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Senator Obama is said to be more comfortable in his skin - very much unlike his opponent Senator Hillary Clinton who seems to be engaged in an internal struggle as she searches for "that personality." It is "that personality" which makes the US presidential elections so different as the personal record of either candidate has a special value in this historical era when a black man and a woman compete for the Democratic nomination for the first time. The record of the would-be Republican candidate, John McCain, and his strong and independent personality will play a key role during the competition between the Republican and Democratic candidates, not to mention the independent candidate Ralph Nader. Nader's personality and record which reveal his deep conviction and commitment to the issues and principles he upholds may also force the Democratic candidate to sway to the left away from the center. Nader joins the presidential race to stand for causes and not to win the presidency. He will address independent voters sought by the Democratic and Republican candidates alike. To the liking of the Republicans, Nader's influence may be mostly felt by Obama and his followers, especially as Nader forced the Democrats to sway further to the left. However, relying on classifying Obama as a radical leftist or on his slips resulting from exhaustion offers no guarantees. In line with his rise during the primaries, Obama adopted more political stances and showed an unprecedented courage in electoral campaigns. The fact that he is contesting with his unusual record and his dark skin represents a serious and healthy development in the US, not only because he has challenged racism and arrogance, but also because of his last act when he challenged the traditional assumptions of unquestioned obedience on issues related to Israel. If anything, this reflects special qualities of the skin in which Obama feels comfortable. Perhaps this is what makes him such a healthy choice, as the American voter searches for himself while earnestly practicing the democratic process. 

If things stay on track, it will be possible to assume that Hillary Rodham Clinton will not enter history as the Democratic candidate for the presidency despite the temptations of blaming gender discrimination. The truth is that the cause behind Hillary's fall is Hillary herself. She is the victim of her evident aimlessness as she searches for her identity and personality. The worst characteristic reflected by her personality is that she feels uncomfortable in her skin. She has failed to inspire attractiveness to the American woman whom she has tried to convince that she deserves the presidential seat. She did exactly the opposite as if attractiveness and merit contradict one another and this is what women instantly reject. Hillary's record is worth considering by all means, but down in the details, it is really nothing more than Bill Clinton's story regardless of what forged Hillary during Clinton's political career. Her personal experience does not qualify her to run for the presidency despite her status as the former first lady. In the context of this experience, she is no more than a senator who has carried out the boring duties of a senator, and such an experience does not automatically entitle her to seek the presidency.

In all cases, Hillary Clinton's rage at Barack Obama's entering the contest for the Democratic nomination is both overwhelming and meaningful. She sees the nomination as a right she has earned and guaranteed before the arrival of this young man who is stealing her only opportunity instead of waiting for his turn as he should have done. Hillary Clinton will not withdraw or acknowledge Obama's victory even if she loses Texas and Ohio next Tuesday. She will probably bet her stakes on the element of surprise and on errors and will stay in the race as long as possible prior to the Democratic Convention which decides on Democratic candidate.

Barack Obama, on the other hand, will be subjected to more scrutiny and testing at the hands of the American media, especially in response to Hillary's accusations that the media have been stunned by Obama even to the point of falling in love with his story and personality. She attempted to be strict and attack him only to appear like a mother who woke up to the misbehavior of her spoiled child as she scolded him with a "shame on you!" She expressed her disgust at the attempts to picture Obama as a radical Muslim through the promotion of his photograph in which he wore a Somali dress, but the accusations of leaking this picture were directed at her own campaign. Incidentally, the picture was released at the same time when the media harped on his name as Barack Hussein Obama and repeated that the name Obama rhymed with Usama, and this was especially on Oscar night watched by millions. Hussein is no longer a Muslim name because in the American psyche it is also associated with the former Iraqi president Saddam Hussein, and all that the American voter needs is to associate in his mind between Barack Hussein Obama, Saddam Hussein and Usama bin Laden as he casts his vote for the next president of the United States.

By and large, despite its immunity so far, Barack Obama's house is made of glass, especially with respect to his association with Antoine Rizky, a man of Syrian descent accused of fraud and on trial. At this critical turn where he faces the possibility of win and has to confront painstaking wearisome scrutiny over who he is and what he has done, Barack Obama is currently subjected to many tests, particularly in the area of foreign policy, at the hands of Jewish leaders who wish to know where exactly Obama stands with respect to Israel and Iran and how he will over crucial matters.

At a Cleveland conference with almost a hundred Jewish American leaders, Obama won the admiration of the Israeli lobby with the content of his statement. But he also raised curiosity about his personality as he addressed those leaders on free debate and the freedom of speech when discussing the Israeli issue in the United States. He said that when he went to Israel he was struck by the "open debate" there, one that is "very honest and thoughtful" even more than those taking place in the United States. He understands, as he also said, how the pro-Israel community "is sometimes a little more protective or concerned about opening up that conversation." However, he frankly and candidly asserted that he opposed the view that "unless you adopt an unwavering pro-Likud approach to Israel, then you're anti-Israel." Furthermore, he opposed the patterns of ready condemnation and the censoring of debate over difficult matters pertaining to Israel. Moreover, he defended his advisors who are accused of sympathizing with the Palestinians. In this respect, he pointed out that none of them has challenged the foundations of the relationship with Israel and "the need to provide it with security, with military aid, with economic aid." He also asserted their and his own commitment to the "two-state solution," with Israel's status as a "Jewish state" ensured.

Obama's search of an unromantic practical peace plan revolved around the following points: "Israel's security is sacrosanct, is not negotiable. Point number two is that the status quo I believe is unsustainable over time. Number three that Israel has to remain a Jewish state and what I believe that means is that any negotiated peace between the Israelis and the Palestinians is going to have to involve the Palestinians relinquishing the right of return as it has been understood in the past. And that does not mean that there may not be conversations about compensation issues. It also means the Israelis will have to figure out how do we work with a legitimate Palestinian government to create a Palestinian state that is sustainable. It's going to have to be contiguous, it's going to have to work, its going to have to function in some way. That's in Israel's interest by the way. If you have a balkanized unsustainable state, it will break down and we will be back in the same boat." 

Barack Obama went into details that the US presidential candidates traditionally elude for fear of losing the Jewish vote and support, and to avoid coming under campaigns waged by the American media which plays a direct role in muffling free debate on matters related to Israel. He spoke of "Palestinian partners" and pointed out that he intended to strengthen those partners to achieve the two-state vision. He did not dwarf the Palestinian people or represent the Palestinian cause as terrorism, nor did he speak the language according to which Israel lacks a Palestinian partner to achieve peace as the case was in the past. He cleverly avoided labels but at the same time demanded Hamas to recognize Israel's right to exist if it wants to earn a seat at the negotiation table. He voiced his understanding that "Israel still has bitter enemies who are intent on its destruction. We see their intentions every time a suicide bomber strikes, we saw their intentions with the katusha rockets that Hezbollah rained down on Israel from Lebanon in 2006 and we see today in the Kasams that Hamas fires into Israel every single day from as close as Gaza or as far as Tehran." Obama also clarified his position on Iran after having previously explained his views on Lebanon on the third anniversary of Hariri's assassination when he confirmed the importance of the international tribunal to end impunity, highlighting the need to disarm all militias, including Hezbollah, to prevent having a state within a state.

On Iran, he pointed out that it is the "biggest strategic beneficiary" of the war on Iraq and "I intend to change that." To this end, Obama believed it essential "to present incentives, carrots, like the prospect of better relations and integration into the national community, as well as disincentives like the prospect of increased sanctions. I would seek these sanctions through the United Nations and encourage our friends in Europe and the Gulf to use their economic leverage against Iran outside of the UN and I believe we will be in a stronger position to achieve these tough international sanctions if the United States has shown itself to be willing to come to the table. As president, I will leave all options on the table for dealing with a threat from Iran including the military options. But I believe that we have not pursued the kind of aggressive and direct diplomacy that could yield results to both Israel and the United States." In other words, Obama has developed his attitudes toward Iran to make it clear that he supports stricter and more expansive sanctions to include regional and European players, not only the United Nations where Russia and China can veto sanctions or where elected member states such as Libya (the only Arab member on the Security Council) can engage in political acrobatics to assume inflated self-importance.

The third resolution to reinforce sanctions will supposedly be voted on Friday or early next week as a result of Iran's refusal to suspend uranium enrichment, a demand that was unanimously made by the five permanent member states at the Security Council. This vote will offer an opportunity to scrutinize the attitudes of all voting states.

Russia proved its seriousness in addressing Iran strictly by demanding that it stop uranium enrichment or face sanctions. However, Libya which voluntarily gave up on its nuclear aspirations to appease the United States and implore its blessings, wishes to abstain from voting on the resolution that challenges Iran's insistence on uranium enrichment as it seeks to acquire nuclear weapons. This position will put Libya in the negative spotlights and picture it as a country offering protection to terrorist as it was alone in opposing the decision by the Security Council al-Qaeda Sanctions Committee to enlist four Syrian individuals on its list.

If, upon becoming president, Barack Obama has in mind to knock at the doors of friends in the Arab region to tighten sanctions on Iran to avoid military action, the Arab nations - Libya and others - should reconsider their understanding of this man who may win the Democratic nomination.

Those who assumed that Obama will sway toward radicalism or will turn a blind eye to violations must observe the manner in which his positions are evolving, especially as he will soon be subjected to media scrutiny. He is not a Muslim as some Muslims insist because of his father's roots or his name, Hussein. He is not the intimate friend of a country such as Iran or its allies such as Syria or Hezbollah in Lebanon. Rather, he is a Democratic candidate who seeks to highlight his being different from the Republican president and the Republican candidates to present himself as an alternative. However, in the end, it is the American national interest that will impose the priorities on the would-be president on matters of foreign policy. The American voter, on the other hand, is looking for the personality of the American president, and so far, the extent to which candidates are comfortable in their skins seems to be a significant indicator of the voter's level of comfort.
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