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A panel of experts from the Center for Strategic and International Studies came together for a briefing on the current status of U.S. relations with the nations deemed by President Bush as parts of an "axis of evil". Each speaker was given 10 minutes to explain to the audience and one another their opinions on the state of affairs in their designated country. Mr. De Borchgrave spoke on Iraq, Ms. Hunter on Iran, and Col. Taylor on North Korea. 

The focus of Mr. De Borchgrave's address was his critique of a U.S.-instigated war with Iraq. Most significantly, war and occupation would sap energy and resources from the conflict that the United States needs to resolve above all else, the war on global terrorists who hail from no particular country. De Borchgrave speculated that if more attention had been centered on finding and extinguishing terrorists, U.S. forces might have found Osama bin Laden. Shifting back to the future implications of war with Iraq, De Borchgrave speculated "When the United States throws the first punch, [Iraqi President Saddam Hussein] is sure to hit back…we can expect biological and chemical weapons against our troops." 

Despite possible biochemical attacks and stiffer opposition than in 1991, De Borchgrave has no doubt the United States would prevail in a war with Iraq. His worry, however, is the war's aftermath. He firmly stated that war hawks who think an American victory in Iraq would bring about a "democratic Garden of Eden…are delusional." De Borchgrave imagines that any sort of democracy in Iraq would consist of "one person, one vote, one time." He quickly touched on the issue of possible U.S. occupation of Iraq by saying, "Wars don't solve problems, they only determine who must now solve the problems." If the United States plans on carrying out the war with Iraq, they must be prepared to handle the occupation of Iraq as well. 

De Borchgrave reminded the audience that as the first Gulf War spawned bin Laden, a second war could provoke a new generation of bin Ladens with one key difference; access to and possession of weapons of mass destruction. He concluded with a warning: "War against Iraq is most likely of inflaming Muslim extremists worldwide." Ms. Hunter stressed three key points in her presentation: one, the current state of affairs in Iran; two, Iranian security in a U.S.-Iraq war; and three, the U.S. policies that could induce positive change in Iran. 

Hunter began by discussing the state of the Iranian regime. She said the ideology of a regime has been challenged and discredited by Iranians, and democracy is emerging, sparked by failure of the traditional Iranian regime. The rest of the world, and the U.S. in particular, have to understand that democracy is not necessarily defined by having elections. She was adamant that the Iranians had to define democracy for themselves, and that "changes must come from within." Hunter declared, "Iran is already in the post-Islamic era," which makes it unique because it is as a nation morphing from religion-based to a more modern-world ideology. Additionally, democracy in Iran will come about slowly because the Iranians are not ready for another revolution. 

Despite such trends, Hunter said that in the debate of national priorities, the nation's security has always taken precedence over freedom. It is this self-interest, she claimed, that guided Iran to be civil to the United States during the Gulf War when they could have easily caused problems. However, after the war ended, the U.S. sanctioned Iran, which was not the reaction Iran was expecting. Hunter said U.S. policy toward Iran has been cautious, especially since September 11th, and that this approach too is misguided. The result of this action is that "Iran feels a sense of grievance," and is now undecided about its relationship with the United States. This uncertainty is not helped by President Bush lumping Iran together with the other pillars of the axis of evil. 

Hunter is convinced that more lenient American policies towards Iran could improve Iranian-American relations and help internal affairs in Iran. One important matter to the Iranians is the U.S. has made it clear that in the event of war Iraq's territorial integrity would be maintained, but there has been no mention of a similar guarantee towards Iran. Many Iranians "feel the problem is not of who rules Iran, but that [the problem is] Iran breaking down." Assurance from the United States that Iran would not lose ground at the end of the war would encourage Iranian support. 

While the affairs between the U.S. and Iran could use some mending, the Iranians are tenacious in their own opinions of the Iraqi president. Hunter insisted, "No Iranian hearts would bleed if Saddam Hussein was removed." Iran does not want to get in the United States' way of eliminating Saddam, and perhaps even help in the effort. Above all, Hunter emphasized again, the Iranian national security would not be compromised for anything, including helping the United States. 

Taylor criticized the government's lack of knowledge and this particular administration's approach towards North Korea. No one in the United States government knows any of their North Korean counterparts and all American officials have on which to base a judgment of North Korean dictator Kim Jong-Il are widespread rumors that could range anywhere from fact to disinformation. Taylor said that when Bush came into office in January of 2001 he inherited a sound foreign policy concerning North Korea and swiftly proceeded to ruin it. All positive perceptions of Kim, including a promising report from Bill Clinton's Secretary of State Madeleine Albright, were immediately invalidated. President Bush continued his anti-Kim campaign by cutting off oil supply to North Korea, effectively reversing the positive steps taken in the 1994 Agreed Framework between the United States and North Korea under the Clinton administration. Although U.S.-North Korea relations have been muffed by the Bush administration, Taylor concluded, the United States will not go to war with North Korea. 

The first audience member to the microphone asked the panel to analyze the approaches taken by the U.S. towards Iraq and North Korea, and to explain why one was considered a crisis and not the other. Taylor leapt at the question, assuring "a war with Iraq would be fast and furious…North Korea would be obliterated in under a month." He cited the main difference between the two as being that North Korea would retaliate with high-tech weapons, against both Americans and South Koreans, resulting in losses of hundreds of thousands of lives. 

The second inquiry from the audience was directed to De Borchgrave, asking him where Pakistan and India fit in in regards to U.S. security. He responded to the Pakistan concern first by comparing it to Iraq. "Pakistan is a clear and present danger, whereas Iraq is a clear and future danger." He then confirmed that this administration would like to engage in strategic relations with India, to take advantage of India's strategic partnerships with Iran and Israel. 

An audience member then asked the panel what the advantages would be, if any, of waiting for another terrorist strike before attacking Iraq. De Borchgrave said he could not believe that President Bush would wait for such an event, and if he did, "he would be a one-term president." 

The final question asked what would happen if the United States pulled their bases out of Saudi Arabia, and if it would solve or cause more problems with Iraq. De Borchgrave tackled this issue as well, saying simply "[The Muslim community] would find a new reason to hate us." He said some Pakistani kids are taught from a young age to hate Americans and democracy. Many Pakistanis, he continued, firmly believe the U.S. and its Judeo-Christianity are the root of all evil. De Borchgrave went even further, claiming that if Pakistani leader General Musharraf were assassinated, Muslim extremists, equipped with nuclear weapons, would take over the country and pose enormous problems for the United States. 
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