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After Hezbollah had resisted for several years the idea of sending the Lebanese army to the South so that it could extend the state’s authority there, it finally agreed, this week, to the government’s decision to send 15,000 soldiers from the army but only after its destructive war with Israel. It is good that Hezbollah has agreed to the Lebanese army carrying out its duties, but it hasn’t acknowledged yet that the state should have monopoly over the sovereignty and control of the South. Moreover, Hizbullah has still not taken the only step that could end the war, the surrendering of its arms to the state. Indeed, Hezbollah still holds the keys to prolong the war or to end it. It also carries the burden of proving that its intentions are good. If it believed that by merely blessing the state’s desire to send the army to the south it would change the Security Council’s mind in a way that would allow it to keep its weapons, then Hezbollah is merely maneuvering to score points despite the huge costs to this war in which Israel is committing monstrosities. Under no circumstances would the Security Council bless Hezbollah should it hold onto its weapons, no matter how much Arab League delegates would try to make changes to the draft resolution and place the issue of the Hezbollah weapons within the context of the Lebanese dialogue. All those who try to allow the idea to pass that two sovereign powers can exist in parallel in Lebanon-- Hezbollah and the Lebanese state-- are essentially hurting Lebanon because the presence of one cancels the other. The hope is for the survival of the sovereignty of the state and not for Hezbollah to cancel it. 

Confronting Israel in war is a sovereign decision that should be taken by the state alone, and if the state wants to go on fighting Israel then Hezbollah must return that stolen sovereignty through concrete actions and not only through the speeches of Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah. This should be translated clearly by the handover of Hezbollah’s weapons to the state, the disbanding of militias, such that they can be integrated into the Lebanese army in an orderly manner without preset conditions or bargains.

In other words, and in all honesty, Hezbollah is facing decisions that concern more than a battle in a war or a Security Council resolution. On its shoulders lies the historic responsibility that entails having to decide whether this is an ‘existential’ war for it as a party even if that led to the destruction of Lebanon and the death of its people, or whether it will decide to place the country before the party, and above any regional considerations.

This column has repeatedly mentioned the main issue in terms of Hezbollah’s choices for the future of Lebanon and its people: prosperity or the destruction of the country.

On the 6th of January 2006, exactly eight months ago, this column carried an article entitled: Scenarios to call for a military strike against Lebanon and Syria. This column alerted to dangerous preparations and policies that were in the pipeline, back then. It is useful to quote it: “There is talk within international circles about various scenarios that would influence decisions relating to the existence of Syria and Hezbollah; these international circles also warn that attacking Israeli towns from across the Lebanese border could entail repercussions on all of Syria and Lebanon.

This is not random talk, but is based on indications that Syria will most probably resort to measures that would prompt an Israeli attack on Lebanon and Syria.  In addition, there are indications that Syria will stir up the Palestinian-Israeli scene by activating and empowering pro-Syrian Palestinian factions.

When it comes to Lebanon, the most important link through which and on which measures will be taken is Hezbollah, which possesses tools allowing it to implement or disrupt any measures. That’s why the responsibility of implicating Lebanon in an Israeli attack or invasion falls on the shoulders of the Hezbollah leadership, which is required to choose today between fortifying Lebanon against being used for revenge or any other reason and between sacrificing it to the benefit of Syria or Iran.”

This was a direct quote of what appeared in this column. What follows are additions to highlight what was being prepared and for which ends.

The two leaderships in the two states [Syria and Iran] might find it in their interests at this time to provoke Israel through Hezbollah and the Palestinian factions either to divert attention and pressure away from themselves or to mobilize the anti-Israeli sentiments locally and regionally… In other words, any operation across the Lebanese-Israeli borders by Hezbollah at this stage will be construed as a preconceived decision to provoke an Israeli attack against Lebanon. Any Syrian encouragement of such a development will be construed as a hidden desire to provoke an Israeli attack against Syria which would enable Damascus to announce to Arabs that it was at war with Israel. 

Iran on the other hand and according to Ali Larijani, the secretary general of the Iranian national security council, drew up ‘scenarios to respond’ to any attempts to force it to abandon the enrichment of uranium and planned to ‘drag the region into a war’, according to his expressions back then. ‘This is exactly what the international circles said about the scenarios that would set the region ablaze by a regional war that is driven by Iran and provoked by Syria’ as this column had said, then. This war would include ‘blowing up Lebanese-Lebanese relations, whether sectarian or party wise, and creating trouble on the internal Lebanese scene’. 

Finally, and quoting from the same article, there are noteworthy points: ‘What is being said today in the international circles is that terrorizing the Lebanese through a series of assassinations has failed as Lebanon is still holding together and didn’t flare up in a civil war as per Damascus’s desires. Therefore, the alternative choice for Damascus is to change its track completely so that the confrontation would be comprehensive, using all the Lebanese and Palestinian tools to provoke Israel into momentous actions which would lead to changing the talk away from the Syrian issue in Lebanon and the international punishment of Syria for the actions of its security leaders’.

With respect to Lebanon, that column had said: ‘Hezbollah shoulders the biggest responsibility, as it must decide, once and for all, whether it is a Lebanese party or an instrument in Syrian and Iranian hands willing to ‘drag the region’ into war and transforming Lebanon into hell to serve the nuclear aspirations of Iran or to spare Syria from the punishment for the assassinations. Hezbollah is facing today a choice, and today comes the more difficult exam’. All these words were at the beginning of the year. It was no prophecy but assumptions based on facts. The time for the test has arrived. 

Hezbollah tested Israel and has claimed victory in undermining Israeli strength after withholding from the Israeli army the pleasure of the quick victory it is used to. But this extremely costly test for Lebanon was not a true victory for Hezbollah because it might provoke a widened Israeli land invasion that might end with a new occupation. There are no reasons for Hezbollah to celebrate because at the end this was a provocation to violate Lebanon for ends that don’t serve its interests because the fact that Israel is despicable is not a sufficient reason to present Lebanon as a sacrifice for the Syrian-Iranian ambitions. It is time for the patriots in Lebanon and the Arab world to separate their obsession about Israel from what is truly being prepared in the name of its enmity and at the expense of future Arab generations.

Those [the blind patriots] are the ones who place what is happening in Lebanon solely within the context of enmity to Israel and the Israeli aggressiveness. They are being elusive when they do not acknowledge the axis of evil formed by Iran, Syria and Hezbollah, absolving it instead of all accountability for the destruction of Lebanon. Israel is an obvious enemy for Lebanon and its people as it considers it to be a legitimate target with a complete disregard for all the humanitarian international laws and for the rights of civilians in war time. Thus it is committing war crimes as testified by the bodies of children there for all to see. There is no debate about this fact, even though the ‘patriots’ call anyone who accuses anyone other than Israel a traitor.

The challenge facing them [the patriots] is this: either you support an overwhelming resistance which calls for the opening of the Syrian-Israeli front completely so that Al-Qaeda members--which Syria announced are about to head to Lebanon--could go there instead, or you choose between the sovereignty of the Lebanese state and that of Hezbollah in the name of a resistance restrained to this victimized country. 

The time has come to choose clearly: either the sovereignty of the state which necessitates that Hezbollah disarm and gives up its sovereignty either willingly or forcibly or that of Hezbollah which is an alternative to the state and which is actively working to undermine it, in accordance with Iran and Syria. 

It is an existential battle after all. Hezbollah can choose now, over the ruins of Lebanon, to finally accept that it is part of the Lebanese government which is implementing its sovereignty independently of Syrian and Iranian dictates. This necessitates a momentous decision that transforms Hezbollah from a subordinate to Syria and Iran to an active faction that preserves the rights of its popular base in the Lebanese formula.

The warnings coming from the foreign ministers of Syria, Iran, and Qatar about an inevitable civil war in case the Security Council endorsed the “cessation of hostilities” resolution carry the flavor of provocations more than warnings.

No one in Lebanon thought at the beginning of this summer that hell was heading this way as Iran promised or as was planned by Damascus and executed by Hezbollah. That the ‘True promise’ [Hezbollah operation] would trigger Israeli savagery that went beyond all expectations is not a debatable matter. More than any other country, Israel is notorious for its brutality when it occupies territory, and for its disregard of civil rights and humanitarian and international laws. In no way can Israel be excused for its heinous conduct in the war, which is an injustice to Lebanon and the Lebanese.

If the state of Israel was truly self-confident and capable of supporting its threats with actions then it wouldn’t have chosen the weakest country to vent its anger on. This toy tiger is venting its frustration through the bodies of Palestinian and Lebanese children because it fears to fight the war where it should  really be fought, with Syria and Iran.

But the justifications made by those intimately connected with the Israeli mentality challenge the argument of the ineffectiveness of the Israeli military institute and its description as a toy tiger. These circles state that part of the Israeli strategy is to allow Hezbollah and Damascus to believe that Damascus isn’t on the Israeli war agenda and that Hezbollah managed to implicate Israel in the Lebanese trap while the trap was actually for Hezbollah and Lebanon. 

The coming hours will challenge what Israel and Hezbollah are espousing in their war at the expense of Lebanon. But the end is not that near, whether peaceful or through war. Those two players started a war whose outcome they believed was solely in their hands. Both of them so far have failed and turned out to be mistaken. Wars by proxy, like the Lebanese war, inflict the pain of an unexpected snake’s bite. But the pain has preceded the end by a long shot and came as a prelude to it, caused by the large number of dead children.  
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