Bush’s Mlddle Kast Plan
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UNVEILING a I:mid vision of
sweeping changes and restructur-
ing of systems in the region, the US
president, George W. Bush, has, for
the first time, outlined his plan for
a democratic post-war Mideast,
Seeking to answer opponents in
Europe and the Arab world, who
have accused him of rushing to
war, Mr Bush, addressing the con-
servative American Enterprise
Institute a few days ago, argued
that *a new regime in Traq would
serve as a dramatic and inspiring
example of freedom to other
nations of the region.”

His message contdined an implied wam-
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The Bush critics, however, point out that
the Americans have never cared about
Middle Eastern democracy before, so why
should they take the Bush plan seriously
now? To many sceptics Bush's scheme for a
democratic post-war Middie East looks Hike
“putright fantasy™. Also, it 15 bemg argued
that you cannot impose democracy from
ghove, espocially on & society that has no
real democratic traditions. The supporters
af the plan refer to the democratization of
Japan after World War IL

U5 General Douglas MacArthur success-
fully built Japan along-democratc lines
despite the fact that the Japansse society
did not have any significant democratic tra-
didons until then, In countries that once
gave birth to fascism and militarism, liberty
and democracy have found a permanent
home.

While explaining his strategy for the post-

setflement with the Palestinians, will Mr
Bush be ahle to fulfil his “personal commit-
ment” after his victory over Mr Hussein?
Does the recent statement of hawkish
Isracli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon that
Israel is ready to make “painful conces:
sions” signify that the creation of an inde-
pendent Palestinian state is now acceptable
o him?

Mr Sharon has recently won a hardline
mandate from the Israeli voters and leads'a
coalition government that includes two
extreme right-wing religious parties bitterly
opposed to the creation of an independant
and viable Palestinian state, Unless Mr
Bush is prepared for a real arm-twisting of
Tsrael it is doubtful if the overthrow of Mr
Hussein will automatically result in the solu-
tion of Palestinian-Israeli problem.

Mr Bush has pledged o bring democracy
and freedom to Iraq and has further stated

ing for the host of the despotic
and dynastic Arab govemn-
ments, including close allies
like Egypt and Saudi Arabia,
that unless they changed, they
to0 might be swepr away. It is
an iromy of history that the US
president, who once criticized
even Mr Clinron's: modest
reconstrizction -efforts-in the
Balkans, has now come for-
ward with a gquixotic reform
plan for the Arab world on a
scale not wimessed since the
Americans rebuilt Japan and
Germany after the Second
World War.

His critics recall that during
his presidential campaign Mr
Bush only called for “a humble US foreign
policy.” “We must be proud and confident
of our values"™ he then had stated” but
humble in how we treat nations that are fig-
uring out how to chart their own course”.
But all that has changed. The shock of
September 11 seems 10 have brought about
a radical transformatiorn. Mr Bush now
speaks of remaking the Middle East along
the TIS lines. According to media reports,
Washington is-of the view that it made a fun-
damental mistake by putting ail security,
the fight Fgainst communism and the secu-

rity of its regional bases over and abave the -

democratic evolution of Middle Eastern
countries.

Having arrived at that conclusion, Mr
Bush now wants to pursue 8 wholly new for-
eign policy in the region that aims at “bring-
ing hope and progress into the lives of mil-
lions™, as he put it the other day. This obvi-
oiisly implies changing the political land-
scape of the whole region. “Bush and his
advisers believe they are on the right side of
“a growing histarical wave”, the Washington
Post wrote on February 25, “Within Bush's
inner circle, Irag represents the intersecton
of a security threat and a geopolitical oppor-
Tty

1t has not escaped the attention of US pol-
icy makers that mast of the perpetrators of
September 11 ragedy came from a coumitry
that has been traditionally friendly towards
the United States. The argument is that anti-
Americanism has 'at least partly flourished
becanse of the frustration and resentment
that grow when economic opportunity and
polirical freedom do not exist in countries
contralled by corrupt and despotic rulers,
Washington now repdriedly believes that it
is not enough to go hunting for “terrorist
crocodiles; it must drain the swamp too.”

It is an irony of history that the US president
has come forward with a quixotic reform
plan for the Arab world on a scale not wit-
nessed since the Americans rebuilt Japan and
Germany after the Second World War. The
shock of September 11 seems to have
brought about a radical transformation. Mr
Bush now speaks of remaking the Middle
East along the US lines.

war Middle Fast, Mr Bush has interestingly
linked the overthrow of Saddam Hussein
with the creation of "a tuly democratic
Palestinian state”, The: linkage partly
explains the obsession af the Bush adminis-
tration with' the change of regime m Irag.
“The passing of Saddam Hussein’s regime”,
argues Mr Bush, “will deprive the terrorist
network of a wealthy patron that pays for
terrorist training and offers rewards o fam-
ilies of suicide bombers.”

Om the Palestinian gquestion too, Mr Bush
has revealed his real aim. Not long ago, he
faulted his predecessor for devoting too
much time and presidential prestige o a
failed effort 1o broker Israeh-Palestinian
peace, Now he has even offered his “per
somal commitment™ to achieve “a free, dem-
ocratic, viable and independent Palestine®
alongside Israel.

The thinking in Washington appears to be
that solving the Arvab-Israeli dispute would
remove one of the chief grievances that has
helped fuel and-Americanism in the region
which'in turn has further complicated the
fight against tervor. Bur a closer look at the
Bush plon will reveal that the keenness to
change the regime in Baghdad is also
designed to provide Iong-term security to
Israel,

It would knock out the strongest pillar
of the "rejectionist front™ — Iraqg, Tran and
Syria — that has consistently opposed
peace with lsrael. The head of Israel's
army, Lt. Gen Moshe Yaalon has signifi-
cantly stafed recently that the overthrow
af Saddam Hussein weuld set off “a region-
al earthquake™ undermining hardline
states and “strengthening” pragmatic ele-
Trens, |

Given Washingron®’s past reluctance to
stifficiently pressure Tel Aviv to reach a just

that “all the Iragis must have
a voice in the new govern-
ment”. But how will he recon-
cile the basic principle of
democracy — rule by the
majority — with the desire of
his close Arab allies who want
the present system to contin-
ue in Trag, after the overthrow
of Mr Hussein, to ensuré that
the Sunni minority comtinues
to rule pver the country which
has 65 per cent of Shiite pop-
ulation?

OF course, the most impor-
mnt part of the Bush plan
refates to changing the politi-
cal landscape of the whole
region, He has given a clear
warning to -autocratic Arab governments
that unless they change and bring about
democratic reforms they will be swept away.
It is widely believed that if the American-
led military action against Irag goes ahead,
Saddam Hussein is not the only leader
whose regime will topple tn the aftermath of
war.

It is significant to note that though offi-
cially all the Arab states oppese the ‘war
apainst Irag, their leaders seem o be
trapped between the fear of their people
and the fear of the United States. Half a
dozén of Arab states have offered their ter-
ritories as launching pads for the coming:
onslanght.

And even those who have oot (such 2z
Egypt) are deemed 1o be colluding with fhe
Arah-American war camp,

Another strange phenomenon has
thie apathy and lack of concem shown by
vast mamnry af the Arabs to the cop
American invasion of Trag. While
demonstrations against the Bush plan
taken place across the globe (even in
tries closely allied to the United 8
nuthmg of the sort has pecurred in the Aral
countries; Even mild public protests:
been missing. d .

Iz it because of the rmthles:
with which Arab governments:
serious manifestation of the
Or is it because the disgustwi
order is so deep and widespread.
Arabe will actually welcome
the present system? :

Or is the outward calm no mEEsire
pent-up anger that lies heneath the s
which maybe ignited when the
falls' on Baghdad?' Only: the
will provide an amswer (9 these 8
uesHons.
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