What are the Iraqis Going to be Drawn to, Liberation or Occupation?

Raghida Dergham - Al-Hayat - 12/23/2003

The war to mobilize Iraqis is set to assume a new dimension following the capture of toppled president Saddam Hussein. The camp supporting Iraq's liberation from the regime's repression intends to exploit Hussein's cowardice to mobilize the Iraqi people in the battle against terror. As for the camp supporting the liberation of Iraq from the occupation, it will make use of Saddam's humiliation to mobilize the Iraqi people around the resistance against the occupation.

The battle's headlines include the liberation from the regime, terror, occupation, conspiracies and the secret agenda to divide Iraq. In all battles, the Iraqi people are being used as a tool, and the decisive battle is the one taking place within the Iraqi individual, especially since he is the one subject to promises and fears.

The capture of Saddam hiding in a hole was a source of extreme happiness to some and of extreme shock to others. He had presented himself as the symbol of Arab nationalism and strove to possess developed weapons, prohibited for the Arab world but not for Israel. Hence, part of the public opinion considered the humiliation at American hands as a national one, and tried to contain their disappointment by saying that Hussein was drugged and that his trial would offer an opportunity to restore the heroic attribute of the man. These people insist that the trial will be an opportunity for exposing the U.S.' double-standards. This is the camp that was shocked by the capture. But this man ignored his people's interests, and was always ready to sacrifice Iraq to preserve his power. His relations with the U.S. have nothing to be proud of, and his war against Iran was a war for power.

When he felt he was the partner of the U.S., he thought this could allow him to become a regional leader, and so he invaded Kuwait. This man never cared about crushing his people if they dared oppose him. He turned Iraq into a poor and miserable country. He oppressed the Iraqi people and even the Arab street did not support him. Saddam was a despot and a tyrant who considered his people as cattle he owns.        

So, why mourn such an end? Why insist that he is a national hero even though he led Iraq and the region to a terrible decline?

If it is because he challenged Israel and the U.S., the ugliness of his actions should expose him because he destroyed the Iraqi scientists' achievements when arrogance controlled him and blinded his wisdom.

The end of Saddam is that of any tyrant, so, no need to set him as a national hero and a symbol for challenging Israeli and American hegemony.

The humiliation he was subject to is not the humiliation of the Arab individual or pride. It is time that Arab citizens started blaming their officials for the misery they are living in and stop linking Arab pride to their leaders, especially those who oppressed them and violated their rights to subdue them.

It is right to oppose the American arrogance. Questioning the real reasons behind the American war on Iraq is justified, for it was not launched to save the Iraqi people from tyranny or establish democracy. We all know it wasn't. If the U.S. administration wants the Iraqi people to become its ally, it has to review its entire policy and methods.

The capture of Saddam Hussein represents a great reward for the American public opinion only, especially with the imminent elections. It is true that his capture is crucial to Iraq, as it removes the fear and turns the page on an era of revenge, which had prevailed in Iraqis' lives under Saddam's rule. But today, Iraqis are experiencing an occupation that considers them as the testing ground for the war on terror, with the end of keeping it away from American cities.

Bush and his brilliant reelection team might be badly surprised if they keep using the Iraqi crisis for the elections. The Iraqi people need to be respected and not used as an electoral tool. They need jobs, security and clear American objectives. They need honesty, not ambiguity. They need calm, which is lacking in American policy. The Americans consider the Iraqi people as cattle, exactly like Saddam did. They might be taken by surprise. The capture of Saddam might not be such a positive step after all if the U.S. administration doesn't change its policy.

The Iraqi people would become the enemy of "strangers" such as Al Qaeda, which seeks to involve it in terrorism for its own interests. The transitional ruling council should refuse the American claim that Iraq is the substitute front, instead of American cities, in the war on terror. This council feels grateful for the U.S. and hence, is ready to accept everything it wants. It feels that its survival depends on the U.S. satisfaction and that it should justify all American acts, regardless of whether they're wrong or not.

The problem is that the transitional ruling council is pretending something it is not. It pretends to be legitimate, when it is only a committee established by the occupation authority. It pretends to be independent, while it falls under American control. The Iraqi Foreign Affairs Minister, Hoshyar Zebari, surprisingly said last week at the Security Council that the UN and the international community, except for the U.S. which he praised, had caused prejudice to the Iraqis and should compensate this harm by adopting the transitional ruling council's timetable and political plan.

But the council never presented a timetable for the U.S. withdrawal from Iraq, as this is a decision to be taken by the coming Iraqi government - a government affiliated to the council, appointed by the U.S. administration. The transitional ruling council's adoption of the arrogant and dictation tone proper to the Pentagon is a very shortsighted and harmful policy for the Iraqi people.

Some humility is required because the diplomatic battle should be in the interest of Iraq and not the electoral campaign. The Iraqi people should be the most important ally in Iraq for the loss would be great if the U.S. administration and the ruling council fail, because the people will not be in favor of destruction and revenge, under the excuse of resistance.

These forces left no other choice to the Iraqi people but destruction and the culture of revenge. But the people are tired of destruction, revenge, fear and exploitation and are demanding tranquility. Who is going to provide them this? Who is going to secure them a normal and ordinary life in which they are not used as tools? They have to decide between decisive choices, disputes, promises, trials and occupations. The burden is theirs and that of the camps trying to mobilize them.
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