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Few dictators in the world are sitting prettier in 2008 than Col. Muammar Qaddafi of Libya. In a region full of potentates and presidents-for-life, his reign is supreme. Having seized power in a 1969 coup, he has ruled his country for longer than any other Arab head of state. And now, as wintry January begins, the colonel has quietly completed his journey back in from the cold.

For many years, of course, Libya resided on the US list of state sponsors of terrorism, accused-most notoriously-of masterminding the December 1988 bombing of Pan Am 103 above Lockerbie, Scotland. In 1981, Qaddafi was labeled by Newsweek as the "most dangerous man in the world." But in 2006 the US removed Libya from the list and opened an embassy in Tripoli, and in early January the Libyan foreign minister toured the White House, making the rapprochement official. What changed? 

The Bush administration wants the world to think that Qaddafi was scared straight by the regime-changing war in Iraq. In December 2003, indeed, Libya did cancel its modest program for building weapons of mass destruction. But the real impetus for that decision was the September 11, 2001 attacks: The only threat Qaddafi perceives to his rule is that posed by homegrown radical Islamists, who reportedly have made inroads into the Libyan army. Now that the colonel is "with us" in the war on terrorism, he feels much more secure.

Perhaps the greatest irony in Libya's tale lies in equally quiet developments in the Lockerbie case. In 2001, a special Scottish court in The Hague convicted Abdelbaset Ali al-Megrahi, a former Libyan intelligence operative, of carrying out the bombing, which killed all 270 people on board. (Al-Megrahi's co-defendant, also an erstwhile Libyan agent, was acquitted.) The Libyan government, which long denied involvement, has nevertheless been compelled by US-British pressure to pay $8 million in punitive damages to each of the Lockerbie victims' families, with $2 million each ostensibly yet to come. Now, however, it appears that al-Megrahi is innocent.

There have always been questions about why investigators, in 1990, abruptly shifted their focus from a tiny Palestinian faction to Libya. In 2007, these questions arose anew when the Scottish newspaper The Herald reported that the CIA had offered $2 million to a key prosecution witness who has been publicly described by the lead prosecutor as "an apple short of a picnic." The evidence against al-Megrahi is so weak, in fact, that the Scottish law professor who designed the special tribunal calls the verdict "an absolute disgrace and outrage." Al-Megrahi is expected to win his second appeal.

Though Qaddafi's regime is credibly accused of support for other terrorist acts in the 1980s, the Lockerbie incident was the main cause of its international isolation. To get off the State Department's terrorism list, Libya had to accept responsibility for the bombing, though it did not accept guilt. Was the colonel's $2.7 billion pledge of restitution for something he did not do the price of readmission to Washington's good graces? If so, the price was likely worth it, for after US sanctions were lifted, Libya sold $2.5 billion worth of oil to the American market in 2006 alone.

The other benefit of the Iraq war, meanwhile, was to have been a democratic domino effect in the Islamic world. But Qaddafi's one-man rule stands undiminished. Law 71, which permits the death penalty for organizing opposition to the principles of his 1969 "revolution," is still on the books. Human Rights Watch reports that political prisoners are still "disappearing." The colonel has learned from his neighbors in Egypt and his fellow officers in Pakistan that enlisting in the war on terrorism means that Washington turns down the volume of all that talk about democracy.

The story of Col. Qaddafi's rehabilitation does not show the success of any Bush doctrine intended to transform the Middle East. For all its remarkable particulars, it's really just business as usual.
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From Mathaba news agency 16.1.08
It is crucial that Libya's first action as a new UN Security Council (UNSC) member, should be to call for a "United Nations Inquiry into the death of UN Commissioner for Namibia, Bernt Carlsson, in the 1988 Lockerbie bombing" and to nominate Dr Hans Koechler, UN Observer at the Lockerbie, to conduct the Inquiry.

This action would put the other UNSC members on the spot. The USA, Britain and France could of course use their veto either individually or together, to frustrate such an Inquiry. But in the search for a better world of peace, based on truth and justice their credibility with the world beyond the United Nations will then be in tatters.

However, this may be too much to ask of Libya, which has a long history of failing to grasp opportunities at all levels. Its previous massive bungling and mishandling of the Lockerbie affair, and its ongoing invisibility on the scenes (general anti globalisation movement) and media networks with reach (Internet and social media), means it must rely almost exclusively upon those the Gaddafis have shaken hands with and embraced in recent years.

The lesson should not be lost on every generation of humans, that where light shines, darkness disappears: in other words where truth prevails, falsehood falls down. The entire Lockerbie investigation hitherto has been exposed as a mass of incompetence, and the Lockerbie trial broke all standards of legal and scientific logic. Instead of using the truth and the good advice and skills of the supporters of truth and justice, Libya had decided to create a bad name for more than one billion Muslims worldwide, even ahead of 9/11, by allowing the perception to prevail that it took responsibility for the bombing, factual wording aside, the mass perception as relayed by media is what counts.

Now is the opportunity for Libya and its royal family to obtain compensation for the victims of previous terrorist atrocities committed against it, including compensation for the families of Libyan Flight 114, irrespective if every one of them has labeled Gaddafi every name under the sun other than those he would appropriate to himself, and compensation for the total cost to Libya and the world of the unjustified sanctions against it, not only for a return of the money given to American vultures who had little interest in finding the truth.

Then there a host of other things Libya can do to restore its badly bruised image among the worlds population, rather than its rosy image among the unpopular politicians of the world. It can quote the horrendous statistics of the costs of globalization and capitalism, reveal the facts about the misinformation against Iran and its peaceful nuclear program, and call for the lifting of the inhuman blockade against Cuba. It can even repair the bridges burnt and lost opportunities between Africa and Asia when Gaddafi refused to attend the Afro-Asian summit because he was offended at not allowed to lead the prayers in Indonesia, but which China has not neglected.

There are 15 members of the Security Council -- five permanent members given that privelege because they possess nuclear weapons -- France, the United States, Britain, Russia and China, which all also have veto power, meaning any one of them can destroy any decision even if the whole world votes the other way, the United States has excerized its veto in opposition to the world countless times over the year -- and 10 members elected for two-year terms. The presidency of the Security Council rotates monthly based on the alphabetical order of the member countries in English.

Burkina Faso, Costa Rica, Croatia and Vietnam joined Libya for the start of their first year stint which will last for two years on the council. Belgium, Indonesia, Italy, Panama and South Africa began their second and final year. However, some observers maintain that as the U.N. body is dictated by those possessing the terror of nuclear weapons, and the U.N. charter even gives itself the right to impose itself on members as well as non-members of the United Nations Organisation, it would be wise for all 53 states of the African Union to withdraw from the organization to expose its lack of democracy, rather than to give it a legitimacy it does not deserve.

That is clearly not going to happen when the one country that in the past seriously considered and threatened such measures, Libya, is now holding a ceremonial seat at the head of the table under the veto of Uncle Sam and his side kick Britain, and two other African states, South Africa and Burkina Faso, are able to give some voice to African issues and concerns, irrespective of their impotence in the face of vetoes. It remains to be seen whether these African states make good use of their positions and are able to effect any positive changes within this international dictatorial and immensely flawed organization which has the deaths of millions already on its hands.

##########################################

Letter from New York Times
Demand More From Libya 

Published: January 12, 2008

Editorial: Rehabilitating Libya (January 5, 2008) 

Re “Rehabilitating Libya” (editorial, Jan. 5), which says President Bush and leaders of other countries should keep pressing Tripoli for change:

As the mother of J. P. Flynn, who was blown out of the skies over Lockerbie, Scotland, in the Pan Am Flight 103 bombing, I hope that this administration makes your editorial required reading for all State Department employees.

Any rehabilitation of Libya must start at the top with Col. Muammar el-Qaddafi, the same supreme Libyan leader who ruled on Dec. 21, 1988, when a bomb brought down the Pan Am jet. I have a hard time justifying “business as usual” with a terrorist nation and find it even sadder that the call from the United States has not been for regime change.

Kathleen Flynn

Montville, N.J., Jan. 9, 2008

 

