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30-11 Iraqi Aggression in Kuwait (1990)

George H. W. Bush

Speaking before the United Nations General Assembly as communism was collapsing in

Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union, President George H. W. Bush (b. 1924) spoke of the
promise of “a new international order” and the threat posed to that new world order by

Iraqi aggression.

Source: From George Bush, “Aggression in the Gulf: A Partnership of Nations,” October 1, 1990.

The founding of the United Nations embodied our deepest
hopes for a peaceful world. And during the past year, we've
come closer than ever before to realizing those hopes. We've
seen a century sundered by barbed threats and barbed wire,
give way to a new era of peace and competition and free-
dom. ...

Not since 1945 have we seen the real possibility of using
the United Nations as it was designed, as a center for interna-
tional collective security. . . .

Can we work together in a new partnership of nations?
Can the collective strength of the world community ex-
pressed by the United Nations unite to deter and defeat ag-
gression? Because the cold war’s battle of ideas is not the last
epic battle of this century.

Two months ago, in the waning weeks of one of history’s
most hopeful summers, the vast, still beauty of the peaceful
Kuwaiti desert was fouled by the stench of diesel and the roar
of steel tanks. And once again, the sound of distant thunder
echoed across a cloudless sky. And once again, the world
awoke to face the guns of August.

But this time, the world was ready. The United Nations
Security Council’s resolute response to Iraq’s unprovoked
aggression has been without precedent. Since the invasion
on August 2, the Council has passed eight major resolutions
setting the terms for a solution to the crisis. The Iraqi regime
has yet to face the facts. But as I said last month, the annexa-
tion of Kuwait will not be permitted to stand. And this is not
simply the view of the United States. It is the view of every
Kuwaiti, the Arab League, the United Nations. Irag’s leaders
should listen. It is Iraq against the world.

Let me take this opportunity to make the policy of my
Government clear. The United States supports the use of
sanctions to compel Iraq’s leaders to withdraw immediately
and without condition from Kuwait. We also support the
provision of medicine and food for humanitarian purposes,
so long as distribution can be properly monitored. Our
quarrel is not with the people of Iraq. We do not wish for
them to suffer. The world’s quarrel is with the dictator who
ordered that invasion.

Along with others, we have dispatched military forces to
the region to enforce sanctions, to deter and if need be de-
fend against further aggression. And we seek no advantage
for ourselves, nor do we seek to maintain our military forces

in Saudi Arabia for one day longer than is necessary. U.S.
forces were sent at the request of the Saudi Government.

The American people and this President want every
single American soldier brought home as soon as this mis-
sion is completed.

Let me also emphasize that all of us here at the U.N.
hope that military force will never be used. We seek a peace-
ful outcome, a diplomatic outcome. And one more thing:
in the aftermath of Irag’s unconditional departure from
Kuwait, I truly believe there may be opportunities for Iraq
and Kuwait to settle their differences permanently, for the
states of the gulf themselves to build new arrangements for
stability and for all the states and the peoples of the region to
settle the conflicts that divide the Arabs from Israel.

But the world’s key task, now, first and always, must be
to demonstrate that aggression will not be tolerated or re-
warded. . ..

The United Nations can help bring about a new day—a
day when these kinds of terrible weapons and the terrible
despots who would use them, or both, were a thing of the
past. It is in our hands to leave these dark machines behind,
in the dark ages where they belong, and to press forward to
cap a historic movement towards a new world order, and a
long era of peace.

We have.a vision of a new partnership of nations that
transcends the cold war; a partnership based on consulta-
tion, cooperation and collective action, especially through
international and regional organizations; a partnership
united by principle and the rule of law and supported by an
equitable sharing of both cost and commitment; a partner-
ship whose goals are to increase democracy, increase pros-
perity, increase the peace and reduce arms. . ..

I see a world of open borders, open trade and, most
importantly, open minds, a world that celebrates the com-
mon heritage that belongs to all the world’s people, taking
pride not just in hometown or homeland but in humanity
itself. T see a world touched by a spirit like that of the
Olympics, based not on competition that’s driven by fear,
but sought out of joy and exhilaration and a true quest for
excellence.

And I see a world where democracy continues to win
new friends and convert old foes, and where the Americas—
North, Central and South—can provide a model for the
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future of all humankind, the world’s first completely demo-
cratic hemisphere. And I see a world building on the emerg-
ing new model of European unity, not just Europe, but the
whole world whole and free.

This is precisely why the present aggression in the gulf is
a menace not only to . . . one region’s security, but to the en-

tire world’s vision of our future. It threatens to turn the
dream of a new international order into a grim nightmare of
anarchy in which the law of the jungle supplants the law of
nations. And that'’s why the United Nations reacted with
such historic unity and resolve. And that’s why this challenge
is a test that we cannot afford to fail.

Questions

1. What role did Bush see the United Nations playing in the “new international order”?

2. Why, according to Bush, was Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait a “menace” to “the dream of a

new international order”?

30-1\, University Students Reflect on the Gulf War (1991)

David MaranisS$

The American military that fought and won the war against Iraq A an all-volunteer force.
(Not since the 1970s had the United States resorted to the dr

) The students whose dis-

cussion is reported here by David Maraniss of the Washzn g1 Post talked during the aerial

phase of Operation Desert Storm, before the mounting of

the ground offensive against Iraq.

Source: David Maraniss, “It’s Their War, Too” from Wagh gtorz Post, February 11, 1991. Copyright ©
198] by The Washington Post. All rights reserved. Ugéd by permission and protected by the Copyright

LawRgf the United States. The printing, copying, &

stribution, or retransmission of the Material with-

out expRgss written permission is prohibited. &

Seven buddies sit in the living room of their dorRyjtory suite
12 floors above the classical orderliness of Vanderylt Uni-
versity. They are the same age as many of the youngmen

fighting in the Persian Gulf War: 20 and 21, on the cusgo

adulthood. As privileged sons of professional America, thefg

lives are not on the line, yet this is their war, too, ang#

sense that somehow it has changed them forever. 4

Perhaps the effect is not immediately obvig# 5 as they
spend the day. They watch basketball at Mg forial Gym.
They eat pizza from Mazzio’s and junk 4 fod from the
Munchi Mart. They play baseball and ra etrack Nintendo
computer games. They retreat into theig fooms to study En-
glish and political science. They listengfo “Living Colour” and
“Public Enemy” on their compact flisc players. They go to a
dance or a movie.

But the change is occurrjgfg 1n51de as they struggle with
tough questions about whq hey are and what they are doing
while so many of their ghronological peers—so alike, yet
different—sleep in tg#hches and drive light armored ve-
hicles in the Saudi Agabian desert.

Here are theguestions for these students: Should you
fight in this wagf Would you? Should there be a draft? Is it
fair that yougdvhite and middle class, are here while a dis-
proportiongfte number of blacks and Hispanics are over
there? Weflild you die if you went? Didn’t your life seem so
safe agfl comfortable for so many years? What happened?

D6es this war open up the possibility of one military con-
flict after another for the course of your life? Is that what
you expected?

“No, this is not something we expected to face in our
lives.” said Mark Dusek, 20, a junior from Houston majoring
in math and biology. On that point, all seven agreed. War
was far from their minds as they entered college. They

hought the world was becoming safer, especially as tension

ed with the Soviet Union. Grenada and Panama did not
¥ like war to them. They could not remember Vietnam.

b ring the first semester, the television was used mostly
to watcBsports; now they tune in the war on CNN. From
Septembe o December, the only part of the newspaper read
in their suiteRyas the sports section, said Greg Anglum, 20, a
junior economRg major from Walt Whitman High School in
Bethesda, Md. “N® we all read the front page.”

This semester Mas been different from the day they re-
turned in the second Week of January. Mike Penn, 21, a se-
nior communications m@or from Indianapolis, remembers
driving back to school doWg Interstate 65 and seeing three
big trucks hauling coffins fRgm the Batesville Casket Co.
“That’s when it hit me that t/Rg was really happening and
all our lives were changing,” Pen®ysaid. “People were going
to die”

Five of the seven agree with Presid®gt Bush that the war
is just or at least necessary. But not one wants to fight in it.




