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Crisis and uproar became prominent in Davos headlines, as a result of the focus on the global financial and economic crisis and the crisis of trust resulting from it. This also came as a result of Turkey's Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdoğan angrily walking out of a session of discussion about Gaza, after having called on US President Barack Obama to "redefine terrorism" as a prelude and basis for a new policy towards the Middle East, one that would include embracing Hamas. Discussions behind closed doors in Davos were just as exciting if not more. They reflected notable stances on numerous issues and cases, and revealed the features of numerous world figures who participated in the forum, among them China's Prime Minister Wen Jiabao and Russia's Vladimir Putin. It was noteworthy when one economic thinker said that the West had fallen because of its mistakes and that the world would turn to the East for leadership, adding that emerging from the banking crisis would require following the example of Islamic banks and the model of eliminating interest rates. It was also saddening to listen to so much frustration as a result of reaching the conclusion that Israel does not want the two-state solution (as is also the case with Iran, Hamas and those who support them), accompanied by fears that extremism will triumph and moderation decline in the Middle East, and that the Arab-Israeli conflict will certainly turn into a religious Muslim-Jewish conflict all over the world, as a result of the consequences of the disappearance of the two-state solution and of Israel turning into a purely Jewish state, which would require the collective expulsion of a million Palestinians. Such an extent of childishness was shameful in the analyses of Arab leaderships that have fallen in the trap of petty quarrels between them. Side discussions in Davos have revealed for example that Qatar is willing in principle to host Sudan's President Omar Al-Bashir, in case the judges ratify the decision of the Attorney-General to arrest him for crimes in Darfur. Another example is that there is an ongoing debate inside Saudi Arabia over whether to give priority to internal reform or to regional leadership. Such discussions also revealed that Barack Obama's absence was the most notable, as it was to him that advice was given and wishes of lucid and wise leadership were directed. The new president's priorities are certainly the economic crisis and its repercussions on the American people and the rest of the world. However, regional developments, especially in the Middle East, have dragged Obama to them against his will. Indeed, he must now review what has resulted from the events in Gaza, in terms of coalitions and alliances, and has become obligated to define the direction and the identity of his administration, before being dragged behind events and mistakes.

President Barack Obama's wise policies are not those that were promoted earlier by a number of his advisers during the election campaign, which called for conciliation and striking deals, even if this were to involve rewarding the policies of fear, terrorism and extortion. Those who have adopted such policies belong to the coalition of "defiance", which includes Iran, Syria, Hamas, Hezbollah, Sudan, Libya, Qatar, and also Algeria. To understand the meaning and reasons behind such "defiance" is of the greatest necessity for Barack Obama's administration, because it has to decide whether it stands with moderation, coexistence and putting an end to impunity, or with the alliance of extremism, rejection of coexistence, striking deals in order to evade accountability and punishment, and cheating international law and UN resolutions. It must understand why one its allies, such as Qatar, would join the alliance of defiance, and recognize what such an ally really wants... and really does. It is its duty to face reality, which is that Israel is a partner in extremism and effectively a part of the coalition of defiance. Turkey also plays a questionable role, one which places it very close to the coalition of defiance, and which it claims to be one of mediation, when in fact it sides with Hamas at the expense of the Palestinian Authority.

The "alliance of moderates" is the US's natural partner, because it is the coalition of reform, coexistence and moderation, and includes Saudi Arabia, Egypt, the UAE, Jordan, Tunisia, Morocco, Bahrain, Yemen and the Palestinian Authority, led by Mahmoud Abbas and Salam Fayad. Iraq does not formally belong to the coalition of moderates, yet it was Iraq's vote which determined that the legal quorum would not be met at the Doha summit, in which Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad participated, the purpose of which was to strike a finishing blow against the forces of moderation. As for Lebanon, it would certainly be in the coalition of moderation, had its moderation not been hindered by Hezbollah, and the same applies to Kuwait. Oman seems closer to the coalition of defiance than to that of moderation, and it is part of what is causing harmful division in the ranks of Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) states, a division led by the disagreement between Qatar and Saudi Arabia, which sometimes subsides only to emerge again.

Regarding the Palestinian-Israeli issue, what could save the region from collapse is for President Barack Obama to adopt policies of audacity and interference. Everyone is demanding that he think of the following: what will happen if the option of a two-state solution were to collapse, knowing that Israel refuses the solution of one democratic state that would include the Jews and Palestinian Arabs on an equal footing? Some frankly speak of measures to resolve the so-called demographic problem inside Israel, as there are more than a million Palestinians present in the country, which would require communal expulsion and ethnic cleansing. It is the duty of the new US President to interfere, as he holds an unprecedented mandate from the American people and from the peoples of the world. Furthermore, the extremism of such measures will not serve Israel in the long run, as it lives in a siege mentality. It will not serve the US, which supports Israel without holding it accountable, but rather will come for it at a high cost, and will expose Jews in the world to revenge. Immediate interference is hence necessary.

Some of the leaders of the Middle East present themselves as channels of communication and influence on Hamas and the other Palestinian factions, on the basis that involving Hamas in Palestinian-Israeli negotiations is the key to a peaceful solution, coexistence and the two-state solution. Their aim is simply to mislead Barack Obama's administration and drive it to enter into partnership with them to topple the Palestinian Authority and grant Hamas the main role. The Chairman of the Hamas Political Bureau, Khaled Meshaal, declared that the movement seeks a Palestinian "authority of reference" that would be an alternative to the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO). Indeed, the right to negotiate belongs to the PLO, and it is Israel's partner in peaceful negotiations for a two-state solution. Hamas refuses the two-state solution and the Arab Peace Initiative, as so do the leaders of the coalition of defiance, and thus all those who volunteer to influence Hamas are but the holders of questionable agendas. Most of them use Hamas itself and not just the suffering of Palestinian civilians to say to Washington: we hold the key.

The outburst of anger of Turkey's Prime Minister, Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, at the session in Davos, was not only the result of Israeli President Shimon Peres's emotional outburst, after he felt surrounded and denounced as a result of the extent of Israeli violations presented during the session by Secretary-General of the United Nations Ban Ki-moon and Secretary-General of the Arab League Amro Moussa, as well as Erdoğan himself. Peres was foaming at the mouth as he burned with anger, and he spoke excessively as he usually does, raising his voice and encroaching upon the dignity of the Turkish Prime Minister, which aroused the latter's nationalistic pride. The discussion's moderator, respected fellow journalist David Ignatius perhaps made a mistake when he failed to stop Peres from speaking excessively, and then repeated his mistake by interrupting Erdoğan, although the time-limit required him to do so. Nevertheless, Erdoğan used the Washington Post journalist for his own ends, making him the scapegoat. After launching defamation campaigns against him and wrongfully accusing him of bias, Erdoğan returned to his country a "hero" welcomed by the crowds. Yet Erdoğan's outbidding was not restricted to outbidding Arab leaderships, as he also outbid Hezbollah, while his aim was to thrust Hamas into Palestinian-Israeli negotiations. That is in fact the agenda of the US President, whom Erdoğan called on - through Al-Hayat - to redefine terrorism to allow Hamas to be a part of the new US policy towards the Middle East, accompanied by an implicit message signifying: I am the channel. Erdoğan said that the Turkish channel between Syria and Israel would have moved forward, had not Israel invaded Gaza, and that the two sides were only "a few words" apart. This mission has now been postponed by a decision from both Israel and Syria, and Damascus has voiced its desire for a link with Israel through the US Administration. In fact, Syria and Turkey are competing to say "I hold the key", as Damascus offers itself to the US Administration as the most effective channel to influence, or to contain, Hamas and the other Palestinian factions. Because Egypt has taken charge of the inter-Palestinian reconciliation, Turkey seeks a new role for itself, and Erdoğan has found in the Davos session an opportunity to challenge Israel verbally, in order to draw massive popular support for such heroism, while taking the utmost care to protect the strategic relationship between Turkey and Israel, at both the military and political level. 

There has been much talk behind the scenes in Davos about Syria and the US Administration, and some have spoken of the elements of a deal by which Damascus would obtain the Golan and normalize relations with the US Administration, in return for renouncing its Palestinian assets, represented by Hamas and the other Palestinian factions, and separation from Tehran. What remains obscure in this alleged deal is the issue of Lebanon and the Special Tribunal to try those responsible for the assassination of former Lebanese Prime Minister Rafic Hariri and his companions, as well as for the other political assassinations. Some Americans have decided that reviving the Syrian-Israeli front of negotiations is the only hope to divert attention away from the suffering of the Palestinians. Those have been repeatedly trying to go through with a matter which will be difficult, if not impossible, for President Barack Obama and his team to approve of. Former negotiator in the Peace Process under former presidents Bush Senior and Clinton, Aaron Miller, merely expresses his personal opinion, knowing that he holds no position in Barack Obama's administration, when he publicly calls for sacrificing the Special Tribunal for Lebanon in order not to hinder the Syrian-Israeli peace deal. Aaron Miller is wrong, and Obama's team will not jeopardize justice, when he himself had originally started off from the principle of justice and of upholding the law.

Perhaps Obama's team is willing to compromise with Iran, and much risk lies in taking such a direction. Obama may decide to hold on to the "sexpartite" international conditions, which require Iran to suspend its uranium enrichment program as a prelude to resolving the nuclear issue, while initiating talks with Iran over bilateral and regional issues. If Iran responds positively to such an initiative, it may help to convince Iran's rulers to abandon their nuclear ambitions, although that is unlikely. If, on the other hand, Iran refuses, this will provide the US President with the ammunition needed to push internationally for reinforcing sanctions, so as to inflict more harm on the regime in Tehran, and may help him to convince the Europeans - and not just Russia and China - that the time has come to reinforce sanctions.
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