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Were the British Soldiers Engaged in Counter-Insurgency
Operation in Basra?

For certain, the ‘free’, ‘independent’ and embedded Anglo-US mass media would
have tried to spin the evidences surrounding the events in Basra to suit the
interests of their governments. However, in this case it was too late, as the facts
seemed to have already been reported by various other media outlets. Let us
examine what cannot be denied, on the basis of what has been reported and
corroborated by the Iraqi police and Interior Ministry officials, who are allies of the
coalition forces.

a) British undercover soldiers were on a mission wearing traditional Arab dress,
driving a civilian car. What was their mission in Basra, considering that we have
hearing how happy and peaceful Shi’'ite-dominated Basra is. According to the
earlier embedded media reports, resistance is almost negligible in the region.

b) When the Iraqi soldiers (not the Sunni Insurgents), approached the suspicious
looking car at a check point, carrying the British soldiers in question, they were
fired upon. Clearly, the British Soldiers did not fire in fear but to avoid capture
and/or interrogation by the Iraqi police. Therefore, they must have had something
significant to hide from the Iraqi police who are their allies in the region. It would
be safe to assume that the ‘legitimate’ Iragi government installed by the coalition
forces were also ignorant of the facts; so far they have been quiet about the
whole affair.

¢) According to the Italian press, when the British soldiers fired, two Iraqi police
were shot and one of them died later. But that matters little for the mass media
and no one seems to even know their names. The benevolent liberators are not
perturbed by such small details of killing an Iraqi here and there! However, the
event raised the temperature even more, after the earlier arrests of two
prominent members of the Mehdi army militia (led by the radical Shi'ite cleric,



Moqtada al-Sadr), carried out by the British forces.

d) After capture of the undercover British soldiers, they refused to state what their
mission was. Iraqgis in the mean time had been driving through the streets, with
loudhailers demanding that the undercover Britons remain in jail for their crimes.
It was then reported through numerous sources that the British forces with Tanks
surrounded the prison, where the two British soldiers in question were detained.
This led to the protest developing into a riot and pictures were aired showing the
British soldiers being attacked by the mob.

e) An Iraqi Interior Ministry official said British forces stormed and demolished the
walls of the jail using six tanks and that dozens of Iraqi prisoners escaped. Basra's
governor said the demolition was a "barbaric act of aggression”.

f) However, Britain's Ministry of Defence disputed that the prison had been
stormed, on the contrary, stated that the release of the two soldiers was
negotiated. Contradicting the statement of the Basra governor and the numerous
reports (point d), that clearly alluded to the British forces action to release the
British prisoners sparked of the riot. Why was there no statement from the so-
called new Iragi government?

Whatever the case, the British forces were not happy with two of their soldiers
kept in an Iraqi prison, controlled by their Iraqi allies. Inside the prison, their lives
were not under any threat. But what the two soldiers concealed as regards to their
mission must have really worried the British government. Thus, they moved
quickly to get the undercover soldiers out of the prisons by storming it with Tanks
and demolishing the walls.

Now, what has been deliberately avoided by the mainstream TV and Satellite
stations is the reference [1] to allegation from the Iraqi police, that the British
soldiers were planting bombs. Turkish and a few other media outlets also reported
that the Iraqi police allegedly found bombs in unidentified cars owned by Britons.

So the facts are, the British soldiers were caught wearing Arab dress in a civilian
car, armed, may have been carrying bombs, shot the Iraqi soldiers when
approached by them, later the British government in desperation stormed the
prison to get them out; clearly they were on a secret mission. It was secret
because it would be too embarrassing to conduct openly in an area that is
supposed to be the calmest with no insurgency. Given the facts, the only plausible
explanation is that the undercover soldiers were engaged in counter-insurgency
operations. This incident may well prove to be another Abu-Ghraib, confirming the
strong rumours of counter-insurgency operations, particularly the bombs
exploding in the markets and mosques, away from coalition and Iraqi forces that
would benefit no one, except the coalition forces.

Without a shadow of doubt, a full scale sectarian war would help the collation
forces; they would be the primary beneficiary. In fact from the very beginning of
the conflict the media has been constantly stoking sectarian tensions, the
language employed was crafted accordingly. They kept on repeating minority
Sunni Arabs of 20%, who become minority Sunnis of 20%! The majority Shi’ites
became the oppressed Shi’ites, as if the hearts of the Anglo-US government
bleeds for them! The Arab nationalist Baath party became a Sunni party, as if
religion defined it!

But the sectarian conflict failed to ignite, and then the coalition forces engaged in
counter-insurgency activities by exploding bombs in markets, mosques and
churches. There have been earlier reports and independent eyewitness accounts
of coalition soldiers caught planting bombs. However, like hurricane Katrina, this
time they were caught and exposed, the world can now see their fork-tongue and
insidious nature.

Yamin Zakaria
London, UK

[1] http://www.iragwar.mirror-world.ru/article/63808
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stupid question
by afrench on 20.09.2005 [19:56 ]

" Were the British Soldiers Engaged in Counter-Insurgency Operation in Basra? "

Of course , Yes.

Like the CIA in irak or Afghanistan , like FSB in tchetchenia , like the french army during the
algerian war ; they all make counter-insurgency operation.

Wrong Question!
by USAn on 20.09.2005 [21:07 ]

"Were the British Soldiers Engaged in Counter-Insurgency Operation in Basra?"

Wrong question!!!

It should be, "Were the British soldiers engabed in covert bombing operatons to provvoke
sectarian strife?

If they were merely attempting to bomb "insurgents" why the surrepticious methods? Wouldn't
they have simply called in an air or tank strike or such?

This kind of cynical murderous violence is SOP - straight out of the CIA (and | presume MI6 or
Mossad) playbook. It shouldn't even be controversial!
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