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The United States and the European Union have launched an undeclared war against Syria, Iran and Russia – it is
known by the alias «economic sanctions». This appalling tactic killed more than a million Iraqis during the 1990’s,
without arousing any suspicion in Western public opinion. It is used today, patiently, against any state which
refuses to be dominated by the unipolar world order.

In the past, conventional war strategy included the siege of a city or a state. It was used to isolate the enemy, to
prevent him from using his resources, to submit him to famine, and finally to gain victory. In Europe, the Catholic
church firmly condemned this tactic as criminal, in that it killed civilians first, and the military forces only afterwards.

Today, conventional wars include «economic sanctions», which are used for the same purpose. From 1990 to
2003, the sanctions levied against Iraq by the UN Security Council killed more than a million civilians. In fact, it was
a war led by the bankers in the name of the institution whose purpose was supposedly to promote peace.

It is probable that several of the states which voted for these sanctions were not aware of their extent nor their
consequences. What is certain is that when some members of the Security Council asked for the sanctions to be
lifted, the United States and the United Kingdom opposed the motion, thereby assuming the responsibility for a
million dead civlians.

After numerous international civil servants had been fired for their participation in the massacre of a million Iraqi
civilians, the United Nations began to think about the manner in which they could make the sanctions more
effective in terms of the objectives announced. In other words, to ensure that the sanctions would effect only the
political and military sectors, and not civilians. There was talk of «targeted sanctions».However, despite much
research on the subject, no-one has ever practised sanctions against a state which affected its leaders and not its
population.

The effect of sanctions is linked to the interpretation that the governments make of the texts which define them. For
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example, most of the texts evoke sanctions on products which may be used both by civilians and the military, which
leaves plenty of room for interpretation. A rifle may be forbidden for export to a certain state because it can be used
for war as well as hunting. But a bottle of water can be drunk by a mother as well as a soldier. Consequently, the
same texts – according to the political circumstances and the evolution of the government’s will – can lead to
extremely different results.

The situation is all the more complicated in that the legal sanctions of the Security Council are augmented by the
illegal sanctions of the United States and the European Union. Indeed, while some states or intergovernmental
institutions can legally refuse commercial relations with other states, they can not establish unilateral sanctions
without waging war.

The term «sanction» gives the impression that the state which is submitted to them has committed a crime, and that
it has been tried before being found guilty. This is true for sanctions decreed by the Security Council, but not those
decided unilaterally by the United States and the European Union. These are purely and simply acts of war.

After the war against the British in 1812, Washington created the Office of Foreign Assets Control, which is tasked
with waging this white-collar war.

Currently, the main states which are victims of sanctions are not the targets of the United Nations, but exclusively
those of the United States and the European Union. They are Syria, Iran and Russia. That is to say the three states
which are fighting the jihadists supported by the Western powers.

Most of the sanctions that have been decreed are without direct links to the contemporary war against Syria. The
sanctions aimed at Damascus are mainly linked to its support for the Lebanese Hezbollah, and to the asylum
granted to the Palestinian Hamas (which has since joined the Muslim Brotherhood, and is now fighting against
Syria). The sanctions against Iran were allegedly imposed against its military nuclear programme, even though it
was closed down by the Ayatollah Khomeiny thirty years ago. They continue to be levied despite the signature of
the 5+1 agreement, which was supposed to resolve this problem, which does not in fact exist. Those levied against
Russia sanction the incorporation of Crimea after it had refused the Nazi coup d’état in Kiev, qualified as a
«democratic revolution» by NATO.

The most rigourous sanctions currently levied are those affecting Syria. A report drawn up by the UN Office for the
Coordinaton of Humanitarian Affairs in Syria, financed by the Swiss Confederation, and made public four months
ago, observes that the US and European interpretation of the texts leads to the deprivation, for the majority of
Syrians, of many medical care products and also food resources. A great number of medical products are
forbidden, since they are considered to be of double usage, and it is impossible to pay for the importation of food
via the international banking system.

Although the situation of the Syrian people is not as catastrophic as that of the Iraqis in the 1990’s, it is
nonetheless a war waged by the United States and the European Union, by financial and economic means,
exclusively against the population living under the protection of the Syrian Arab Republic – with intent to kill.  
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