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It is difficult to accept the Bush administration’s festive and rejoicing attitude for victories it has been promoting, at a time when the Iraqi reality is actually dark and painful as a result of the destruction of the infrastructure by America’s War on Terror.

It is also difficult to watch Iraq being transformed once again into an electoral card in the presidential battle between Republicans and Democrats, at a time when Iraq is in the throes of the War on Terror which was brought on by President Bush, which prompted jihadists to rush and meet the challenge with their blood-thirstiness and greed for the destruction of Iraq and its people. What’s even more difficult for any conscience to accept is to consider anger as justification for preventing the fulfillment of Iraqis’ wishes for a better security and the opportunity to heal from the nightmares of despotism, frustration, oppression, occupation, and exploitation by various sides. The future dangers facing Iraqis make them into time-bombs without any real targets. What makes it difficult to read the Iraqi file at this point, is partially due to the fact that the active players in Iraq refuse to fundamentally correct mistakes, as that would force them to admit to regrets and to divorce themselves from current strategies. Before or after the war in Iraq, most of us feel torn and confused. This is because what is happening in Iraq requires some conclusive decision-making. But sentiments and confusion are preventing most –whether Iraqis, Arabs, Americans or Europeans—from reaching such decisions.

Many in this majority hate those who called for the invasion of Iraq, since the latter had fabricated excuses that had nothing to do with the real reasons for the invasion. These people hate even more how the stamina for the invasion of Iraq had subsided as soon as military operations were deemed successful and the regime was toppled, thus proving that the invasion lacked any strategy “after the initial welcome phase.” 

Moreover, this group sees how the US chose to fuel extremism in the Arab, Muslim, Israeli and American arenas, even though it (the US) had a real opportunity to completely quash extremism in the Arab and Muslim worlds, had it chosen to support moderation and to solve the Arab-Israeli conflict. But it chose not to do so. Instead, it struck at moderation, shaking its foundations and leaving it weak before extremism and the grudges which jihadists hold against it.

Perhaps what causes those who are angry at the Bush administration’s adventures to really lose their mind is how the so-called project for bringing democracy to the region through the war in Iraq has been transformed into a tool in the hands of those regimes that reject democracy and reform. Indeed, the mere mention of “Iraqinization” became a reason for mobilizing fear and for threatening of repercussions if the status quo is messed with.

Indeed, destabilization of Iraq has become the justification for maintaining the stability of other regimes, which use the horrors which Iraqis are experiencing as a pretext for protecting the status quo. The US failure in Iraq (according to those who consider it a failure) has quashed the dreams of a lot of young Arabs who were not opposed to the war in Iraq since they considered it the only means to get rid of despotic regimes in the Arab region.

Americans who are angry at Bush’s war in Iraq consider that the US became implicated in a needless quagmire and a deceptive war whose real aims remain a mystery for most Arab-Americans who are angry at Bush’s war in Iraq. These Arab-Americans see the destruction and the sectarian war in Iraq, and consider that the country’s current movement toward division is not an unplanned consequence of the war, but a well-studied, well-discussed plan that was endorsed once Republicans decided to go with the option of war. However, there are some who do not see things from this perspective, and refuse to consider current developments as a US failure, arguing, instead, that the US plan will be completed and Iraq will truly become a model for change and democracy. There are also those who complain that the role of volunteer jihadists in destroying Iraq is being ignored, and so is their role in exploiting Iraqis for their own destructive and vengeful goals.

This is a valid opinion, since it highlights the frightening Arab public silence with respect to the misery which Iraqis are experiencing at the hands of jihadists, under the pretext that the forces of defiance against the occupation are challenging the US plan for Iraq and the region. This public sentiment is insulting to Iraqis for whom Arabs weep and with whom they demonstrate in solidarity, while in reality they would be practically blessing the killing of Iraqis and reducing their lives to a mere commodity.

Then there is the aspect of religion and sectarianism which the American war in Iraq has undoubtedly helped unleash, even though it is not strictly a Bush administration concoct. Indeed, the problem lies in the internal Arab structure and is not just one that is coming to the Arab soul by American orders.

What is required right now is to stop considering that Iraq is either solely a product of America’s failed or even ill-intentioned plans or that its salvation will come at the hands of the US and its forces.

In order for Iraq to heal from its agony, [people] should stop categorizing the likes of Abu Musab al-Zarqawi as a legitimate “resistance” to the occupation, because this man has outdone Osama Bin Laden and Ayman al-Zawahiri in producing piles of dead Iraqi bodies. He is the one who diverted attention from the occupation by fomenting sectarian strife. And he is the one to whom the Iraqi people proved that his services are rejected, since he could not find in Iraq a popular base that embraced him. He merely found some volunteers who were willing to engage in sectarian wars in order to fulfill his calls for hatred.

Getting rid of him would serve Iraqis more so than it would serve George W. Bush and his vice-president Dick Cheney, who is keeping silent nowadays, and his Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, who has swallowed a lot of his arrogance after he was found out because of the war in Iraq. These two men represent hatred, failure, arrogance and extremism. They are the face of the neo-cons, who are in hiding these days, while they used to show off their hegemony and grandeur only recently. They are in hiding because the victory train has passed while they were in the ditch.

This does not mean that jihadists have won the war on terror which they are waging, along with the Americans, in and outside Iraq. They are still at the train station, waiting for the victory train, and they, too, will miss it while they are in the ditch. This is a war that is not capable of being won, neither for Americans nor for jihadists. It is unlike traditional wars for which plans are put in place, to be implemented by soldiers. It is not a war with military and political strategies and well-set time frames and conclusive deadlines. For this reason, Iraq should stop being a hostage for the war on terror, since Iraqis have paid more than their share in this war, and they are totally worn out. 

But the problem is that Iraq is currently stuck in the vicious circle of the war on terror, and the country will pay the price whether US forces would withdraw or stay, because the jihadists, the rebel forces and the sectarian war have become so entrenched in Iraq that it is difficult to end things in a manner that would be to Iraq’s benefit.

George W. Bush has admitted to his miscalculations when he challenged jihadists and terrorists to a duel in Iraq. But George W. Bush never regretted what he had done nor has he apologized to Iraqis about his recurrent declaration that the Iraq war took place in order to divert the war on terror away from US cities. And as long as he does not feel remorse for what he has said and he sticks to his policy, he could never realize what he had done and what he should do in this war. As long as Bush does not admit to his fundamental mistake in waging this war as a war on terror, Iraq will remain a victim of the US policy, regardless of whether this policy is innocent or not.

In turn, the Iraqi government is also mistaken in categorizing its war against rebels as part of the international war on terror. Its war against local terrorism should be a local war, backed by the Iraqi people. This is the only way in which terror plots in Iraq could be quashed.

The acrobatic and surprise visits, such as that of George W. to Iraq this week and the use of hi-tech satellites to discuss the US-Iraqi strategy are only beneficial to small sectors [of the economy] in the US. Indeed, the handshake that took place between President Bush and Iraqi Prime Minister Nouri Maliki is not equivalent to a secure job for an Iraqi individual. Communication by satellite is not like fixing an electric power network or equipping a health clinic or school in Iraq. So, if it is inevitable that US forces should stay in Iraq now – even though this might not be the best decision – then George Bush should put in place some new goals for these forces, other than waging a war on terror. In fact, he should order his forces to “become invisible,” by transforming themselves into a force for construction instead of one that duels with terrorists. US forces would then work to compensate for the real mistakes committed by the invasion and occupation – the mistakes of destroying the infrastructure and causing the disintegration of institutions, something which Bush has still not admitted to. This means that the US president should pledge to transfer money from the military budget to the civilian budget in Iraq.

In other words, this administration has three choices: 

1- to immediately withdraw from Iraq in order to stop the war on terror there, and so that the US could regain some of its international power so that it would be able to confront any Iranian challenges, for instance, instead of remaining fearful of potential vengeful acts which Iran would commit against US forces in Iraq, where Iran has gained widespread influence as a result of the US war which toppled the former Iraqi president Saddam Hussein.

2- to change the mission of US and allied forces in Iraq from one of fighting terror to one of providing civilian needs, such that these forces would open hospitals and factories under a strategy of empowering Iraqis so that they would become an important ally for normalizing the situation in Iraq and expelling mercenaries. Of course, this would require a clear schedule that would lead to the withdrawal of US troops and the end of the occupation.

3- To continue with the same dismal policy of using Iraq as a battlefield for fighting terror. This war is not capable of being won, no matter what George W. Bush or Osama bin Laden claims. This is a dynamic war that does not comply to wishes or strategies, particularly since jihadists’ stamina is fueled by the US policies toward Palestine and Iraq, which are considered by the Arab and Muslim public opinion as the epitome of hatred toward the Arab and Muslim peoples. 

The Iraqi experience has exposed as myth all claims stating that Arab peoples agree on supporting the jihadist fight against American arrogance and grandeur. Large segments of Iraqi public opinion scorn Arabs for embracing the jihadists, not for their love of Americans, but their hatred for the hypocritical sentiments that claim to stand in solidarity with Iraqis while they laugh at the sight of corpses of innocent Iraqis. For sure, support for jihadists is not restricted to Sunni nations, for Iran has a history of strong relations with non-Shiite forces of extremism and terrorism, regardless of its current actions in Iraq in support of Shiites in the Sunni-Shiite war there. 

Indeed, those active in Iraq are many, with their ill- and well-intentioned plans. Instead of celebrating transient victories, it is now time to think carefully of what is needed to save Iraq from the war on terror which has taken the country hostage and destroyed the heart of its infrastructure.
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