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     Our children, grandchildren, loved ones and ourselves shall remain hostages and victims of the war on terror for a long time. There is no indication that Al-Qaeda network would abandon its doctrine of destruction both as a means and a goal. Neither is there any indication that governments and countries, especially the US, are willing to modify and correct their policies in a way that would lead to a mobilization of the public opinion against terrorism. This is a time of instability; environmentally and psychologically; a time of chaos and revenge. This is a time when arrogance dictates: the arrogance of might as in the American Administration; the arrogance of suicide and of killing civilians as in Al-Qaeda and its derivatives. Collectively, we are all in a quandary and in danger. We should be fearful and worried for we have lost the option of tranquility. We have fallen in the trap of allowing our frustration to become a weapon in the hands of those who don’t hesitate to destroy us as they destroy “the enemy” and those who concluded we are but a herd since we gave up questioning and accountability. Prayers will not salvage us. We must rise in an unprecedented manner, otherwise we will fall further in a deeper horrifying and frightening pit.

     A large cross section of the Arab and Muslim public opinion, and the European public to a lesser extent, feels that the US’s policies introduced terrorism initially, then enhanced it was capable of preventing it. This sector believes that the CIA ornamented “Al Jihad” to the militants of Afghanistan in hopes of defeating communism. After the fall of the Soviet Union, the US’s riddance of the “Mujahideen” left them with no job.

     In addition, this public opinion feels that the US struck alliances with governments that have served it at the expense of their own people, disregarding democracy and reform then. It recounts the use of Iraq and Saddam Hussein in the war with Iran as a tool to prevent the export of its revolution, as well as for American strategic interest in bringing Iran and Iraq to battle one another. This section of public opinion says that US fought Iran and the Shiites while it was creating Sunni fundamentalism in Afghanistan; today we hear calls for splitting the region in the name of Shiite interest. To those, the US, the superpower, lacks the sense of justice, steps over rights, plants seeds of turmoil to harvest American interests, betrays its friends, chews its allies then spits them out, racist in the final analysis and has fallen prey to Israel’s apologists to the extent it became dominated by its “enfant terrible”.

     As a consequence to what is seen as America's selfish, arrogant, harmful policies and refusal to listen, this segment of the public feels that the US only understands the language of terrorism and blesses implicitly Al Qaed's standing up to the US, even when despising its methods.

In other words, there seems to be a frightening interaction between anger at American foreign policies and an “understanding” of terrorist operations as a useful challenge to the US, regardless of their consequences or the doctrine that drives them.

     This feeling reflects the mind-set of frustration in the full meaning of the word. Frustration caused by American policies. Frustration caused by methods of response to them through means that do not lead to a correct but to worsen the situation.

     International public opinion, particularly the Arab, is simply watching a fencing match in the art of annihilation. The US is sure of its victory in the war on terror and is convinced it will bring an end to Al Qaeda and its likes. Al Qaeda is also convinced that the US policies will only produce reproductive destructive cells that will bring an end to the American might sooner or later.

     From a realistic standpoint, this war is not winnable as long as the US refuses to correct its policies and Al Qaeda adopts the ideology of destruction. Its victories are merely a deepening of Arab and Muslim defeats, persistence in isolating them and generating hatred towards them globally and an investment in a future that offers generations a sacrifice at the alter of revenge.

     Those who believe that Al Qaeda- if proven guilty in this week’s Madrid bombings- had made a breakthrough in changing governments as in lieu of the elections that brought down the government in Spain should look precisely at the following consequences:

First, the European governments have united and are determined to take measures against terrorism. Such measures will include crackdowns and harsher restrictions on Arabs in Europe as they have now become automatically suspect. This in turn will deprive them of job opportunities and of a normal life denied to them in their homelands that lead them to migrate to the West.

Secondly, the fall of the Spanish government did not come as a result of alleged terrorism by “Al Qaeda”. At most, it could be said that the attacks have reminded the Spanish of their opposition to the war on Iraq initially. Fear of punishment could be could be a factor, but the important element came in the fatal error committed by the Spanish government when it hastily accused ETA, the Basque terrorist organization, for reasons related to the elections.

Thirdly, the Madrid operation may lead countries to hesitate in sending troops to join the US and UK in Iraq. But it is quite possible that the opposite happens, if the Security Council adopts a resolution mandating international authorization.

Fourthly, unlike what happened in Madrid, if a similar attack were to occur in the US, it would guarantee President George Bush’s reelection. In fact, the attacks in Madrid could help his effort to widen the war on terror, especially in Europe, on the basis that terrorism should not be allowed to bring down governments and on the premise that “we’re all threatened”.

Even if operations such as Madrid’s resulted in sharp criticisms of American policies and blame for the war on Iraq and the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, the more important question is what have these operations accomplished?

Have they produced more anger towards American policies? Fine. Have they increased American isolation? Let’s assume that. Have they caused a fall of the government? Congratulations. Did they plant fear, confiscate peace of mind and launch a war new of its kind? Yes, but for what purpose and what is the ultimate objective?

What terrorism and the killing of innocent civilians have not achieved is extremely important. It is true there is a “wink” of blessing, but the Arab and Muslim peoples are not proud of the methods selected by “Al Qaeda”; in fact they caused them shame and embarrassment.

What Al Qaeda has failed to achieve is attract the youth to promises for a brighter future and a normal stable life. Just the opposite. What it attracts is the desire to die, killing the innocent, destruction as a beginning and an end, revenge, vengeance, and hatred.

Despite all that, it has a frightening attraction to wide sectors who have submitted to frustration and feels inadequate. And this is exactly where the greater problem is. If things remain as they are, the worst is yet to come. Between America’s mistakes, its leader’s arrogance, its people’s negligence and ignorance on one hand, and between the Arab and Muslim people’s despair to the extent of blessing terrorism at their own expense, on the other hand, the coming days are those of darkness.

The only way out is an international mobilization against American policies and against Al Qaeda. Such mobilization is out of the question now due to the “dialogue of the deaf” amongst the peoples. That is why there is reason for pessimism, fear is justified, and anxiety is a natural state everywhere.

Money is being spent on a war that lacks clear protagonist, instead of being spent on education, social and health security, pensions, advancement and development. Passions are being wasted on fabricated and insincere patriotism instead of genuine citizenry with all it comes with in rights and responsibilities.  “Globalization” has become a war of terrorism instead of a means to bridge the gaps between the developing countries and the developed countries. Where things are at now is a clash of religions and a clash of civilizations instead of cooperation, understanding and tolerance essential for existence in the 21st century.

Nothing is well. In order to be well, we must face our true feelings and explore the horizons of our capability to influence. We must be truthful with ourselves and make decisions we are not accustomed to take.

These decisions require that we agonize over the end results instead of satisfying ourselves with a passing lesson. They require liberation from the wrench of arrogance of both poles. They require seizing abstention from participation and beginning, instead to comprehend the extent of the public opinion’s

influence if manifested in a popular mobilization.

If the American public chooses to live a stable normal life with a peace of mind, enjoying the superpower status, they must engage in foreign policies, as this is the essential opening to such a choice. They must take the American foreign policy seriously rather than think of it as a matter that is not of their concern. They must demand that their government corrects its policies towards Israel; otherwise the toppling of the American might may come through the Israeli gate.

The Arab people, on their part, will not enjoy a stable tranquil life either so long as they fail to separate their anger and rejection of American policies from terrorism as a means to express anger with these policies.

They must understand that the issue is not Palestine or Iraq, neither the oppression of the regimes, nor the desire for a prosperous life, as defined by Al Qaeda and its likes. They must read between the lines of threatening France with terrorist attacks to clearly see that the reasons are not France’s position against the Iraq war, but its laws to forbid the hijab [head cover] because it wants its schools secular. It is essential for the Arab people to demand an alternative to the project of destruction proposed by the extremists.

There is justified fear from terrorist operations that kill the innocent in Baghdad, Madrid, New York, Riyadh, Casablanca, Istanbul, and other capitals. But the greater fear that should be dreaded is the fear of a future with no hope. And this is exactly the future promised by radicalism that obsesses Al Qaeda and its likes.

There is but a clear option for Arabs, Muslims, Europeans, Americans and others: the option of popular mobilization against the option of terrorism promoted by those who have embraced it as well as by those who have chosen it as a global war and a pretext for not correcting their policies.

No public mobilization? Then, no hope. No difficult decisions? No future. No engagement? No right to protest.
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