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The majority of Democrats are not involved in an ideological clash or vital row as they choose between two contenders for the Democratic presidential nomination, former first lady, Senator Hillary Clinton and African-American Senator Barack Obama, a descendent of migrants. Almost all Democrats feel comfortable and enthusiastic regardless of the outcomes because each of the two contenders is relatively new, is making historical precedent, and reflects the main views of the Democratic Party. Although the battle over the nomination is still far from being decisively settled, there is serious talk of whichever of them will represent a serious challenger to Republican candidate John McCain, especially in light of Obama’s winning streak. Interestingly, however, while Democrats and many independents feel euphoric and excited about change, the automatic assumption that the White House will no longer stay in the custody of Republicans has faded away and has been replaced by serious fears of failing to take the White House back, a fear attributed to a number of factors. Republicans believe that Barack Obama is an easier rival to beat by John McCain, a belief shared by the supporters of Hillary Clinton, although for different reasons. Obama’s supporters consider this to be nonsense and point out to the momentum and motion that Obama has come to represent, which will clear traditional barriers on his way to the White House. Obama has turned into a popular phenomenon that goes beyond the Democratic Party, attracts independents and even some Republicans, and raises the desire to make history. He is young, smart, and handsome, driven by organized ambition and backed by a refreshing electoral campaign. His life story is interesting and complicated but it did not stop him from seeking education in the most prestigious universities or competing for the highest post in the nation. And while America likes all this, there is another story of another candidate that may win the minds and hearts of Americans, especially if it is associated with threats to the US national security, the story of John McCain. 

Hillary Clinton’s story may not attract the sympathies of Americans, at least because Hillary comes across as unemotional, at least in the mind of most Americans. Still, she contributed to making her husband, stood behind him during his stay in the White House, even when he did her wrong. She is a mother who has done a great job raising her daughter Chelsea and protecting her from the bumpy rides in her life. As a woman, she is capable, strong, intelligent and entitled like any man to seek office in the White House. Yet, apart from the fact that she is making history by merely being a woman, her story does not stand out in the personal story duel as the case may be in a duel between Barack Obama against John McCain. 

The personal story aspect will be very important among the youth so excited for Obama’s movement. The Republicans are betting that as the glamour of Obama’s beautiful story fades, the youth will listen to McCain’s painful story of how he was tortured in jail, how his arms were tied behind his back for months, how his campaign was considered all but over as he ran out of funds, only to return as the Republican frontrunner. The youth will also be interested in the fact that McCain is not the candidate of the conservative Republicans nor a member of the neo-conservatives. While the conservative establishment in the Republican party has stood against McCain, he nonetheless managed to prevail against the challenges that everyone had expected to bring his campaign to an end. This may not tempt those who believe that McCain is too old at the age of 71 even despite his euphoria, or the fact that the similarities between his positions and those of President George W. Bush make him the status quo candidate. It is the status quo that angers most Americans at George Bush, especially over the war in Iraq. Some also hold him responsible for the failing economy. All these consider Obama as the real agent for change, away from anything that reminds them of Bush senior or junior, or Clinton the husband or wife. Still, McCain’s supporters argue that McCain is nowhere close to Bush and insist that the Democrats will not be able to picture him as such. Scrutiny of the two men’s policies reveals critical differences over several issues, starting with climate change and handling the war on terror. Supporters claim that McCain speaks a moderate and pragmatic language, whereas Bush speaks the language of traditional and neo-conservatives. 

McCain’s supporters are betting that Obama will later appear to voters as “too inclined to the radical left as George McGovern” without any experience in making decisions in the face of unexpected events. He also has a very liberal record at the Senate. For them, Obama represents a “different type of win for McCain,” especially when compared to Hillary Clinton whom they describe as lacking the sufficient experience that McCain possesses in handling national security issues. They also say that she has a “divisive” reputation rather than a uniting reputation as the case is with McCain and Obama. Hillary’s supporters assure that she is far from being eliminated from the equation and that her weak performance in a few states by no means implies that the battle is over, especially as she prepares for running in a number of critical states. They claim that in comparison with Obama, she is the one who can lead with experience in international affairs. She knows not only the issues but the decision-makers involved. They further claim that her supporters are known for their loyalty and for devoting themselves in the long term, whereas Obama’s supporters belong to the camp of enthusiasm, pretenses and then failing to show up. In their opinion, the popular movement initiated by Obama is an unsustainable phenomenon because winning the nomination will make him an easy prey for the Republicans who have yet to severely attack his record. Hillary Clinton’s record, on the other hand, has already been ravished by the Republicans multiple times. 

What unites the Democrats is that their candidate, be it Hillary or Obama, has to win and take the White House. However, when the discussion starts as part of the competition between Clinton and Obama, enthusiasm takes over the two camps. Obama’s supporters claim that former presidents, such as John Kennedy and even Bill Clinton were not well versed in foreign policy at the time of their election as Obama is today. They also argue that he has more expertise than Hillary. They claim that his presidency will be a “turning point” for the US and highlight his similarity to John Kennedy. They also argue that after two Bush terms, Obama will be the president capable of restoring prestige and “moral authority” for the US, both essential for American national security. On the other hand, the “dream” of having both candidates agree on the presidential and vice-presidential tickets is farfetched since it is unlikely for Hillary to accept the vice presidential office. According to John McCain’s campaign manager in New York, Edward Cox, she prefers to be Eleanor Roosevelt in Congress rather than to be a vice president. 

John McCain, on the other hand, needs a conservative vice president who wins the enthusiasm of the conservative base and delivers well in public events. The candidate his campaign managers prefer may be a governor from a southerner state. Among the prominent names are Tim Pawlenty the governor of Minnesota, Haley Riggs Barbour the governor of Mississippi, Charlie Crist the governor of Florida, and Mark Sanford the governor of South Carolina. The identity of the vice president is undoubtedly important but that of the president remains paramount, specifically because the American president enjoys distinguished prerogatives in the fields of national security and foreign policy. The economy, on the other hand, is not exclusively under the president’s control because this responsibility is also shared by the Chairman of the Federal Reserve. The challenges on the mind of American voters are not purely economic. They also include political, strategic, geo-political, and economic-political matters. The issue of Iraq may remain the leading matter for American voters because of the war in which the US is directly involved. Iran too is a prominent issue, especially with its nuclear and regional ambitions and a potential outbreak of a regional war - possibly through Lebanon - into which Iran may be forced. 

The proliferation of weapons of mass destruction is very important for American voters, whether it was related to Iran’s or North Korea’s ambitions, and regardless of Russia’s violations with respect to the former or China’s turning a blind eye in the case of the latter. There is also growing concern about what Vladimir Putin wants in Russia, Russia’s internal and foreign policies, and China’s ambition to be taken seriously as a great military power. There are also concerns about developments in Pakistan and Afghanistan and the failure to locate Osama bin Laden and to wipe out al-Qaeda and the like. This is not to mention Hugo Chavez and his dangerous whims and actions, not only with respect to his influence in Latin America but also regarding the implications of his statements and threats on the prices of oil and Venezuela’s oil exports to the US. 

Currently, none of these issues may occupy the position of priorities in the mind of American voters, but they are certainly in mind and will return later to attract attention. The debate may also cover the type of the desired US role in international crises, especially that a few do not wish for the new American president to be the global policeman. They also want him to withdraw the troops from Iraq and to turn America’s back to the world which should then solve its problems on its own. The message behind this new direction is boredom with blame, expectations and revenge. Others, on the other hand, believe that it is too late for isolation and call for an offensive-defensive strategy at the same time to maintain American national security as well as international peace and security. 

John McCain does not believe in isolation and hesitation for the US. This does not make him arbitrary in using military force but rather, associates him with a decisive mental framework that will strengthen his position if he decides to open the channels of dialogue or issue an ultimatum. He knows international issues and has no interest in discovering for the sake of discovery. Rather, he wants clarity and decisiveness. He will not tolerate those who jeopardize American interests or who threaten regional security. He will trust the military establishment and involve it as a primary partner in regaining American prestige. This is how, in his opinion, the US will be able to make a quantum leap following its failures that followed the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq. McCain may only be president for one term because of his age and he therefore wants to offer America and the world radical accomplishments specifically in national security issues. 

Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton want unconditional dialogue in most cases, and they have the willingness to conduct dialogue and negotiate as a means to resolve conflicts. Yet, neither Obama nor Clinton will accept to pull the military choice off the table, neither with Iran nor with North Korea, not with Syria and not with any other state. In fact, scrutinizing their radical positions reveals that they fundamentally share the same stances with John McCain over Lebanon for instance and over supporting the international tribunal to end the era of impunity. However, the devil lurks in the details, and what passes now in the heat of the rhetoric battle without scrutiny will later be put to the test. Every voter has his priorities, and the electoral battle is exceptionally exciting this time because each candidate has characteristics that make him appealing in one way or another for any voter.
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