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‘Chickenhawk Down’: 
The Real Target Is Iran 
by Jeffrey Steinberg 

In response to the James Baker III and Lee Hamilton-directed 

Iraq Study Group report, President Bush and Vice President 

Cheney turned to their chickenhawk allies at the American 

Enterprise Institute to craft a counter-plan, based on the fan- 

tasy premise that a “surge” of American troops could secure 

victory in Iraq before the next Presidential election in Novem- 

ber 2008. On Dec. 14, AEI fellow Frederick Kagan released 

the Institute’ s utopian scheme, “Choosing Victory: A Plan for 

Success in Iraq Interim Report.” The 52-page power-point 

presentation, delivered by Kagan at an AEI forum, argued, in 

effect, that a two-year “surge” of upwards of 50,000 addi- 

tional U.S. combat soldiers into Baghdad and into the Sunni 

stronghold al-Anbar Province, would break the back of the 

resistance and bring peace and stability to Iraq. The AEI docu- 

ment outright rejected the idea at the heart of the Baker- 

Hamilton study: that the U.S. must negotiate directly with all 

of Iraq’s neighbors, including Iran and Syria, and settle the 

Israel-Palestine conflict, if there is any hope of stabilizing 

Iraq and withdrawing the American forces—without having 

to shoot their way out of the country. 

In fact, the Kagan scheme, according to sources familiar 

with the latest neo-con manueverings, is premised on the cre- 

ation of a Sunni bloc of “moderate” states, that will confront 

Iran and the Shi’ite “extremists” throughout the Persian Gulf 

and Eastern Mediterranean region—in a de facto alliance with 

Israel. Unspoken, but underlying the “Choosing Victory” 

plan, is the ludicrous idea that Saudi Arabia will cut off the 

flow of funds and weapons to the Sunni insurgents, thus has- 

tening their defeat. The “Sunni bulwark” scheme, which was 

peddled to Saudi Arabia’s King Abdullah by Vice President 

Cheney when he visited Riyadh in late November 2006, just 

before the release of the Baker-Hamilton report, is premised 
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Where Baker-Hamilton Stands 

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. 

December 22, 2006 

Since the majority of the leading European press surveyed 

has promoted a falsified view of the current political situa- 

tion inside the U.S.A., I report the following essential facts 

of the situation there. 

The framers of the Baker-Hamilton Commission’s re- 

port have informed leading circles inside the U.S.A. that 

the report was composed on the basis of foreknowledge 

that both President George W. Bush, Jr. and Vice-Presi- 

dent Dick Cheney, would reject those proposals, unless 

maximum public pressure from relevant circles would mo- 

bilize broad popular and other opinion to bring about the 

adoption of those proposals. 

The new U.S. Congress will not be seated until shortly 

after the beginning of the new calendar year. In the mean- 

time, there is no doubt among well-informed circles inside 

the U.S.A., that Vice-President Dick Cheney is committed 

to a massive aerial attack on Iran at some time during the 

immediate few months ahead. Throughout the U.S., the 

opposition to the present war in Iraq has reached the level 

of a widespread demand for Cheney’s early impeachment. 

Europeans should not underestimate that demand for 
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on an expansion of the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC), to 

include Egypt and Jordan; and the buildup of a military alli- 

ance between the “GCC-Plus-Two” and NATO. 

As EIR warned in the “Behind the Cheney Trip to Riyadh” 

report of Nov. 27, any move by the Anglo-Americans to pro- 

voke a Sunni versus Shi’ite confrontation would lead inevita- 

bly to the outbreak of anew Hundred Years War, which would 

rapidly spread out from Southwest Asia to engulf the entire 

planet. 

While the AEI “Choosing Victory” report was written by 

Kagan and represented his views alone, the final power-point 

page listed the participants in the study group. Apart from 

several retired military officers, including Gen. Jack Keane 

and Lt. Gen. David Barno, the task force was stacked with the 

neo-con “usual suspects,” including many of the participants 

in the Project for the New American Century (PNAC). Freder- 

ick Kagan, brother of fellow neo-con Robert Kagan, and son 

of Straussian professor Donald Kagan, were all on PNAC. 

Other AEI task-force participants included PNAC co-found- 

ers Thomas Donnelly and Gary Schmitt. Other leading task- 

force neo-cons include Michael Rubin, Reuel Marc Gerecht, 

and Danielle Pletka. 

If there were any doubt that the Kagan AEI report was 

cooked up with Cheney’s complicity, to insure that the Baker- 

Hamilton report would be “dead on arrival” at the White 

House, National Public Radio reported, on Dec. 21, that Ka- 

gan, along with Elliot Cohen and other participants in the 

“Choosing Victory” study, had met with President Bush at 

the White House earlier in the week, and received strong 

support for their “surge” scheme. This, despite the fact that 

the Joint Chiefs of Staff have unanimously opposed the idea 

of sending more U.S. troops to Iraq, arguing that the U.S. 

Army and Marine Corps are already at the breaking point, 

and cannot sustain any additional combat deployments. 

In fact, any “victory” in Iraq, based on military counterin- 

surgency actions, would require a minimum of 500,000 occu- 

pation troops. A more realistic figure would be 1 million 

troops, using the widely accepted formula of 1 peacekeeper 

for every 20-25 civilians. Even these estimates, according 

to military specialists interviewed by EIR, do not take into 

  

Cheney’s impeachment. What Europeans appear to think 

they are hearing from leading spokesmen for the U.S. 

House of Representatives and Senate, is based on Europe- 

ans’ lack of understanding of the difference between a 

European parliamentary system, and the U.S. Presiden- 

tial system. 

Concisely, in the case of an impeachment of a U.S. 

President or Vice-President, the U.S. House of Representa- 

tives adopts the role of a Grand Jury in a criminal proceed- 

ing, whereas the U.S. Senate acts as the jury which tries 

the case and delivers the decision. Now, precisely because 

the impeaching of Cheney, or Bush and Cheney, is actually 

on the table, the spokesmen from the two branches of the 

U.S. Congress are obliged to do nothing which would 

make a delivery of a decision for impeachment appear 

to be a lynching born of blindly impassioned seeking of 

vengeance. However, the restraint being shown now by 

leaders of the two Houses of the Congress does not reflect 

the mood of the voters, or a growing ration of Republican 

as well as Democratic officials individually. 

The hatred against the war in Iraq, and the hatred 

against a spread of that war into Iran, has accumulated to 

something approximate to the level of a political explosion 

against both the President and Vice-President. The current 

wisdom is, that the impeachment, or resignation of Vice- 

President Cheney is imperative, although an impeachment 

would come about as a more or less circumspect, although 

impassioned form of due process. If the impeachment, or 

resignation of the Vice-President does not lead to the Presi- 

dent’s conceding to the essential spirit and crucial 

points of the Baker-Hamilton Commission, then, given the 

presently onrushing general world monetary-financial and 

economic crisis, the impeachment of President Bush 

would soon follow. 

Those among those of us who are better-informed U.S. 

citizens with relevant experience of government, are con- 

cerned that whatever we shall do, we shall proceed, as we 

did with the Nixon case, with the greatest concern that 

what is done in a governmental crisis such as the present 

one, shall be done with minimal damage to the institutions 

of our system of government. This same concern is also 

tempered by knowledge of the United States’ unavoidably 

leading role in world monetary-financial and economic 

institutions under conditions of crisis. The Baker-Hamil- 

ton Commission’s report represents a sense of the absolute 

need for action which both preserves the institutions of the 

U.S. government, and also maintains the indispensable 

role of leading cooperation which the U.S. must provide 

as its role in meeting the challenge of what is presently 

the oncoming, greatest global monetary-financial crisis in 

modern memory. 

Only the most incompetent sort of member of govern- 

ment, or political organization, in Europe, could believe 

that the internal politics of the U.S. will stagnate during 

the months immediately ahead. The current President of 

the U.S.A. lives in the real world, but his opinions do not. 

His mind, like a dead Autumn leaf, will go where the winds 

of change carry it.     
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