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Ayatollah Khomeini drank "the baneful cup"—his own expression—when he was forced to give in to the Security Council resolution calling for a cease-fire with Iraq. By accepting this resolution, he was practical and realistic in pushing Iran's interest to the top of his priorities.

Colonel Muammar Qaddafi allowed himself to become convinced that the way to spare Libya any sanctions is not by resorting to acrobatics in his acrobatic approach, but by following a wise and reasonable strategy. Thus, he agreed to pay an expensive price for his grave mistakes of using terrorism as a tool in politics. So he emptied Libyan pockets of information to British and American intelligence, compensated families of the victims, and abandoned his ambition of possessing illicit arms.

Ousted Iraqi President Saddam Hussein thought he was beyond reproach and accountability, and thus, he refused to truly implement the Security Council resolutions, and kept pretending that he possessed weapons that he no longer had. As a result, he met his destiny by being toppled down, thus destroying Iraq in a bid to preserve his regime. Now he receives his punishment for his oppression and repression in addition to the self-punishment resulting from causing the death of his two sons.

These examples serve as moral lessons for some of the regional presidents who keep defying international resolutions and for the leaders of certain organizations such as "Hizbullah" in Lebanon and Hamas which was voted into power but still acts as a movement.

Israel has been challenging international resolutions without being punished, and it was often even rewarded for not complying with international resolutions and agreements as well as human rights laws. This abnormal situation has led many Arab leaders to consider that standing as witnesses to international duality and duplicity might discharge them from the consequences of their defiance.

There is no doubt at all that duality and duplicity are being employed. Israel is forgiven for its transgressions against international laws and conventions, and it is exempted from being investigated for banned nuclear weapons, and there is no one in the West who dares to point out that its violations and actions are acts of terrorism no matter how obvious they were. This country does not possess the civilized status ascribed to it by countries that support it. Israel is a racist and undemocratic country as long as it does not end its occupation and keeps refusing to become a single country for the Israelis and Palestinians where every person has one vote.

The different scenarios through which Iran, Iraq, Libya and Sudan have passed were not related to the Israeli issue as much as they were related to internal and bilateral conflicts and ambitions for power. For example, Saddam Hussein started the war against Iran for leadership then he followed it by the invasion of Kuwait in order to extend the span of his control and to cement his leadership. The war in which most of the Arab Gulf countries along with Egypt and Syria sided with the United States of America against Saddam Hussein after the invasion of Kuwait was aimed in part to remove Iraq from the military strategic equation between the Arabs and Israel. So, the Israeli element is present and absent depending on the Arab leaders' desire either to anesthetize or to awaken the sleeping peoples. This is what is known as the Arab horse-trading of the Palestinian cause.

This manner of horse-trading of the Palestinian cause and out-bidding the Palestinian leadership and the Palestinian president is followed by the Iranians as much as Syrians today. The Iranian president Mahmoud Ahmadinejad named himself the guide for Arab and Islamic sentiments towards Palestine just by adopting demagogical language against Israel and the United States. He does that while leaving the door open for deals with the United States and Israel if they acquiesced to Iran possessing nuclear weapons and to his own ambitions for the leadership of the Islamic world and for an Iranian-Israeli regional hegemony. The influence of Mahmoud Ahmadinejad’s relies on the naivety of the Arab population, on Palestinian and Lebanese organizations, and on the Syrian regime.

The common factor among all of these players is to destroy President Mahmoud Abbas and to kill the option of going back to the negotiating table. The basic idea is to completely destroy Palestinian decision-making so that Syrian- and Tehran-affiliated Palestinian factions could be employed for the benefit of Syria and Iran and their transitional and long term interests. So when it is said that the international community is starving the Palestinians as punishment for exercising their democratic options by electing Hamas, it must also be said that Iran, Syria, and other Palestinian factions, including Hamas, are employing the starvation of the Palestinian people as a weapon in their ideological battles and power struggles.

The Syrian interference in Palestinian decision-making is not new as Syria is alone among Arab countries in not recognizing the Palestinian Liberation Organization as the sole and legitimate representative of the Palestinian people. The incidents in the past few days between the Syrian Palestinians and the Lebanese coincide with Damascus's campaign against the official Palestinian representation in Lebanon. This is due to the refusal of the Syrian regime to recognize the independence of the Lebanese-Palestinian relationship as it [Syrian regime] wants to keep it as a bargaining chip just as it kept the two negotiation tracks [Lebanese and Syrian]. Moreover, the unification of the Palestinian decision-making process would mean that Syria’s tools of interference in Lebanon, as represented by opposition Palestinian factions, would be withdrawn.

Let the Palestinian people take note of that fact and act accordingly. Let it act for the sake of its cause and for the sake of Lebanon which helped it so much. Let the Lebanese people also take note of the results of the Syrian classification of the official Palestinian representation in Lebanon which might entail having to overcome 'sensitivities' which stand out suddenly under the banner of settling the Palestinians in Lebanon. The upcoming battle over the official Palestinian representation will be a Syrian war waged by the regime in Damascus so that it, alone, along with its allies, possess the right to speak in the name of the Palestinians to dissuade their president and sabotage their choices. This battle in itself is a live testimony to the rejection of the Syrian regime to recognize Lebanon's independence and the independence of Palestinian decision-making. The Palestinian factions that dedicated themselves to perform services for the Syrian regime are not only transgressing against Lebanon but also against their own people and thus are manipulating its tragedies under the Israeli occupation because these factions are not in the business of liberation but in the business of sabotage for ends and goals not related to patriotism.

The Lebanese organizations, factions and militias allied to the Syrian agenda in Lebanon and that serve Iran’s territorial ambitions to the detriment of Lebanese interests are entering a war over the future of this country. Hizbullah matters nationally so long as it honestly commits to the unanimity of the Lebanese national dialogue over demarcating the Lebanese-Syrian borders, including the Shebaa farms, setting up full diplomatic relations between the two countries, and disarming the Palestinian militias outside the refugee camps within six months. Lebanon's youth, including Hizbullah's youth, deserve a unified country. They deserve a normal life in a normal country that would not be used by neighboring countries and which does not host any weapons other than those of the state and army. The suggestions that Hizbullah's weapons are weapons that are independent from those of the state and are offered on the national dialogue table as a partner to the state arouse suspicions and doubts over the honesty of Hizbullah's patriotic goals. There is no room to believe that Hizbullah is an independent quasi-state which enjoys as much sovereignty as the Lebanese state and which possesses its own weapons that come from abroad. The logic behind does not make sense at all. It is also not right for Hizbullah to claim that the resistance was solely the resistance of the Shiites as part of a strategy to start setting up a Shiite canton in south Lebanon beyond the control of the Lebanese state. This entails dividing the country and liquidating the rights of the Shiites in Lebanon. But if Hizbullah is acting with a mandate from the Shiites in Lebanon then it must—along with the Amal movement—inform the Shiites and the Lebanese of this. Thus the bet is on as to whether the Shiites would refuse to transform the south into a canton, because the Shiite youths in Lebanon, as do all youths, want a normal life in a normal country after all.

There is no need to feel provoked because of a call for merely defining the borders as opposed to demarcating them, for the time being, because this would be an unnatural thing that calls upon the Syrians and Lebanese to pause, especially those Lebanese who 'sympathize' with the Syrian mobilization, on the grounds that they reject international interference. O.K. then, let Syria agree upon defining the borders and let it set up full diplomatic relations with Lebanon as a true and complete recognition of Lebanon's independence. Instead, Syrian diplomacy states that it wants to demarcate the borders 'starting from the north' in an impossible pitch that aims to waste time and postpone the demarcation or definition of the borders of the Shebaa farms. This is an ill-intentioned and fabricated ruse. This is what Syrian intellectuals, who were anxious over correcting the nature of the Syrian-Lebanese relationship, realized but they were faced with a campaign of arrests.

These procedures bring back to mind that a leader might be willing to trade a whole country for the sake of his regime and family. Along with his pretensions of defiance and victory, let him stop and think for a few minutes so that he might place the country above all other considerations, following the example of Ayatollah Khomeini, and not of that of the revolutionary president, Mahmoud Ahmadinejad. For defiance is a gamble, and an inevitably losing one.
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