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The entry of doctors, as a group, into the cycle of terror has astonishing and frightening implications for the level that blind dependency has reached, under Islamic slogans, as well as for the accomplishments of this organized mobilization, undertaken by destructive people who feed it to frustrated people in the Arab and Muslim regions of the world.

This mobilization is taking place for a complicated war and thus it is easy to see this feeding and this mobilization, this exploitation of religion to organize cells that, in turn, transform (religious) observance into a quasi-cult. This is inappropriate and unfortunate for the majority of Muslims, who pay a steep price for being turned into blindly dependent cult members who are steered by this mobilization process for authoritarian political ends, based on destruction, extremism and submission. This mobilization is taking place for a complicated war, and the majority of the world, both governments and peoples, finds it difficult to understand what is behind it, what its objectives are, and what its ultimate course is. Perhaps the biggest difference between the parties to this war is that one group understands it completely and is aware of its details, in terms of strategy, implementation and objectives. The other “front” waging the war is divided among those who are struck by astonishment, those putting forward their justifications, those who are fearful and submissive, and those who reject taking the necessary measures and adopting an integrated strategy. Those who are the targets in the West don’t feel that this war is of monumental importance for their future, despite the war’s seriousness and violence. These people trust that the security authorities in their country will take preventative steps and adopt a strategy of defeating those who are bringing this war to western cities. The victims in the East are fully aware that they’re hostage to adventures of anger coming in the whirlpool of terror, which has brought us doctors and ignorant fathers who have weighed down Arabs and Muslims with a huge debt.

These people, who claim the defend the rights of Muslims, are using Muslims as a piece of merchandise in their selfish, failed, ignorant adventures and loading down generations with the payment of the expenditures and price of these adventures. The day that Muslims call for has come, wherever they can choose their destiny and decide where they stand vis-à-vis this war, which will have huge repercussions for them, their children and grandchildren, a war that is being waged in Pakistan, Afghanistan, Iraq, Palestine and Lebanon, with the help of states, and not just networks, organizations and cells.

Some would like to sum up the entire war by referring to American President George W Bush, and having him bear responsibility for not completing the war against terror in Afghanistan and opening the parallel front in the war against Iraq. Others would like to hold Arab governments responsible for creating the oppression, dictatorship, banning of parties, withholding rights from citizens, which have produced extremism and terror.

Blaming George W Bush for the failed policies in Afghanistan and the desperate adventures in the Iraq war is deserved. But George W Bush, despite his fall to the lowest level of public support in the US, can claim to his people that he has succeeded in keeping terror away from US cities, as he promised. He can say that this was the strategy of bringing the terrorists to Iraq to surround them and busy them, while the necessary security measures were taken in the US.

If he failed in achieving the goals of planting and spreading democracy in Iraq, as neoconservatives argue that these were war objectives with mercurial justifications, George W Bush can claim success in pruning the capacities of the al-Qaida network and its like.

As for Arab governments, it is correct to blame them, for withholding from their peoples, for decades, the right to practice democracy, which has helped radically in transforming popular anger into a treasure for Islamists, who seek power by any means possible. If a coup d’etat option does not exist due to the role of the military in ruling governments, war is another option: a war against the state, and not just against the government, and a war even against people, by using people as a means to take power. Ethically, the Islamists are no better than the authorities, despite what some people might claim. It’s power, stupid.

In order to gain power and rule alone, Islamists are coordinating with neighboring countries and other regimes, whether near or far, to strike at stability and spread chaos, which will help them take power and submit the country to their ideology, through dictating laws and the foundations of society. If Arab and Muslim peoples choose this model, whether voluntarily or out of a true desire, over what “moderate” governments offer to them – a certain level of freedom of decision-making and lifestyle – then they have the right to mobilize themselves as weaponry in the hands of the takfiri jihadists, extremist Islamists and terrorists, in a war for power. If these peoples choose such a course, they should cease their mercurial justifications of this option, stretching from the struggle for Palestine to revenge against the American enemy, etc. The choice is hugely important for the future, and is not a mere whim. If the Islamists gain power, it represents a completely “isolationist” position, in an era of globalization.

But if the Arab and Muslim peoples are split from both camps (one with the Islamists and one against), then the camp that wants freedom, moderation and modernity, and rejects dictates, takfiri thought, and using people as tools in wars over power, should become a party to this hugely important war. Observing things from a distance means helping the extremist Islamists against moderation. The equivalency between blaming US policies, especially toward Israel, and blaming the extremists (states, organizations, cells, suicide attackers) means that the goal here involves fleeing from responsibility for participating in decision-making. Thus, when terrorism takes place in the form of a cell of doctors in Britain, neutrality is unacceptable, and silence is to be rejected. These are the rules of the wars, which are using people and making them a direct party to the conflict. Thus, remaining neutral constitutes a deception and a heresy, since anyone and everyone might be attracted and recruited by force in this important war. This does not apply to attacks such as those in Britain, but to the ongoing wars in Iraq, Palestine, Lebanon, Pakistan, Afghanistan, Indonesia, and elsewhere.

The Israeli part of the equation, with its specifically US dimension, does not help at all, since Israeli behavior has been to violate international laws and resolutions, which involve no accountability, due to America’s protection for Israel, whatever it does. This protection is very costly for the US because it increases hostility toward Americans, and robs the US of trust in it, producing the justifications that are used to accuse the US of employing double standards. If successive US administrations have refused to exercise their influence and use their weight to affect Israel’s behavior, to end the occupation or deter the Jewish state from building settlements and the Separation Wall, or truly accept peace, this refusal makes it easy for the forces of extremism to despise the forces of moderation in the region.

What’s worse is that neither the Republicans nor the Democrats have a serious strategy for dealing with the challenges imposed by the forces of darkness, whether governments or other actors, or dealing with the attractiveness of these forces for public opinion and popular mobilization behind them. There are studies, recommendations, government departments and high-ranking bureaucrats with titles and tasks that carry names such as “popular diplomacy” to win hearts and minds. However, there is no strategy that is bold enough to deal with the element of Israel in the equation, or a strategy that deals seriously with policies toward friendly states, such as Qatar, or unfriendly ones, such as Syria and Iran.

These truths must not frustrate the determination of moderation; they should not be used as an excuse by those who are hesitant to adopt neutrality or silence. The war is important for the people of the region, and not the US.

If the US takes the decision to withdraw from Iraq in the next few months, people in the region won’t be surprised if they see an exodus of volunteers, jihadists and takfiri types and sectarian warlords from Iraq to a number of neighboring states and farther-off countries. The withdrawal is coming, and it might come sooner than some expect. If the withdrawal involves retreating to American military bases in regions of Iraq, the partition of the country might be a fait accompli. If the withdraw is hurried, to areas outside Iraq without American bases there, the division of Iraq might be the result.

Some might see such a result as a defeat for the US in Iraq. The question is: whose victory will it be? Iran, which has greatly benefited from the US invasion and occupation of Iraq, might be shaken to the core if it inherits an Iraq in revolt, or one that is divided or partitioned. Syria will be in for a shock, as the new volunteers are thrown back against it, as soon as it appears to them that Israel is leading the campaign of protecting the regime in Damascus because it suits the Jewish state and refuses to open a front with Israel. The states of the Arab Gulf will be frightened by an American withdrawal, not only because it will leave behind a fragile Iraq, eaten up by sectarianism and destructive forces, but also because Iraq will become the biggest exporter of these forces of destruction and terrorism, in revolt against the authorities. There is also the threat from Pakistan, which has begun to gain American attention to the degree that the US administration might begin clamping down on the danger of the nuclear bomb that Pakistan possesses, instead of the danger of Iran’s possessing the ability to make a nuclear weapon. This will comfort Iran, even in the short term, while it plays for time and tries to use the negotiations and diplomacy that it is conducting with the European Union and the negotiations over a deal being conducted with Dr. Mohammed El Baradei, the director general of the International Atomic Energy Agency.

Based on recent indications and information, El Baradei is not only working on the nuclear aspect, which concerns him in his capacity as the IAEA director general, but also seeking a bigger deal, based on elements of the American-Iranian rapprochement, as represented by an American commitment to cease using the language of “axis of evil” and halt its drive to topple the regime in Tehran.

A portion of the US administration swears that it will not permit El Baradei to go beyond international resolutions, which stipulate Tehran’s suspension of uranium enrichment, no matter what creative ideas Iran might produce, and vows that Washington will not bless the regime or permit it to have a military nuclear capacity. This faction is headed by Vice President Dick Cheney, who is calling for a military confrontation with Iran, and will hear nothing of a reconciliation or dialogue, which is being sought by Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice. Thus, military reinforcements are being built up in the region and in the waters of the Gulf.

The new element is represented by what was affirmed last week by the official spokesperson for the multinational forces in Iraq, the American General Kevin Bergner, who said that US forces had apprehended armed elements belonging to Iran’s Revolutionary Guards and Lebanon’s Hizbullah, and found documents confirming official Iranian involvements in the attack on a coordination center in Karbala in January, which led to the killing of five US soldiers. Tehran and Hizbullah deny their involvement, claiming that they are not intervening in Iraq. However, Bergner’s coming forward with names and documents weakened this denial, weakening the Condoleezza Rice faction and giving ammunition to the Cheney faction when it comes to Iran.

Iran is an important element in US decisions and in the impact of these decisions on the region as a whole. Regardless of Iran’s nuclear capacity, even if the IAEA monitors the country and the nuclear facilities disappear, along with the providing of guarantees of the regime’s survival, this will constitute a huge contribution to Iranian hegemony over the entire Arab region. A military strike against Iran could help kindle popular sentiment by Arabs and Muslims against the US and sympathy with the mullahs’ regime in Tehran.

Until the US administration settles its options toward Iraq and Iran, toward Afghanistan and Pakistan, toward Palestine and Israel, toward Syrian and Lebanon, the pace of extremism in these states will increase, with the help of some of these governments. These governments, which hold the cards of volunteers and mercenaries in wars of destruction, and which have expertise in and a history of mobilizing and organizing (terror) cells, are the current beneficiary of alliances with extremism and terror. In the long term, they are losers, however, since the monster that they are helping to create in their backyard will rebound against them, sooner or later. As for the transformation of doctors and fathers, in their blind dependency to what appears to be a cult, this phenomenon represents a challenge that truly requires a serious popular awakening, among Arabs and Muslims, wherever they are, and before it is too late.
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