BUSH INHERITED THE MISTAKES OF AMERICAN "BETRAYAL." 
HIS ADMINISTRATION IS CAPTIVE OF EXTREMISTS. HE WILL NEITHER HAVE AN EXIT NOR A STAYING STRATEGY IN IRAQ.
Raghida Dergham - Al-Hayat - 5/14/04

The Administration of George W. Bush will not search for an exit strategy from Iraq because the expression “exit” means retreat in its dictionary and reflects a defeatist mentality. It will not offer a staying strategy because that would require presenting a comprehensive program with total clarity and specific dates; a program that is neither desired by the Administration to begin with nor does it feel is doable because it does not own the Iraqi arena. This Administration will not admit fundamental mistakes no matter how many apologies it offers for the atrocious abuses in Abu Ghraib prison. It will take measures including punishment of the soldiers who brought shame to America and may accept resignation here and a dismissal there of some in the civilian leadership who took such embarrassing decisions. But George W. Bush will not be able to retrieve some of the international trust unless he fires, or sheds off one way or another the extremists in the Department of Defense and the office of his Vice President. It is this bunch that setup the USA, seized the national decision, and hijacked the American President- with his own blessing. That is why the responsibility is on his shoulders. Either he redresses his mindset and ideology and chooses a team other than the team of hawks and extremists oozing with hatred. Or he will risk being recorded in history with the legacy of dragging America down from supremacy and might to the trough of a moral quagmire beyond prison scandals and violations of human rights. The keys to the momentous decision are in the hands of George W. Bush. The burden is on him foremost and in the final analysis.
 
      The team that Bush chose upon taking over the White House seemed to testify to hidden capabilities of this President who suffered then from the reputation of “ignorance.” Even those who had reservations on the “election” of Bush as President decided to give him a chance after he assembled the highly qualified team.
 
      But this team betrayed the American President and the United States, as some see it. Others however hold the opposite opinion and charge that this team used George Bush to reach objectives they harbored since a very long time; they found Bush to be raw material ready for utilization.
 
      Regardless, the team of rancor, arrogance and degrade betrayed America, its ethics and future. As long as the American public opinion neither holds it accountable and demand its replacement, nor tries to understand what has this team done and why, the American people also bear the responsibility of betrayal. 
 
      The legacy of betrayal did not begin with the Bush era. Its recent history goes back to American investments in Afghanistan. It is there that Muslim volunteers were indoctrinated with” Jihad” to bring down the Soviet Union. Those volunteers believed they were fighting atheism in partnership with the US and fancied themselves indispensable to the Americans. But America dispensed of them and thus began the mating between the legacy of betrayal and its secretion in the likes of Taliban and Al-Qaeda.
 
 Treachery in Iraq has a different dimension and could be the crowning of duplicity. There, Saddam Hussein was a partner of the United States in the War on Iran and fancied himself as indispensable. Within a few years, when he became targeted by the US he was shocked to the extent that his dismissal contributed to losing his mind.
 
 The United States made extremist fundamentalism in Afghanistan in the seventies, only to dump it in the aftermath of the victory of capitalism over communism. The US contributed to making Iraq a dictatorship only to come back to liberate it from the tyranny of its former partner.
 
 To a certain extent, George W. Bush inherited the legacy of American mistakes in Iraq and Afghanistan. But what he did with the inheritance took the United States to a crucial turning point. It is not fair to hold him alone responsible for the miserable investments by the previous Administrations. This was an American foreign policy conceived by strategists thirty years earlier. What is taking place now could be a natural consequence to these strategies that were conjured up before George W. Bush even entered politics.
 
 Perhaps George W. Bush, like some other past presidents, either happened accidentally or was deliberately chosen by the “establishment” which encompasses the truly influential polls in making long term strategies- from major corporations to parties to think tanks. Except for a handful of American Presidents, most were made and marketed having been “discovered” a suitable “material.” The American public has been molded into merely a recipient of marketing campaigns and has been turned into a “herd” as far as policy makers are concerned. This has a frightening ring similar to the view held by non-democratic leaderships of their public as merely a “herd.”
 
 The other ring of familiarity is that of the pattern of indoctrination. The training of American soldiers turns them into less than human creatures that only understand the language of victory and defeating the enemy whatever it takes. But what happened in Iraq is that the American soldiers were indoctrinated with the war on “terrorism” in the midst of the war for “liberating” Iraq. Thus the needle of distinction disappeared in the confusing instructions. The pattern also resonates mistakes of the past. Muslim recruits in Afghanistan were instructed and brainwashed by American intelligence so that they become a wild animal against the enemy: communism. The American soldiers in Iraq were coached and drilled by American intelligence, military and civilian, to become raging animals against the enemy: terrorism.
 
 The culture of needing the “enemy” seems essential and detrimental to the United States even if that required inventing the enemy. Except that the Iraq war complicated the scenarios: the wrong investments in the wars of Afghanistan and Iran in the seventies have come back to haunt us today.
 
 At this point, now that the US is painted in a corner, the options require strategic decisions by the ruling “establishment” not only the Administration in the White House. These are decisions of make or break for the American superiority.
 
 Logically, the good options for the US, Iraq and the American relationship with the world, should comprise the following:
 
 First, upon handing over sovereignty to Transitional Iraqi Government on June 30, the US should declare its intent to withdraw from Iraq and actually begin withdrawal in accordance to a clear program and timetable.
 
 To avoid deserting Iraq having turned it into a “failed state” by the invasion and occupation-even in the name of ridding it of the dictatorship of Saddam Hussein- the US could express readiness to participate in a multinational force to help during the transition. This will predicate that the Security Council adopts a resolution that would give such an authority in response to an Iraqi request.
 
 This means that the US would have to take the decision to get out of Iraq even if that left a vacuum and even if no consensus was reached on an international force to fill the vacuum. It also means that the US must stop insisting on American command for any multinational force. By doing so, the ball would be in the international and Iraqi court with American readiness to simply participate.
 
 Of course the US will be blamed for turning Iraq into a “failed state.” On one hand, such blame is justified. But on the other hand, the United States cannot denied due credit in ridding Iraq from the despotism of Saddam Hussein. Had it not been for the military operations, Iraq would have remained under such tyranny for decades to come. Today, Iraq at least has the opportunity to recover, having been taught by miseries how to overcome. It can become a democracy once no longer occupied. Ending the occupation is necessary not only for Iraqi interests but also for American interests.
 
 Second, the US should declare a policy towards the Arab-Israeli conflict that would consider the 1967 borders the basis for a settlement. It should de-couple America’s war on terrorism from Israel’s war on the Palestinians.
 
 Traditional wisdom would consider such positions no less than suicidal for any American politician particularly in an election year. But this is not a traditional era. America is in the eye of the storm because of policies towards Israel promoted by extremists dear to the Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, his Deputy Paul Wolfowitz, and his assistant Douglas Faith. Those men installed the “Defense Policy Board” whose membership is mostly of extremists, ideologues, and apologists for Israel even at the expense of American interest.
 
 Third, time has come to dissolve that Board which was never subject to transparency and accountability although its advice is what setup America and left her hang to dry.
 
 Time has come to get rid of the Pentagon’s team and teach it a lesson in national interests having spilled it at the threshold of conceit, arrogance and habitual hatred for Arabs and Muslims to preserve Israel’s priorities in American considerations.
 Most likely, George W. Bush will not take up any of these logical options because he is a prisoner of his personality and has become a prisoner of policies set up by those who think on his behalf. He is suffering from siege mentality.
 
 Most probably, the obstinacy of Bush coupled with his team’s indoctrination coupled with his indoctrination at the hands of his team will spark further confrontation. America has now entered the cycle of revenge- revenge in its lowest denomination.
 
 This Administration will propose neither an exit strategy nor a staying strategy. It has always combined improvisation with the preemptive doctrine as its base of operation. In reality, it is not the master of decisions in the Iraqi arena because of its astounding mistakes, blind smugness, zest for expanding the war of terrorism and zeal to categorize Arabs and Muslims a clear enemy in this war.
 
 The United Sates has become a party to a war concocted by the Bush Administration in Iraq-the war of terrorism. No wonder that some American soldiers in Iraq got confused and committed atrocious violations of international law and the Geneva Conventions. They were told they were on a liberation mission then they were told they were in a war against terrorism. Perplexity is also clear among the ranks of American public opinion. This is a public that does not know what are the true reasons for the war in Iraq nor when will it come to an end. It is baffled and perhaps will be furious if things go on as they are and if nauseating atrocities such as beheading American civilians are repeated.
 
 Americans hate defeat, and that is exactly what the Bush Administration is betting on. They hate weakness and become patriotic against the “enemy” no matter how real or imagined. But Americans do not easily sacrifice their soldiers’ lives nor do they tolerate a shame such as that inflicted on them by the actions of American soldiers in Iraqi prisons.
 
 Americans implicitly consented to international laws in Guantanamo where the prisoners of “terrorism” and Al-Qaeda are. They turned a blind eye to the decision of their President that the Geneva Convention does not apply there because “there” is where Al-Qaeda is regardless if innocent detainees slipped through he cracks.
 
 In Iraq, as General Antonio Taguba asserted, the prisoners were not terrorists. The International Red Cross, which tried repeatedly to impress on Washington that mistreatments must stop, said that close to 90% of the detainees were innocent of any crime.
 
 Part of the responsibility for the abuses and the violations committed by the American soldiers falls on the shoulders of George W. Bush, Donald Rumsfeld and Vice President Dick Cheney. Those men issued political instructions that may have encouraged others, in the military and civilian establishments, to “interpret” the political decrees into revolting actions.
 
 George W. Bush not only declared Iraq a substitute to American cities in the war on terrorism, he also endorsed the position of his Secretary of Defense that it is the duty of Iraqis that they become informants.
 
 When the strategy of “seducing” the Iraqis with the incentives of “nationalism” to become informers for the American intelligence failed, some of those receiving the directive were eager to force the Iraqis to become informants. This was, in part, behind torture, despicable rape, terrorizing with dogs and treating inmates as dogs. 
 
 Responsibility lies on the shoulders of the American Administration as much as it does on the shoulders of individuals in the Administration and in the military establishment. This White House has committed mind-boggling mistakes in Iraq which led to painting this Administration in a corner. Bailing out America from the worst to come requires that George W. Bush reinvents his mind and heart as well as dare to take up untraditional policies.
 
 Most likely he will not do so. Most probably his Administration will continue with cosmetic acts and with papering over what is truly needed to correct the American relationship with the world, including Muslims and Arabs.
 
 George W. Bush believes that a divine power has recruited him as a war president against evil and terrorism. He is on a “mission” that takes siege mentality to a higher ground. 
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