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			TO MY CHILDREN

		

	
		
			Whatever enables us to go to war secures our peace.

			—THOMAS JEFFERSON, 1790

		

	
		
			INTRODUCTION

			TREACHERY

			Air Force Major Jim Ewald climbed into the cockpit of his A-10 Thunderbolt jet in the midday Iraqi heat. The jet was called a Warthog because of its ugly appearance, but the U.S. troops on the ground loved it. As they fought their way into Baghdad, the only sound sweeter than the whine of the Warthog’s turbofan jet engines was the staccato sound of its 30-millimeter machine gun, a seven-barrel Gatling that chewed up Saddam’s troops.

			Ewald, a thirty-seven-year-old Air National Guard pilot from St. Charles, Illinois, was part of the 110th Fighter Squadron. Although the war in Iraq had begun just three weeks earlier, Ewald had already flown several missions as part of the U.S. military’s lightning advance on Baghdad. He was also a veteran of combat and training missions in Kosovo, Kuwait, and South Korea. But this mission, on April 8, 2003, would be unlike any he had ever flown.

			Ewald took off from Tallil air base, some two hundred miles southeast of Iraq’s capital city. In less than thirty minutes, the A-10 had reached western Baghdad and the target of the day: Iraqi troops who were firing on the U.S. Army’s 3rd Infantry Division, which had begun its assault on one of Saddam’s twenty-three known palaces.

			The American pilot made three passes, firing the jet’s guns on the Saddam loyalists, but then he got into trouble. A surface-to-air missile streaked from the southwest and slammed into the back of his jet. Ewald never saw it coming.

			The A-10 shuddered as if hit by “the hand of God,” Ewald later recalled. “I could see a reddish glow on my cockpit instruments from the fire behind me.”

			Ewald struggled to keep the aircraft in the air, knowing he was over enemy territory. “My next thought was ‘I don’t want to bail out right over Baghdad or I’m going to be in it deep,’” he recalled. His objective was to make it to Baghdad International Airport, which was under the control of U.S. forces.

			“It was physically hard [to fly the plane],” Ewald said. “I was manipulating everything with all the muscles in my body. I had flight control problems, I had engine problems, I had fuel-flow problems, I had hydraulic problems . . . not to mention that I had an airplane that was disintegrating. I looked back once and I could see little parts falling off the engine and I thought, ‘I really don’t know what that is, but I think I need it.’”

			Finally one of his two engines went out, before he had reached the airport. He had to bail out.

			Ewald pulled the ejection seat handle and parachuted to the ground, landing not far from where his A-10 crashed. Suddenly bullets were flying in every direction, and he dove into a drainage ditch, thinking that he was under fire from fedayeen Saddam guerrillas—Saddam’s black-clad terrorist fighters.

			Fortunately, just a short time later he was rescued by members of the U.S. Army’s 54th Engineer Battalion who had seen him parachute to earth. As it turned out, Ewald wasn’t under attack from Iraqi forces: The flames from his jet’s wreckage had cooked off scores of 30-millimeter rounds from the Gatling gun.

			Major Ewald was one of the first American pilots to be shot down in the Iraqi conflict. He had nearly been killed, and of course his $13 million aircraft was destroyed.

			Was this just part of the normal costs of waging war against an enemy? Hardly. As the Army quickly discovered, the reason that an American pilot had been put in the line of fire and his aircraft destroyed was that a supposed ally of the United States was in bed with the enemy.

			“It was a Roland missile,” one U.S. military officer told me. That is to say, it was a French missile. Traditionally an ally of the United States, France had armed an American enemy—illegally. And according to Army intelligence, the French had sold the missile to the Iraqis within the past year. The French government claimed that Roland missiles had been sold to Iraq before the United Nations imposed sanctions in 1991, but a report produced for the Defense Department in February 2004 disputed that claim. The report concluded that “while Iraq had Roland missiles before Operation Desert Storm [the 1991 war], the serial number on the missile indicates that transfers occurred after 1991.”

			The fact that a French missile had nearly killed an American pilot was a stark reminder that illegal-arms shipments to rogue states come with a price—and that such illegal-arms deals, which began decades ago, continue even today, putting Americans and our allies at great risk.

			Indeed, the missile that shot down Ewald’s A-10 was just one of many French weapons the Iraqis used against U.S. forces during—and after—the Iraq war. Only a week after Ewald’s crash, a U.S. Army team searching Iraqi weapons depots at Baghdad International Airport discovered caches of French-made missiles. In one cache the team found fifty-one Roland-2 antiaircraft missiles, which had been produced through a partnership of French and German arms manufacturers. One missile bore the label “05-11 knd 2002,” indicating that the batch had been produced just months earlier.

			There was even more. Nearby, Army Lieutenant Greg Holmes, a tactical intelligence officer with the 3rd Infantry Division, found the burned-out metal of what was a Roland-3 missile launcher, a more advanced version of the antiaircraft systems.

			Nor were missiles the only French-made war-fighting equipment the Americans discovered in the early weeks of the war. Captured Iraqi military trucks had French radios, and surrendering Iraqi officers were driving French-made pickup trucks. Americans captured numerous RPGs—rocket-propelled grenades—that had French-made night sights; many of these were dated 2002.

			In fact, for many months after the United States declared the end of major combat operations in Iraq, Saddam loyalists were using these French-supported RPGs to launch daily attacks on American and coalition troops trying to pacify Iraq. The grenade launchers, which are lethal against Humvees, had killed scores of soldiers by 2004.

			The discovery of French weapons and equipment disgusted many American soldiers and leaders. France’s behavior in the months leading up to the war—particularly when, at the United Nations, it blocked the United States from forcing Saddam to disarm peacefully, as required by sanctions dating to the end of the 1991 Persian Gulf War—led many to question whether America’s NATO ally had become Saddam Hussein’s friend in the West. Now, with graphic evidence that the French had illegally shipped arms to Iraq even in the last months before the war broke out, it became clear that France had abandoned its supposed ally the United States.

			The Iraq war of 2003 exposed the danger to the United States of allowing rogue states to acquire weapons and military supplies that threaten and kill American troops. But shockingly, France is not the only nation that has placed greed over principle in arming tyrants like Saddam Hussein. Other supposed allies and friends, like Germany, Russia, and China, have been involved in illegal-weapons deals. The Germans have worked on their own and in tandem with the French and other arms merchants. Russia and China have been among the worst offenders in arming deadly regimes for the sake of a profit. More European countries have gotten into the illegal-arms game as well, including Ukraine and Belarus. Even the United States itself has helped rogue regimes build up their militaries.

			A Pentagon report on weapons found in Iraq after the Iraq war revealed a staggering amount of armaments, almost all of the weapons foreign-made. The report reached this stark conclusion: “Foreign munitions were used against coalition forces during the war and continue to be a potential source of explosives for improvised explosive devices still being used to kill U.S. soldiers.”

			According to the report, twenty-four nations had supplied armaments to Saddam Hussein. The total amount was between 650,000 tons and 1 million tons. By contrast, the entire U.S. military arsenal is between 1.6 million and 1.8 million tons. The big three arms suppliers were Russia (and the Soviet Union), China, and France: Russia had supplied 122 different types of arms and a total of nearly 13 million items; China had provided 19 different types of arms and almost 380,000 items; France had supplied 12 different armaments and more than 115,000 items. The other source countries listed were Austria, Belgium, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Czechoslovakia, Egypt, Germany, Iran, Italy, North Korea, Pakistan, Romania, Singapore, South Africa, Spain, Sweden, the United States, the United Kingdom, and Yugoslavia. The report (part of which can be found in this book’s appendix) made clear that deadly arms merchants operate in every corner of the globe.

			And Saddam Hussein was not the only tyrant allowed to illegally procure some of the most deadly weapons available. America’s ostensible allies and other scofflaws are arming rogue states like North Korea, Iran, Libya, and Syria—all of which pose a growing threat to the United States and our allies around the world, including the threat of attack by nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons.

			North Korea, one of the last Communist totalitarian regimes and one of the most repressive in history, is a real danger. Pyongyang’s rulers admitted in the fall of 2002 that they had been clandestinely building a nuclear arsenal for years. The news came as no surprise to U.S. intelligence, which had been closely tracking North Korea’s efforts to become a nuclear power. The North Koreans have received substantial help from Germany and France, as well as from China and Pakistan. With the deadly weapons and missiles it is developing, North Korea has said it will turn its enemies into “seas of fire.” And, of course, the North Koreans are not always the receiving end of illegal-weapons deals; they have helped other dangerous regimes enhance their weapons programs.

			Iran, too, has been developing a nuclear weapons program, which is a particularly frightening prospect given the radical Islamic regime’s calculated and widespread anti-American strategy. And with their Shahab-3 missiles—which North Korea helped them develop—the Iranians can target U.S. forces and American friends and allies throughout the Middle East and Southwest Asia. North Korea’s aid to Iran shows the danger of cooperation among the “Axis of Evil,” but Iran has had others support its arms buildup, including China, Russia, and even Ukraine.

			Libya and Syria—both designated as state sponsors of international terrorism—have been secretly developing deadly nuclear, biological, and chemical weapons. Like other rogue states, they could not have made the progress they have without illegal aid from unscrupulous arms dealers around the world. Libya appears to be taking steps to change. But it remains ruled by a dictator with deep past involvement in terrorism.

			The world has grown only more dangerous, not safer, since the Cold War ended more than a decade ago. Even as the United States prosecutes the war on terrorism, we must keep in mind that the transfer of dangerous weapons and related technology is the most significant threat to U.S. national security.

			
				THE MOUNTING THREAT

				By 2004, many Americans were focusing on Iraq and the question of how far along Saddam Hussein’s regime actually had been in its quest for nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons and missiles to deliver them. The issue became heated in late January, when the CIA’s former chief arms inspector, David Kay, told Congress that he had concluded that Iraq probably never had “large stockpiles of deployed, militarized chemical and biological weapons.” Kay did not address the issue of whether Saddam’s regime might have moved the weapons out of Iraq prior to the war, perhaps to Syria and Lebanon, or whether some weapons might have been buried in the desert. (Many did not consider this latter possibility, when in fact a U.S. search team in August 2003 found more than thirty Russian-made MiG-25 jets buried in the sand at an airfield west of Baghdad.)

				But Kay did put the issue in a larger context: “In a world where we know others are seeking [weapons of mass destruction], the likelihood at some point in the future of a seller and a buyer meeting up would have made that a far more dangerous country than even we anticipated.” The former weapons inspector was right. By focusing narrowly on what Iraq’s capabilities might have been at the time of the U.S. military action, we overlook the more important issue of how weapons proliferation is an ongoing problem that can make our enemies even more dangerous.

				The issue of the spread of arms and weapons technology is an “enormous subject,” says Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld.

				“I would also say it’s a critically important subject,” Rumsfeld told me during an interview inside the executive cabin of a U.S. Air Force C-32A jetliner, a militarized Boeing 757. “Over the coming decade, depending on how the world community conducts itself, there could be another five nuclear powers. There could be several more countries with chemical and biological programs, and there could be additional countries with the ability to deliver those capabilities long distances. The effect of that to the extent that those countries are not democracies, but rather countries on the terrorist list—the inevitable effect of that is to make the world a more dangerous place.” Worse still, enemy nations are no longer the only customers for dangerous weapons; what Rumsfeld calls “nonstate entities”—organized terrorist groups—are actively working to procure weapons.

				The problem is only getting worse. Part of the problem is that as soon as a country develops new weapons capabilities, it can market and transfer those capabilities to others; that nation itself becomes a dangerous proliferator. Rumsfeld recalled how one nuclear engineer from the former Soviet Union told him that the Soviets provided nuclear training to North Koreans, Iranians, and others from around the world. Similarly, Pakistan obtained nuclear weapons design information from China and Western Europe and has shared that with North Korea, Iran, Libya, and possibly others.

				In addition, more and more technologies are becoming “dual-use” in nature—that is, they can be used for military as well as commercial purposes. Thus equipment and technology designed for making medicine and agricultural products also is used for biological and chemical weapons. Rogue states have also learned that U.S. intelligence can photograph practically any location on earth from the air or from space—with images clear enough to read license plates—so arms proliferators have moved to underground facilities. North Korea, Iran, and Libya have extensive underground facilities where hidden programs are (or were) carried out.

				As Rumsfeld makes clear, our enemies have many reasons to arm themselves with weapons of mass destruction and advanced conventional arms. “In some cases it’s a legitimate feeling that you are potentially threatened and therefore you need a deterrent,” he says. “In some cases it’s a country that wants to intimidate and threaten its neighbors or others.” Still other nations have sought arms as “aggrandizement,” the idea being that “you’re not somebody unless you have this type of a capability, an aircraft carrier or a nuclear weapon or whatever.”

				But why would our purported allies be willing to help tyrants and terrorists become more lethal? Money, for starters. “There is no question but that a lot of countries do it for money,” Rumsfeld says. In the case of a country like Russia, the defense secretary observes, “they’re making nuclear weapons and they have people who know how to do that. And they have people who are unemployed.” Also, as we will see, anti-Americanism has become a powerful force even in nations that we have considered allies.

				For example, a contentious Belgian law allowed an attorney who was also a left-wing parliamentary candidate to charge the commander of Operation Iraqi Freedom, Army General Tommy Franks, with “war crimes.” The 1993 Belgian law allowed Belgian courts to try war-crimes and genocide cases no matter where the offenses allegedly occurred or what the nationalities of the parties involved were. Thus the prosecuting attorney was representing a group of seventeen Iraqis and two Jordanians. That the Belgian government would permit a hero of the Iraq war to be subjected to the suit shows how low the European allies had sunk when it came to dealing with the United States. Only when the U.S. government threatened to pull NATO headquarters out of Brussels did the Belgian government make changes to the embarrassing law; the Belgian High Court ultimately threw out the case against Franks.

				This book is the inside story of how America’s supposed allies, as well as some of its foes, are secretly arming our enemies, and how in many cases the illicit-weapons deals have been going on for decades. While many Americans have condemned nations like France and Germany for opposing the United States at the United Nations before the war in Iraq, the truth is that those actions do not even hint at their treachery.

				The danger of weapons proliferation is growing, and the world needs to take note of how the most deadly weapons are available to regimes run by bloody dictators and to terrorist groups. Donald Rumsfeld aptly summarizes the increasing risks we face when he points out that, thanks to improved technology, rogue states and terrorist organizations can now, with a single strike, “kill not simply thousands of people but tens of thousands of people.”

				And as the story of Air Force Major Jim Ewald makes clear, as long as we allow illegal-arms deals to continue, we will be putting Americans directly in the line of fire.

			

		

	
		
			THE FRENCH CONNECTION

			CHAPTER 1

			The U.S. military intelligence team was in Iraq to find weapons. Not ones Saddam Hussein may have hidden. The 75th Intelligence Exploitation Group, a unit set up by the U.S. Central Command, was out to find the chemical and biological weapons that Saddam had indicated he would use on advancing U.S. troops.

			The rapid fall of Baghdad to U.S. and allied military forces in April 2003 created a different kind of problem for the Army spooks: looting. Hundreds of Iraqis, freed from Saddam Hussein’s tyranny, began pillaging bombed-out ministries and burning government buildings. But the Army intelligence team was still able to get information about Saddam’s regime. And in May, members of the team made an unusual discovery: Stashed away in an Iraqi ministry were a dozen blank French passports.

			For the soldiers, the passports confirmed suspicions about the French that had been growing since Paris sought to block U.S. efforts to oust Saddam before the war: They were clear evidence that the French were aiding the enemy.

			Earlier in 2003, U.S. intelligence officials had discovered that the French government had secretly helped officials from Saddam’s dying regime flee from Iraq. French officials in Syria provided the passports to the Iraqis, intelligence revealed, and the travel documents gave Saddam’s henchmen an easy exit. France is a member of the European Union, and the so-called Schengen Agreement provides that an EU passport holder can travel freely—that is, without any careful scrutiny by immigration authorities—through all but three EU countries (Britain, Denmark, and Ireland).

			The news that the French had enabled key Saddam aides to flee Iraq was a closely guarded secret even within the U.S. intelligence community. U.S. operatives used sensitive intelligence-gathering methods to uncover the truth about the passports, and the intelligence was distributed to a very small group of senior government officials. But those who did learn what the French had done—including officials in the Pentagon, the State Department, and the military—were angry. The French had helped the Iraqi officials escape from justice. Coalition troops were uncovering more and more mass graves in Iraq, but the French had made it much harder to find out who was responsible and to put them on trial for war crimes. Even after Saddam Hussein was captured in a hole in Iraq in December 2003, many senior Saddam loyalists remained at large, and it was clear that large numbers had fled the country.

			“It made it very difficult to track these people,” a senior Bush administration official said. Another official said, “It’s like Raoul Wallenberg in reverse,” referring to the Swedish diplomat who supplied travel documents to help Jews escape Nazi Germany in World War II. “Now you have the French helping the bad guys escape from us.”

			After the Washington Times broke the story in early May 2003, some officials publicly commented on the relationship between France and Iraq. Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld said simply, “France has historically had a very close relationship with Iraq. My understanding is that it continued right up until the outbreak of the war. What took place thereafter, we’ll find out.”

			Rumsfeld had developed a reputation for poking his finger in the eye of news reporters whenever he had the chance; if he found one fact wrong, he never hesitated to embarrass a reporter in public or private over the error. But when asked specifically whether France had helped Iraqis escape, he said, “I’ve read those reports, but I don’t have anything I can add to them.” In a meeting before that press conference, Rumsfeld had been more direct; when aides told him that he would be asked about the French assistance, he replied, “Gertz had that story already.” The secretary knew from the intelligence that had passed his desk that the report was true. Privately, the defense chief’s aides say that he was livid that the French had aided Saddam’s regime.

			But France’s government bristled at the suggestion that it would betray the United States by helping the Iraqis. A French Embassy spokeswoman, Nathalie Loiseau, stated, “France formally denies this type of allegation, which is not only contrary to reality but is intended to discredit our nation. It is certainly time for rumors of this type—totally unfounded and a dishonor to those who spread them—to stop.”

			Of course, those official comments came weeks before it became known that the 75th Intelligence Exploitation Group had discovered a dozen blank French passports in the Iraqi ministry. When, on May 24, the Washington Times broke the news that the U.S. team had found those passports, the French spin machine went into full action. Spokesmen again denounced the American press for heaping scorn on France.

			But to anyone who had closely followed France’s illicit relationship with the Iraqis—which went back decades—the French government’s denials rang hollow. On the passports specifically, the French denials seemed implausible in large part because it was difficult to believe alternative explanations for why an Iraqi ministry would have blank French passports. A Defense Intelligence Agency official who confirmed the existence of the dozen French passports suggested that they could have been looted from the French Embassy, since embassies often keep blank passports on hand to assist visiting nationals whose passports are lost or stolen. “And if embassies are looted, blank passports would be a great commodity in the right hands,” the official said. “The French had a lot of business interests in Iraq through the [UN] oil-for-food program.”

			But that explanation proved false. The French Embassy had not been looted, even after coalition forces took Baghdad on April 9. The reason was simple. In the days after the fall of Baghdad, France had protected the embassy with armed guards and barbed wire. Looters had sacked a French cultural center in Baghdad, but the center would not have had passports.

			Another explanation for the passports was that the Iraqis had forged them. “The Iraqis are adept at forging passports,” the defense official said. Even Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld, in an apparent effort to play down America’s rift with France, later told me that he did not view the passports as a smoking gun in the case against the French. “We all know that there are forged and stolen passports from a variety of countries,” he said, noting that trading and selling passports was a widespread problem in the Middle East.

			But analysis by intelligence teams determined that the passports found in the Iraqi ministry were in fact genuine French travel documents.

			According to a senior Defense Department official, a large group of Saddam’s henchmen had managed to get out of Iraq and ended up crossing the porous Syrian border. The Iraqis managed to make it to a hotel in Damascus and were there without their characteristic Saddam-style mustaches. “They stayed one night and were out of there the next day with French passports and on Air France to who knows where,” the senior official told me.

			The unmistakable conclusion was that the French were actively helping America’s enemy, an enemy that has killed hundreds of Americans and millions of Iraqis.

			And France’s aid to the Iraqi regime went far beyond passports. The evidence that France had sold out its allies to aid a rogue state led by a bloody tyrant was simply staggering. After all, by the time the U.S. military intelligence team discovered the French passports, U.S. forces had already found caches of French-made missiles and other weapons in Baghdad, and the Iraqis had already shot down an American pilot using a French missile. Even those discoveries, however, revealed just a small part of what the French had done to cozy up to a dictator.

			
				“RANK HYPOCRISY AND BLATANT DISLOYALTY”

				Americans had reacted angrily to France’s support for Iraq in the lead-up to the war, well before the public—and even most U.S. government officials—knew the depth of France’s treachery. Some people had taken to the streets to pour bottles of Beaujolais Nouveau wine into the streets. In New Jersey, California, and Illinois, people had thrown out imported French Evian bottled water, Dijon mustard, and Brie cheese. In a symbolic gesture, on March 11 Congress had banned the terms “french fries” and “french toast” from the House cafeteria; thereafter the House would be eating “freedom fries” and “freedom toast.” Although French president Jacques Chirac would claim that France did not suffer any economic penalties from the American backlash, economic statistics showed that the country lost some $500 million in business from Americans who canceled vacations in France. The state of Montana showed its displeasure by divesting itself of $15 million in French stocks.

				Those angry at the French could not understand why a longtime ally of the United States would stand against the United States and defend a tyrant like Saddam Hussein. As the noted French anticommunist intellectual Jean François Revel observes in his 2003 book Anti-Americanism, French leaders and intellectuals harbor a deep disdain for the United States, and these anti-Americans condemn the United States for prosecuting a war on terrorism. “Obsessed by their hatred and floundering in illogicality,” writes Revel, “these dupes forget that the United States, acting in her own self-interest, is also acting in the interest of us Europeans and in the interest of many other countries threatened, or already subverted and ruined, by terrorism.” Even before the war on terror, former French foreign minister Hubert Védrine had condemned what he called America’s “hyperpower,” and for months before the 2003 war in Iraq, France was trying to rein in American power.

				Along with Germany, another supposed U.S. ally, France refused to support any U.S. effort to remove Saddam Hussein. French leaders also argued that there could be no justification for war against Iraq unless the United Nations Security Council approved that strategy. In March 2003, Congressman Curt Weldon, Pennsylvania Republican and vice chairman of the House Armed Services Committee, pointed out France’s “rank hypocrisy and blatant disloyalty.” Weldon recalled that just four years earlier, France had not sought UN support for its effort to remove Serbian dictator Slobodan Milosevic from power because French officials knew that Russia, a traditional friend of the Serbs, would have blocked the measure. Instead the French asked the United States for help. “For the first time and only time in NATO’s history,” said Weldon, “along with our president, at that time Bill Clinton, they used a NATO military force to invade a non-NATO sovereign nation to remove the head of state.” In a letter to Chirac, the congressman stated that “your sudden reverence for the inviolability of the United Nations is laughable.” Noting that Saddam Hussein was a far worse dictator than Milosevic (“The atrocities perpetrated under Hussein’s regime are well documented by organizations such as Human Rights Watch, the International Federation for Human Rights, Amnesty International, the Coalition for International Justice, and even the United Nations”), Weldon concluded, “Convenience, not principle, seems to be France’s guiding compass.”

				As Weldon observed, in using all their power to block Saddam’s removal from power, the French were blatantly disregarding not only the long record of Saddam’s crimes but also Iraq’s constant flouting of United Nations resolutions since the end of the 1991 Persian Gulf War. Interestingly, France’s repeated efforts to block the United States at the United Nations might have actually made military action necessary. In the fall of 2002, France had watered down the language in UN Security Council Resolution 1441 that required Iraq to disarm all its chemical, biological, and nuclear weapons programs. Privately, Deputy Defense Secretary Paul Wolfowitz said that France’s diplomatic subversion had made it more difficult to resolve the problem of Iraq peacefully. (Later, when he learned that the French had helped Iraqi officials escape, Wolfowitz would begin to think of France not as an unfaithful ally but as a new enemy, albeit an enemy not in the same category as Syria, Iran, and North Korea, or even Russia and China.)

				In early March 2003, shortly before the war began, French foreign minister Dominique de Villepin told reporters in Paris that France “will not allow a resolution to pass that authorizes resorting to force.” He declared that “Russia and France, as permanent members of the Security Council, will assume their full responsibilities on this point.”

				According to Jacques Chirac, however, France was not opposing the United States or “appeasing this dictator,” Saddam. Chirac testily told a television interviewer, “Why would France want to restrain American power? And even if France wanted to do so, how could we? It’s an absurd line of reasoning. It is absolutely not reasonable [or] realistic. I am trying to be more serious and more honest of our assessment of things and world affairs today. It is ridiculous, really.” Meanwhile, in denying that he was trying to appease Saddam, Chirac revealed how lenient he would be with the Iraqi tyrant. “I think the more we threaten him, the more he will react as a wounded animal,” he said. “Again, every day there [is] one more step toward cooperation done by Iraq.”

				But if France’s actions seemed illogical or hypocritical, it was only because Americans did not understand that the French had long ago sold out to the Iraqis.

			

			
				GETTING IN BED WITH A TYRANT

				The American soldiers who found caches of French missiles in Baghdad in 2003 may have been startled that a U.S. ally would secretly arm Saddam Hussein, but the problem was not new. French aid to Iraq goes back decades, and it has included transfers of all types of advanced conventional arms and even components for weapons of mass destruction.

				The central figure in France’s weapons ties to Iraq was none other than Jacques Chirac. Chirac’s relationship with Saddam Hussein went as far back as 1975, when the French politician first hosted Saddam Hussein in Paris. Investigative reporter Kenneth Timmerman, a specialist on arms proliferation, outlined the Chirac-Saddam ties in his 1991 book The Death Lobby. As a Paris-based journalist, Timmerman closely followed France’s addiction to selling deadly arms to Iraq.

				As Timmerman documented, in September 1975 Chirac, then the French premier, rolled out the red carpet for Saddam when the Iraqi strongman visited Paris. “I welcome you as my personal friend,” Chirac said to Saddam, who was then vice president of Iraq. “I assure you of my esteem, my consideration, and my affection.” The French put Saddam up at the Hotel Marigny, an annex to the l’Élysée presidental palace, and gave him all the trappings of a head of state, including formal state receptions. The French wanted Iraqi oil, and by establishing this friendship with Saddam Hussein, Chirac would help France replace the Soviet Union as Iraq’s leading supplier of weapons and military goods.

				In fact, Chirac helped sell Saddam the two nuclear reactors that started Baghdad on the path to nuclear weapons. So involved was Jacques Chirac in the deal for the Iraqis’ first nuclear reactor, the Osirak, that those who opposed the sale referred to the reactor as the “O-Chirac.” In June 1981, however, Israeli jets launched a daring bombing raid against the reactor, reducing the facility to rubble before it could be put on line and begin producing material that could be used for a nuclear bomb. The raid stopped Iraq from getting a nuclear bomb.

				The Israeli bombing raid proved to be a key international lesson in counterproliferation, one that stands today as an example to the world. David Ivry, the major general in charge of the operation, said that in the early 1990s the U.S. secretary of defense, Dick Cheney, presented him with a large satellite photograph of the bombed-out Osirak facility. Cheney signed the photo, noting that the operation showed that the Israelis knew how to deal with threats from weapons of mass destruction. Ivry would go on to be the Israeli ambassador to the United States. In 2000, he showed me a drawing hanging in his embassy office of one of the U.S.-made F-16 fighters that took part in the 680-mile raid known as Operation Opera. Each of the Israeli Defense Forces pilots who took part in the raid had signed the drawing. One of the pilots had written, in Hebrew, “To the conductor of the opera, from the orchestra.”

				John Shaw, the deputy undersecretary of defense for international technology security, who for a time lived in Paris, told me that it is well known in France that Chirac “has been kind of in a godfather relationship with Saddam” dating to the time when France jump-started Iraq’s nuclear program. Shaw said it was “an accepted fact in France” that Chirac was getting financial help for his various political campaigns from Baghdad. He also observed that Army and Defense Department investigators had discovered that France was one of the largest weapons sellers to Iraq and that tons of the armaments were still in bunkers spread out in the Iraqi desert.

				During the 1980s, when Paris backed Iraq in its war against Iran, France sold Mirage F-1 fighters, Super Entendard aircraft, and Exocet antiship missiles to Baghdad. By the 1990s the ties between France and Iraq apparently were so strong that on the eve of the first Persian Gulf War the French government tried to conclude a secret deal with Baghdad to protect Saddam Hussein’s regime from coalition forces. In January 1991, the CIA revealed in a classified report that French officials had contacted Iraqi government officials and promised to help prevent a U.S.-led military operation if Iraq would agree to withdraw half its troops from Kuwait. According to the report, the French said they would also try to address the problem of Palestinians in Israel if the Iraqis agreed to withdraw troops, but the Iraqis rejected the deal. U.S. government officials who learned of the secret negotiation felt that the French were undermining the coalition against Iraq by “freelancing” their own settlement plan.

				After the Persian Gulf War, the United Nations imposed a strict arms embargo against Iraq, but numerous intelligence reports revealed that the French continued to back Iraq throughout the 1990s. For example, a CIA report from late 1996 showed that the French sent Iraq weapons to boost the power of Saddam’s French-made Mirage fighters. A squadron of Iraqi Mirage F-1 fighters began receiving pairs of the advanced French Magic 2 air-to-air missiles in July 1996, according to the CIA. The Magic 2 missiles gave the Iraqis significantly improved air-combat capabilities and made patrolling the UN-mandated no-fly zone over Iraq much more dangerous for American and British pilots. “Something like that makes the hair [of fighter pilots] stand up on the back of your neck,” said Robert Gaskin, a former Air Force fighter pilot. A major French arms maker, Matra, produced the missiles, and U.S. intelligence officials believed that the Iraqis could not have obtained the improved missiles without the covert support of some members of the French government, which tightly controls arms exports from France and any other defense deals.

				The signs of France’s corrupt dealings with Iraq were everywhere. In fact, according to a senior member of Congress who declined to be identified by name, by 2000 France was Iraq’s largest supplier of military and dual-use equipment.

				To get around the UN arms embargo, Saddam Hussein also developed illegal-parts networks that enabled an Iraqi military buildup in the years before U.S. forces launched a second assault on Iraq. One spare-parts pipeline flowed from a French company to the Al Tamoor Trading Company in the United Arab Emirates, which then sent the parts through a third country, Turkey, and into Iraq by truck. Through this pipeline the Iraqis obtained spare parts for their Mirage F-1 jets and Gazelle attack helicopters. U.S. intelligence would not discover the pipeline until 2003, on the eve of war; sensitive intelligence indicated that parts had been smuggled to Iraq as recently as January.

				Two CIA reports provided further evidence that these transfers were occurring. In a report to Congress made public in January 2003, the CIA revealed, “A thriving gray-arms market and porous borders have allowed Baghdad to acquire smaller arms and components for larger arms, such as spare parts for aircraft, air defense systems, and armored vehicles.” Another report, from October 2002, stated, “Iraq imports goods using planes, trains, trucks, and ships without any type of international inspections—in violation of U.N. Security Council resolutions.”

				U.S. intelligence agencies later came under fire over questions about prewar estimates of Iraq’s stockpiles of weapons of mass destruction. But intelligence on Iraq’s hidden procurement networks was indeed confirmed. An initial accounting by the Pentagon in the months after the fall of Baghdad revealed that Saddam had acquired between 650,000 and 1 million tons of foreign conventional weapons covertly. The main suppliers were found to be Russia, China, and France. By contrast, the U.S. arsenal is between 1.6 and 1.8 million tons.

				By 2003, Iraq owed France an estimated $4 billion for arms sales and infrastructure construction projects, according to French government estimates. U.S. officials believed that this massive debt was one reason France opposed a military operation to oust Saddam Hussein. Of course, the French must not have been concerned only with unpaid bills for past arms transfers; the fact that the illegal deals were continuing even as war loomed indicated that France viewed Saddam’s regime as a future source of income.

			

			
				THE WEAPONS DEALS CONTINUE

				As the United States prepared for military action against Iraq in the late winter of 2003, the new intelligence revealing that the French continued to aid Saddam Hussein’s regime infuriated many U.S. officials, but it also helped explain why France had refused to deal harshly with Iraq. When the parts sales were discovered in early 2003, one intelligence official remarked, “No wonder the French are opposing us.” That official was careful to stipulate that the intelligence reports did not indicate whether the French government had sanctioned or known about the parts transfers; the French company at the beginning of the pipeline remained unidentified in intelligence reports. Again, however, France’s government tightly controls its aerospace and defense firms, so it would be difficult to believe that the transfers took place without the knowledge of at least some government officials. Iraq’s Mirage F-1 was made by France’s Dassault Aviation. Gazelle attack helicopters were made by Aerospatiale, which later became part of a consortium of European defense companies.

				A senior administration official declined to discuss Iraq’s purchase of French warplane and helicopter parts. “It is well known that the Iraqis use front companies to try to obtain a number of prohibited items,” the official said. The State Department, meanwhile, confirmed that intelligence had indicated the French had given support to Iraq’s military. Spokeswoman Jo-Anne Prokopowicz said, “UN sanctions prohibit the transfer to Iraq of arms and matériel of all types, including military aircraft and spare parts. We take illicit transfers to Iraq very seriously and work closely with our allies to prevent Iraq from acquiring sensitive equipment.”

				Other members of the U.S. government expressed their outrage. For example, Senator Ted Stevens, Alaska Republican and chairman of the powerful Senate Appropriations Committee, declared that France’s selling military equipment to Iraq was “international treason.” After pointing out that such deals violated a UN resolution, Stevens said, “As a pilot and a former war pilot, this disturbs me greatly that the French would allow in any way parts for the Mirage to be exported so the Iraqis could continue to use those planes.” For his part, Congressman Weldon declared, “The French, unfortunately, are becoming less trustworthy than the Russians. It’s outrageous they would allow technology to support the jets of Saddam Hussein to be transferred.”

				The U.S. military was about to go to war with Iraq, and thanks to the French, the Iraqi air force had become more dangerous. In his February 5, 2003, presentation to the United Nations, in which he summarized the intelligence about Iraq’s ongoing weapons procurement, Secretary of State Colin Powell revealed another reason why Iraq’s French-made Mirage fighters posed a threat. During the presentation, Powell showed a videotape of an Iraqi F-1 Mirage that had been modified to spray anthrax spores, which gave the Iraqis a means “to disperse lethal biological agents widely, indiscriminately into the water supply, into the air,” the secretary said.

				Just days before the U.S. and coalition forces launched the military campaign against Iraq, yet more evidence of French treachery emerged. In fact, this was one of the most egregious cases: In mid-March 2003, U.S. intelligence and defense officials confirmed that exporters in France had conspired with China to provide Iraq with chemicals used in making solid fuel for long-range missiles. The sanctions-busting operation occurred in August 2002, as the U.S. National Security Agency discovered through electronic intercepts.

				According to intelligence reports, the chemical transferred to Iraq was a transparent liquid rubber called hydroxy terminated polybutadiene, or HTPB. U.S. intelligence traced the sale to China’s Qilu Chemicals, which “is the largest manufacturer of HTPB in China,” according to a U.S. intelligence official. A French company known as CIS Paris helped broker the sale of twenty tons of HTPB, which was shipped from China to the Syrian port of Tartus. The chemicals were then sent by truck from Syria
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