetonici| rifts and riffs with the Anglo-Amencan alltance over this dispute. all
three are keen 10 forge cozier ti:s 1o the Unired States (and 10 a lesser exient the UK)  They kaow they're
in a weak posiuon regarding much of whay they wany from the U S.- increased trade, investmen,
technology cooperarion, and muruatly beneficial joint-ventures.

Why, then, have their internarinal envoys and emissanes adopted postures of pomposiry and
ponnficanon towards the U S «nd Greaz Britain on a mater of such tmportance to the cause of peace and
stability 1n one of the world’s most vital regions? Take away the smoksecreen surrounding their affected
preachwig and piety, and the resson comes down 1 the old adage that “Truth hurts” — or ar least is
sometimes embarrassing.

‘Truth and Consequences

In Russia’s case, the wuth 1s embarrassing and painful. Bur with Moscow, as with Beijing and 1o a Jesser
exteny Paris, whar’s not being admred?

It's this. n firing orally striden! salvos ar America’s acuons agamnst Iraq, China, France, and Russia are
dong lirtle more than pursuing their national economic and commercial inreresis — inrerests based on the
old-fashioned, unvarnished pursuit of business and profit. The fact that few people care 10 be exposed for
acting out of considerarions relited purely or mainly to greed hies belund the holier-than-thou sermonizing
of these three countnies.

If the primary reason for their baing soft on Saddamism is m-o-n-e-y, what is lackang i all the reporrage
are the specific economic details of why Beying, Moscow, and Paris refused 10 have nothung to do with
Operation Desert Fox and decicjed to lambast those who did.

The media has yet vo report tha! France 18 owed six billion dollars by Iraq, Moscow between erght and
twelve billion, and China severil billions '

Domesuc Pressyres

The debt 1ssues constitute overriding domestic political and economic pressuses within the three crediror
countries that cause them 1o view Iraq differently than the U.S. and Great Brwam.  These pressures are
powerful realities that would wingh heavily upon any foreign policy formulator

Combined wirh thesr acwie nee| for Baghdad 1o pay s debys and enable them w0 eam vital hard currency,
the foreign policy and economu: perspectives drving Clunese, French, and Russian national
decisionmakang regarding Iraq have imporrant implicarions for Mideast defense.

The implications are ominous and, now, apparent for all o see. At a nunimum, in yaking steps that e
corvectly calculated would lead 10 the ousting of UNSCOM and lus survival of yet another American
puritive military swrike, Saddam Hussein successfully banked on Besjing, Moscow, and Paris supporting
tum in the UN Secunty Counci . where all three countries have veto power.
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Baghdad’'s Bursars

Russia’s, and 10 a lesser extent "huna’s and France’s brazen bashing of the U S. and Great Britaig did
much 1o aber Saddam’s defiancy. It confirmed his belief vhav they woulkd ensure a davided UN Secunty
Council  Quite apart om whiit he got oyt of i, what they achueved 1s o less substantial: they succeeded
in further ingraniating themselves wath Baghdad's bursars and thereby in reraining their places at the head
of the quene among those with Iragi accounts payable.

One needn't have 10 don an accouniant’s green éye shade to be able to see how Russia’s, China’s, and
France’s economic "bomom lin:s” are lumnative of the reasons prompuing their contrariness 1owards the
U.S. and Grear Britain regardir g whai 10 do abour Saddam.

For France, beyond the six billi an owed to ir by Baghdad daring from the 1998-88 Ivan-Iraq war is another
six billion in conwacts signed bitween Iraqy and French companies since the UN Security Council
sancrions were imposed upon Irag wm 1991,

Here’s where the rubber mests 1he road. these contracts canxot go forward, and Iraq’s unpaid and overdue
debrs are not likely 1o be pad, until the sanctions are lifted.  The amount ar issue is hardly pocket change.
As the United States is four vimes as papulous as France, what Iraq owes France, on a per capita basis, is
the equivalent of Iraq owing the: U.S. forty-cight bullion dollars.

Unsatiaed Apperites

China’s and Russia’s economies are even more betwesn Iraq and 4 hard place.  Russia’s, near collapse, is
luked 10 4 Western hfe-suppon machine and an indefinire intraveneous mjecuon of billions of dollars in
loans Chuna’s economy 1§ not as precarious, but the uncertainry of its near-erm prospects underscores
why it, 100, views lraq through un exclusively econonuc prism.

The appeutes of all threc countiies with regard to Iraq are wheted by prospects of nabbing lucrauve long-
werm energy contracts and arms sales.  The latter sustain one million workers in France and are the
prumary sowrce of sustenauce for four mullion French cinzens. The equivalent U.S economic mterest at
stake would be the Livelihoods «f sixteen rutlion Amencans.

Norwithstanding all their moralistic blusier - 4 eaphemism for droppings lefi on prairies by large leathery
beasis - the driving force behini Beijing's, Moscow’s, and Paris” ta-ta-la-1ng is, therefore, much more
than meets the eye  For all vhiwe countries, it’s Iraq as eventual purchaser of defense equiprent, Iraq as
future source of bountiful and bexpensive oil, kraq as customer for thew countries’ manufactured goods,
Baghdad as contractor of their companies that will rebuild Iraq’s econamy, Iraq as potential extender of
their industnial production hines, Iraq, directly and indirecily, as employer of substantial numbers of their

counfrymen.

fanle wonder, when nanonal economuc planners and geo-political srrazegists in China, France, and Russia
gather 10 focus upon Iraq, why 14wy often have their bibs on. It is not as though they are torally blinded
by greed; iv’s more a maner of their racking up frequent smmuler miles as they envision future bank
balances gencrated by the Iraq «coount.

The Pied Piper
And imbedded in the economic jargon are maners of no small moment. the stabiluy of their currencies,

the status of thewr miernational halance of paymenis, their rates of interest and mflation. At stake are the
prospects for their fiscal solven:y, their hope for increased 1ax revenues.
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At issug, 100, are their lack of : dequare amounts of investment capital for badly needed infrastructure
maimenance and expansion, thewr paucity of funds for research and development, and, noy least, thewr
Inability to provide adequate levels of employment -- in short, the well-being of their cutizens.

Wheever said in the dimty abow the Pied Piper that "he who pays the piper calls the tune” surely had in
mind what happened this past week  Saddam, m the eyes of hus creditors, is the payer, China, France,
and Russia are the pipers.

In the run-up to whar had these countries ar diplomatic swords poiats with the U.S. and Greay Britain last
week, no comparahle interests ur related consideranons affected the foreign policy formulanions and
decisionmalang of Washington and London.

o John Duke Anthony is President and CEO of the Narional Council on U S -Arab Relarions, a not-for-
profi educational organizanion m Washungion, D C. A consulvant 1o the Departments of Defense and
State, he writes frequently on U S. interests and involvement m the Arab countries, the Middle East, and

the Islamic world,
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