The axis of evil
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Body language is a deadly give away. The pictures of an elated Olmert trying to prove himself a worthy successor to Aerial Sharon, a beaming Condoleeza Rice, and the sprightly pair of Bush and Blair, belie any statement of condemnation made by these leaders against Isreali bombings
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Coercion, aggression and suppression are supposed to be the most potent weapons of mass destruction. Terrorism in all its manifestations is rampant in every part of the world. Human rights have become a matter of perception rather than principle. And the civilised world is proving how shallow and cosmetic the pretence of humanity and equity is. As Lebanon is bombed because of the “grave” misdeed committed by Hezbollah of holding on to two Israeli soldiers, the world looks at this horrific war with sentiments of despair and despondency. Our world is increasingly becoming vengeful, vindictive and venomous.

Political insanity has engulfed the whole world as all institutions, including the UN, struggle to find a solution to this madness. The media attention to extremist groups like Hezbollah, Al Qaeda and Hamas has made them centre of attention. The daily routine of killing civilians is getting a meaningless response of condemnation from the majority of the world and the routine stoic response from the US and the UK. The uncontrolled aggression has now reached inhuman levels. The precision bombing by Israel of a refugee shelter in Qana, which killed 60 refugees including 38 children, has exposed what the real objective of this aggression is. As described by President Bush in his earlier state of union address, the axis of evil must be controlled, that is, Iraq, Iran and North Korea. After the bloody war in Iraq, and with the recent bombing of Lebanon, it seems that the world is increasingly realising that the axis of evil title befits more the US, the UK and Israel.

The new power nexus: The farce to suppress terrorism has become a hollow excuse which citizens of the US and the UK also have started doubting. The Middle Eastern countries that have not towed the American line have become victims of American wrath. Iran and Syria are the two countries who have defied American designs. After a war of words for the last so many years, where American threats have really not made an inch of a difference to Iran, it was time that America found some excuse to get into a destructive attack meant to teach these insolent nations a lesson. Itching to get their hands on these nations, the opportunity provided by Hezbollah seems to have come at the right time for the Americans who have threatened all sorts of action and reaction on Iran if it does not close down its nuclear programme. Meanwhile, America has recently signed a nuclear deal with India which makes all claims of the US of creating regional peace look a colossal political sham.

The start of the war was pathetically obvious. The almost symbolic gesture of Hezbollah of taking over two Israeli soldiers has become a crime, which must be punished with the bombing and blasting of Lebanese citizens to extermination and blowing away the peacekeeping force of the UN in an attempt to prove that Israel will not listen to any sane voice when it comes to its desire to occupy the Middle East land.

Southern Lebanon, which is Hezbollah’s stronghold, is definitely full of pictures of the three people America is after — Hezbollah’s head Sheikh Nasrullah, Syrian President Bashar Assad, and Iranian head Ahmadinejad. It is true that Iran created Hezbollah in 1982 and does provide aid worth millions of dollar to the organisation; yet, it is not just an Iranian extension, but has made its presence felt in many other ways. Hezbollah has changed its strategy of seclusion to that of political inclusion by taking part in elections and civic community works, carving an image of a party much more than just an extremist organisation. In fact, it has worked deliberately to localise itself so as not to be viewed as a Syrian or Iranian implant by becoming nationalistic and modernistic in their approach. One such example is their political partnership with the Lebanese Christian leader, Michael Aoun. They enjoy tremendous support in southern Lebanon due to their community work and the Israeli tactics of killing innocent citizens by blaming Hezbollah for it is not going to bear fruit.

Hezbollah’s strategy of provoking the Israeli aggression may have come under criticism, but it may be a deliberate move to take advantage of the Israeli tendency to go mindless when the raw nerve to blast away the contested Arab land is touched. The Israelis do remember their last attempt of trying to suppress the Lebanese. In 1982, in an attempt to kill Palestinian guerrillas, they killed 20,000 Lebanese and Palestinians and yet failed to make a dent on Arab dominance in the region. The local support and goodwill built by Hezbollah will help them withstand Israeli aggression with much more tenacity and control. So far, the damage to the Hezbollah army has been minimal as most of them had already vacated their offices before the Israelis bombed their headquarters.

The American gain is evident. The US was entirely in favour of the aggression and in the beginning was not promoting ceasefire. First and foremost, because it wanted to trap Iran and Syria — the two countries it has been trying to control for years without success. It wanted that the Israeli aggression should provoke a direct Iranian counter aggression, thereby having a chance of attacking Iran and Syria. The other factor is of course the resurgence of the American arms bazaar which had all but closed before 9/11. American defence industry, which had almost collapsed due to no demand for lethal weapons post-Iran/Iraq War, had to create new demand dimensions to survive. As wars in Afghanistan and Iraq become less destructive, the Lebanese war made the American defence industry buoyant once again. America has been sending massive weaponry to Israel making big American giants like Lockheed Martin redefine their sales and production targets. Thus, the longer the war lasts the better it is for America, both in terms of economic and political gains.

Superficial protests: The response of the international community to these events is to try and keep the lid on and hope it might somehow go away. Therefore, after the G8 summit issued a dead statement “urging” both sides to restrain, Tony Blair and UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan stepped forward with the inevitable call for a UN peacekeeping force to be sent in. As ever, western governments are happy to use the Middle East as a platform on which to posture. See French President Jacques Chirac busily feeling the pain of the Lebanese in order to demonstrate his independence from America and Israel; Blair showing his unreserved loyalty to Bush by rejecting an immediate ceasefire. The history of the Middle East teaches that the West’s ‘peace missions’ achieve little other than to ensure the continuation of the underlying instability as all sides compete for the attention and favour of the international community. However, these niceties are anything but sincere.

Body language is a deadly give away. The pictures of an elated Olmert trying to prove himself a worthy successor to Aerial Sharon, a barely controlled beaming Condoleeza Rice and the sprightly pair of Bush and Blair, belie any statement of condemnation made by these leaders. The arrogance of their postures and the insolence of their gestures are enough to reveal their total indifference to the suffering of hundreds of innocent civilians.

The reaction in Arab countries is as usual lukewarm. Some have expressed “deep concern”, some have condemned the Israeli aggression, but none has come out with any economic or physical support for the affectees. Pakistan has had a muted reaction trying not to take sides, and as usual tried to call for the useless OIC to work towards a ceasefire.

The UN reaction and insistence on ceasefire were not given much heed and also resulted in the killing of UN staff posted in Lebanon. The lame approach of the international community will inevitably leave the fate of this war, at best, in the hands of the aggressors, or at worst, the will of God.

The Israeli show: The fact that Israel’s military chain can now be so easily yanked is a sign of its weakness. Israel finds itself more isolated than ever before, with whatever it does apparently inviting condemnation from around the world.

Israel can only rely on backing from America, where George W. Bush needs allies for his ‘war on terror’. However, even American support for Israel is certainly not what it once was. There is a growing intellectual backlash against the alleged influence of the Israeli/Jewish lobby in shaping American foreign policy. Meanwhile, Bush’s sympathy towards Israel gives the green light for everybody else to heap even more condemnation on its head. Isolated and insecure, Israel lashes out in an attempt to demonstrate its resolve — to its enemies, its few friends, and perhaps most of all, to itself. It has been observed that the air strikes against Lebanon to date seem to be symbolic rather than purely military: why blow up a lighthouse or the airport to stop terrorist attacks? The symbolic object is not merely, as some have suggested, to show that the inexperienced Israeli government of Prime Minister Ehud Olmert is no soft touch. More broadly, it is to demonstrate the continuing authority of the Israeli state.

It was surely a sign of the disorientation of the Israeli military that Hezbollah was able to kidnap those soldiers with relative ease. Such a setback on Israeli soil would have seemed all but impossible in the not-too-distant past. The Israeli response, too, has looked more like a defensive display of panic than a considered show of strength. To date, there have been at least 700 Lebanese casualties of Israeli air strikes, mostly civilians. That is bad, but it is nowhere near the full-scale land invasion of Lebanon that Israel launched in 1982, and which ended in the slaughter of more than 20,000 Palestinian refugees by Israel’s allies in the Christian militia. Sensing that there is little stomach in Israel for a repeat of that bloody adventure, the authorities have had to make it clear that they are not planning any land invasion. But that leaves them caught in a cycle of bombing raids and missile attacks, seemingly unclear about what exactly ‘their goals’ might be, far less how to achieve them.

Conclusion: All these events raise many questions in the analysts’ minds. Are these actions going to increase the incidence of terror or reduce it? As evidence goes, the strategy of America and its allies to suppress terror through indiscriminate aggression is breeding more terror. If the super powers can see this result, why do they pursue this strategy? The answer is: maybe that is what they want. But why would they be interested in fuelling terrorism? The answer to this question takes us back to the age-old strategy of creating supremacy through continuous instability in others.

The Americans’ ability to conceal their nefarious intentions of disempowering the rising nations into submission has succeeded in the past, but will not sustain for long. America has seen resistance grow against its policies at a rapid pace. It has also seen the world become more and more politically estranged. These changes in world sentiments may be too insignificant to bother White House think-tanks immediately, but have created unrest in their own public and supporters.

Americans all over the world are uncomfortable with their own image overseas and their security at home and abroad. Bush and Blair will be long remembered as leaders who divided the world, who constantly deceived the public with respect the real causes of waging a war on Iraq. They will be remembered as leaders who flouted all human values and laws, who made the world an unsafe and insecure place for their own public, and who failed to inspire other nations and deliver on their promises. Unfortunately, as is true for egoistic leaders, they never have the courage to see themselves in the true light, and it is this denial of truth which will eventually bring about their downfall; but, sadly not before they have brought the downfall of millions of innocent people — a victim of their megalomania. 

