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US President George Bush's two-hour meeting with Jordanian King Abdullah II, in a private dinner banquet, attended only by their wives, was very important. King Abdullah conveyed to president Bush a message of moderation, a bold initiative and a clear vision that represented the position of Arab and Muslim leaders of heavyweight and significant capabilities, saying: Your turn now!

Because Bush is a man who follows his own convictions and passions, and accepts any proposal that personally affects him, the way he receives the idea of, and the roadmap to a collective Arab and Muslim peace with Israel will have a radical impact not only on the politics of the US during his term in office, but also on the future of the US and its relations with Arabs and Muslims as well. Therefore, the next few weeks require scrutinizing every step, rhetoric and statement made by the US administration, since it is part and parcel of the delicate strategy, which has been in the making for months in order to achieve a breakthrough that may re-launch the Middle East peace process on a new track. It is a dance that requires successive steps in the chain of obligations and reassurances through a successive motivating rhetoric forming a package of incentives to respond and move forward. This is provided no one misses, intentionally or unintentionally, any of his due steps. What the Jordanian King has conveyed to the US administration, Congress and people is a message from the Arab and Muslim streets stipulating: We are ready! It will be either moving to comprehensive peace and collective normalization with Israel brokered by a US central leadership, or the ongoing status quo will eventually become a disaster for everyone. According to the Arab message of moderation, the historical window of opportunity will not remain open for years; it will only be available for a few weeks. Afterwards, the Arab-Israeli conflict will turn from a dispute between the Arabs and Israel into a global conflict of religions.

No one knows exactly how the US president will exploit what he heard from the Jordanian King, as his religious creed and his political pro-Israeli doctrine would prevail over all logic and every convincing  proposal he heard. Maybe he took the radical decision that it was the right time to restore the effect and rein of his own vision, represented in his initiative and roadmap to establish an independent and viable Palestinian State within the 1967 occupied territories and living side by side with  Israel. Maybe he made new pledges and offered the necessary and needed commitments. Maybe he expressed sympathy without joining the compassion to the necessary steps.

Some note that the White House is facing problems stemming from the indictment of Lewis "Scooter" Libby, chief of staff to Vice-President Dick Cheney, for perjury to FBI investigators and before a grand jury during the investigation examining the leak of the identity of CIA operative Valerie Plame in retaliation against her husband, former ambassador Joseph Wilson, who opposed the war on Iraq and accused the administration of making up false evidence to justify the war. Those say that this indictment would put further pressure on Cheney, as Scooter was acting on the Vice-President's orders. This would lead the Republican institution to opt for separating Cheney from Bush and convincing him of finding a good reason to resign so that the Republican Party finds a way out of the crises he brought into the White House.

Others talk about a deep-rooted mentality of the administration's leadership, chiefly the president and vice-president. This mentality is based on a total conviction that the war on Iraq is an investment in the stability of the US and the world, and that eliminating terror has dictated this war and is still dictating to win it. Consequently, according to this viewpoint, Cheney will remain because Bush wants him to remain under any circumstances.

Speaking of Iraq, Israel, the Middle East peace process, Iran and Lebanon; one finds it necessary to talk about Cheney. A very close figure from the US president doesn't see Cheney as the man who has stolen the paternal role from George Bush Senior but as the faithful vice-president who completely understands the mentality of the president, and takes the responsibility of translating Bush's thoughts and passions into the policy Bush really wants. Many people are surprised by this viewpoint because they believe that Cheney is the mastermind behind Bush. They believe that he was the architect of the war on Iraq and the one responsible for its failure. He is an ideologist whose ideology fitted in with the neocons' aspirations to wage war on Iraq for reasons of division and triggering  sectarian wars to further consolidate the image of savagery and terrorism ascribed to the Arabs and Muslims. According to this reckoning, Cheney hates the Arabs greatly and cares only for Israel's interests.

Regardless of which camp is right or wrong, Cheney's presence has a certain impact on the development of Bush's policy in light of the Arab initiative proposed by King Abdullah II. So does his absence. The US vice-president has so far proven completely biased towards Israel. He has gradually and consistently contributed to demolishing his president's vision of a Palestinian state living side by side with Israel. He has played a major role in reducing Palestine and the Palestinian-Israeli conflict to just 'terror'.

He planted his pro-Israeli agents around Condoleezza Rice when she was national security adviser and even in her current post as secretary of state. He besieged former Secretary of State Colin Powell to prevent him from pushing the peace process forward. Cheney may understand his president very well, but this does not mean that he does not understand what is necessary to control other administration leading figures in order to prevent them from persuading the president of the necessity of laying down the prerequisites of peace. This is why there are people like Elliott Abrams appointed with missions of frustration.

Some people who recently spoke with Cheney say that the vice-president has changed and became more positive in tackling and dealing with the Palestinian-Israeli issue. This opinion will be tested, especially as Rice looks to be taking a hard mountain climbing mission trying to push for a qualitative new development in the peace process.

Doubts in the will and determination of the Bush administration are all true, especially that this administration adopts a vision that had almost achieved an unprecedented breakthrough in the US foreign policy towards the Middle East region but then practically moved away from this vision on the pretext of Palestinian terrorism. Definitely, these doubts are justified. The administration is fully involved in the Iraq issue and is not necessarily in the mood to broker the initiative of a complicated peace process that 10 former administrations had failed to seal with a Palestinian-Israeli peace.

In addition, the rhetoric used by the US administration is, so far, the one of containing expectations and restraining major aspirations. It is the rhetoric of the 'political horizon' that has not developed yet into the rhetoric of the shape of peace and the final stage of negotiations.

What the Jordanian King did is to introduce the Palestinian Cause to the US administration, Congress and public as the "central Cause" of the Middle East, the Muslim nations and the world as a whole. It is not  ephemeral for King Abdullah to dedicate his historic speech at a joint session of the House of Representatives and Senate to exclusively discuss the Palestinian Cause. He has not ignored Iraq, never mentioned Iran or forgotten Lebanon. But he engraved in the US mind a very important and necessary issue: the Palestinian Cause is alive. He recalled the Arab initiative proposed by Saudi King Abdullah ben Abdel Aziz and unanimously endorsed by the Arab Summit in Beirut in 2002. He said that the Saudi King "continues today to mobilize world support for this initiative", and that "this initiative has gained utmost momentum throughout the Muslim countries and outside the Arab world." The major Muslim nations' foreign ministers' meeting in Islamabad has reassured the Palestinians and the Israelis that they are not alone and that their respective countries back the efforts exerted to make and build peace.

He added that in return for "a settlement of the issue of refugees and withdrawal from the Arab territories occupied since 1967 and the establishment of an independent, sovereign and viable Palestinian state" the Arabs are ready for "[signing] a comprehensive peace accord with Israel, [establishing] normalized relations between Israel and all Arab states, and [giving] comprehensive security guarantees for all the region including Israel". Most importantly, the Arabs are ready to end the conflict and make peace that not only makes Israel an immediate neighbor, but also part of a wider "neighborhood that extends from the shores of the Atlantic through an extension to the south of the Mediterranean until the shores of the Indian Ocean."

He told the Congress and the US public: choose; either joining this peace sincerely offered by the moderates before it is too late, or keeping the status quo that is pushing the region and the whole world into wars resulting from the "ideologies of terrorism and hatred" and the "changing military approach and the weapons employed in it," in reference to Iran and the nuclear weapon. He simply said that the US had to make a choice because it was not a time when it could stand by as a watcher. He added that any delay in the US's taking its responsibilities would give the moderates no other choice but surrender or being forced to join the ranks of extremism, individually or in groups.

Either the US plays a leading and pivotal role in response to the developed Arab peace initiative, or continues protecting Israel from peace and kindling the sentiments of frustration and extremism in the Arab and Muslim regions.

The roadmap to a partnership to frustrate extremism and terrorism is ready, according to the proposals made by the Jordanian King in Washington on behalf of the moderate Arab front. However, the scenarios of such roadmap are yet to be unveiled, as they require the coordination of the successive steps to be taken by different players and harmony in the sequence of events until it is completed.

There is a roadmap that would lead to the final goal, but it requires making the signals at the right time, and using the suitable rhetoric timely where it fits in order to convey its content. Rhetoric here means the expression of major commitments, US and Israeli, that would lead to  trigger this Arab and Muslim initiative of collective recognition, and of normalization with, Israel. Negotiations are underway at all levels. Some details are being discussed about the different roles that guarantee that the negotiations will lead to deductions according to the vision of the final status of the Palestinian territories.

There are indicators of a US commitment to seize the historical opportunity at hand. This is clear through the president and the efforts of his secretary of state. However, there are no indications so far of guarantees. The US administration, Congress and public opinion are totally absorbed in Iraq, which adds to the difficulty of the mission and makes those responsible for it work behind the scenes by taking successive steps not following a clear-cut strategy outlined according to predefined timetables.

They have a strategy, but it is based on offering incentives and setting the right mechanism in order to launch steps and secure the commitments required for success. It is a strategy of gradualism and recalling the rationale of peace. But if any key player intends to evade the obligations of peace, the two-state solution will officially come to an end. Then, wars of extremism and terrorism and proxy battles will be launched. Most of the hotspots will become a fertile land for polarizing, employing and recruiting extremists from southern Lebanon to Darfur in the Sudan. The al-Qaeda network and its likes, sponsored by regional players who want to gloat and give lessons to those partnering with the US, will announce their victory over the power of moderation.

This is the message of moderation to Washington. It is a simple and sincere message saying: beware of dwarfing moderation once again in the Arab and Muslim region.

But if there really are determination and honest, sincere desire to take the initiative, an opportunity is now available to translate initiatives into mechanisms to implement these visions bravely.
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