The Bush Doctrine and Iraq
- A Sound Agpplication of
a Sound Doctrine

Some conservative critics, such as Patrick Buchanan, Bruce Bartlett, Jon-
athan Clarke, and Stefan Halper, have accused the neoconservatives and
President George W. Bush of betraying the Reagan legacy in foreign affairs.!
This is false. The foreign and national security policies of President Bush
largely reflect not only Ronald Reagan’s legacy, but that of other great presi-
dents who prevailed over perilous threats to freedom. Moreover, thought-
ful critics of neoconservatism such as Francis Fukuyama also recognize
the fundamental affinity between the neoconservatives and Reagan in the
realm of foreign affairs:

Of the two presidents in question [Reagan and Bush], Ronald Rea-
gan in my view more clearly qualifies as a neoconservative. Much
as his critics are loath to admit it, Ronald Reagan was an intel-
lectual of sorts: in the first decade of his career, all he had to offer
were ideas and arguments about communism and the free market,
American values, and the defects of reigning liberal orthodoxy. He
also bore a similarity to the City College crowd insofar as he came
to anticommunism from the left: he started out as a Democrat and
an admirer of Franklin Roosevelt and was a labor leader as presi-
dent of the Screen Actors Guild. His insights about the nature of

125



~319s Jo aaneradwi ay3 pawrepord saey am suonjelsusS oY) sSOIOY
YIIed pUB USABIH JO JaeJA 213 jo afeurr 21)) teaq L3 asnesaq
‘anfea sss[yoyew pue Arudip pue sjySiI sey (lies s[y Ho wewom
pue uewr £1945 yey3 pawneoid aaey am Surpunog o Jo Lep ayy
WO "2U0 MOU 218 SJOI[9q Is2daap INo pue S1SIIUT [I[A SEOLISUIY

pareap
usng M 981095 JUDPISAI ‘§$2IPPY [BINSNBU] PuoDag ST SULIGAIR(]

53 AISISAIP pUE 3UEIS0] DNBIDOUISP JO PEIISUT AXOPOYIIO
Jexnino P31 e 9oy 821] € Jo pesysur Lyred [eomijod sf8urs € Ao
-q1] snordifa1 Jo uotssaidol JustuuIaA0s Juem 91 ([ oym asoyy Aq
Jo peajsur aje3s oy} £q paumo aq 0} pue] 10y 3do ‘SuoIUN pa[[oIIU0D
~I93Tom 0} Justuutaaod a05o1d ‘sxsdedsmau yuopuadapur jo pesis
-ut synopuey epuesedod justruioaod sseyoind 03 apap 93104 03
LI 217} 24BY 03 JOU 3500 A[LIEIUN]OA P[OM O AL KOBIDOUIP 0]
diysxorerdrp 1aya1d ajdoad Lue jeiy) Aes 0] 9SI0M IO UOISUIDSIPUOD
[BINI[ND 3q PINOM I] "S2OUSLIDAXS [EI1I0ISIY PUE SIINYMD JUSIIYIP
3Irs SSLIIUNOD UT saysLINoy Apeaife Aderoowa(] AISI2AIp I0J Uon
-o2101d pue vopeUTUIISISP-Jias SUMUSS Jof sueswr o1 Surpraoid s
3 fwistreriadwir feanyno jou ST SN, ‘suesur [nyooead y3nory) seous
-I9QIp UMO J12Y) J]I2U023T 0} ‘Yami[no umo 112y} do[easp 03 Aem
umo IR} asoot o] 3[doad B smoffe yorym ‘senisiaarun ‘ssrjaed
reontfod ‘suorum ‘ssaxd 2313 € Jo wa)shs 213 AoeIdD0WSp JO BINONILS
-eIjur 34 131505 03 :31e3s 03 apduurs 39mb st asodoad 1 sanoafqo sy,

‘PRIR[OIP Uedea] PleuCy ‘TYGT ‘g 2UN[ UO JUIWIET[Ieq YSIILIE a1
01 SS3Ippe Uk JULIDAL[R(] AoeIdowiap peaids 03 aaneradiur ayy I0J 95BD 81y
Sunfewr ur sprom Axoa sueSesy yuspisaig S20UD2 USAS SNy JUIPISAI]
10113} U0 Tem 9} uf [208 apetun[n 91 se uoissa138e Jo ssnes joox jeax
9} $S2Ippe 0] ASeIdOWSp [eIaqI] ‘O[qe)s Jo peards ay) pue a8uey> swSax
S9UYIP 3Y S10§5209pa1d 18213 SIY NI "SATWLUD IR0 IM $3[FInTis 2y} ojur
Ayrep rerowr poafur o1 jy3nos ysng juspisaid ‘uedef rerradunr pue Auruiian
1ZeN 03 pIeBar Y3Im 11243500y UIP[UEL] SYI[ PUE ‘UOR 19140 3y 01 predax
m uewnay, L1reH pue ueSesy preucy oIy ‘uepaay uedrawly Surdons
“PP 01 P210ASP SJUSLUIAOWI [EDIIRIIE) JO ISTI 1]} PUE (JIAIM JO UoTIeIayoxd
31} JO SOUSTI2AUOD STIOUTWO U} Ynm L[rerdadss A[[eUonIe SSLI payemo[ed

£T1  beal pue surnso ysng ayr,

SABMIE SOLIESIOAPE INO PIWINSSE JEY} SIIIANEIIS DAISUIP 33210590 pajalpszfl
1007 ‘1T Toquaidas Jo s3I 3} 1B} PIPNPU0D YSng ‘M 981;95 maf)_ d
<asusyep oiSatens pue suodesm respnu 0} pieSa1 im ‘ma R | 921_"[ y
-s[qrsuodsazit A[[eosy pue ‘4oqmod e meﬁo‘.ue [exo |
‘sore [euonIpen Ino SUDPUSUI ISTEINP[IUR ¥ ‘paurIOyuIUN p;gzls r.;tg
PSI[ED RAEBY SIOOBIOP sYSOE JUPISAId ‘uedeay WOPISald 03 PaU q

B1998] AR $71
- se ‘asTMaNTT Sa1o1fod [RISIDAOINTOD STY 103 Ysng JAPISald P 1 2481

.12 ‘ueBedy JUIPISaI] 0 pauaddey se :gefeay preuoy pue ysng II\IA 281000
\ : Jusuepuny
SHOCTING S} UIam}dq 00} *§ISIXD Arurge e
mepISid IO FH ! s roneiElal pue voruassid
JO SUBIUT JATIOR IOPISUOD O} IsuJIp aarssed puodsq 03 pmoys msuonale f;l[
gasuodsal o el ‘P61 Ul pres Znys JSA13UMoD STy} UT SOSUISUeD B 2
ISTIUT IpA | 5 UOTIRIISTUILIPR ueSesy a1 Sunmp eapt 1eY) jO 1BUIEY 21 sem
Josury z;{nqg -wondarosid—)pua) [RISISA0NUOD ISOW SFULIDO] gsng 21
emmﬁ.uo 10U PP SSANBAISSUOD03U QSIMINT] ‘SoAXISO JsﬁqguaH Praedd sy

- uOIsIA & pey ueSeay pleuoy "UOISIA ) JO JOAE] UY U]
-+ + 1 10§ ury ‘Suruaddeyq waaq sey TEYM ST UT T mq ST T JeyMm
10 DATIRAISSUODO3U ST JRT[} IDHOYM MOWY JUOP [ 121 JI0M AanL
“J1 10J UOSEDI POOS §1 2131} PUE punoid Surured usoq SABY SWISAS
STIOU0D3 pue eoniod uad( usoied og noqe Aq pasearour 221§
Ai:;som” 10 a1, Se PIISSE[> 219M JBY} SILIUNOD JO I2quuntl 543
‘0661 PUe 0861 Usamiag jpouaddey jeym puy "peaye yped o3 seMm
wopsazy yey) pue KLr0is1y Jo deay] yse 241, 03 paudisuod 3q pnom
WISTUNTIWOD Yey3—7Z8G T Ul Y020dg I11SUTIISIM sueSeay JUIPISAI
ne:;ax 1 Aoeisowap pue swaisds uado peatds 0) FuAD [Im paIRIoos
-se 531 YU} [ INq WSIIEATISTOD0IU,, JUYIP nod Moy mouy JU0p |

12738 JO AIe1a109s suedeay JuLpIsald
‘Z3yg 951025 Uey3 (NS SIY} UO Apaneyzoyme s1ow syeads aU0 ON

‘ ' SISSOUEIM PUE SUOTIDIPEIINOD [BU
-I9YUT §31 1SOTI UE(j) A[TESD SIOUI MES D] SSTIEII] UOTU() A0S 9T}
yyim sstamorduron 01 Surfimun A[[eRIUT sem pue J01AYaq [EuIAx
IoY) pouyop saunidal Jo Iajpereyd [EUISIUT 9T e Apuuary paaat]
-5q L] * * ' ‘POOMAT[OH UT srozrgreduuAs ISTUNWITIOD JO SISTUNUITOD
M s2138n13s SY( JO JNSAI B SB UISLIE IABY O U39S WSTUNUITIOD

3ULIID0(CY Ysng o) Jo asuagog up 921



128 In Defense of the Bush Doctrine

government, because no one is fit to be master, and no one deserves
to be slave. Advancing these ideals is the mission that created our
Nation. It is the honorable achievement of our fathers. Now it is
the urgent requirement of our nation’s security, and the calling of
our time, So it is the policy of the United States to seek and support
the growth of democratic movements and institutions in every na-
tion and culture, with the ultimate goal of ending tyranny in our
world.”

Presidents Reagan and Bush thus largely agree on first principles of Ameri-
can foreign policy. The differences in the strategic circumstances each faced
account for the minor variation that exists in their approach. The existence
of the Soviet Union, armed with thousands of nuclear weapons, deprived
President Reagan of the same latitude in an era of bipolarity that his suc-
cessors have enjoyed in a unipolar age, in which American power is pre-
eminent. Virtually all the major figures serving at the upper echelon of the
Reagan administration’s defense and foreign policy apparatus endorsed
President Bush's conduct of and rationale for the war on terror, including
the invasion of Iraq.

The Bush Doctrine is indeed a prudential strategy for the post-9/11
world. To be sure, the president has not embraced the strategy of preemp-
tion (really prevention) as the norm. This option is just one aspect of a
comprehensive strategy that includes building ballistic missile defense,
strengthening nonproliferation endeavors, and mounting effective collec-
tive diplomatic action when possible. Nevertheless, the president wisely
included prevention and preemption (the latter arises when the threat is
more imminent) as potential options in the war on tetrror.

As the lessons of history attest, critics of the president are wrong to
object to prevention or preemption categorically. Whether it is prudent to
use force preemptively or preventively depends on the interplay of circum-
stances: the gravity of the danger, the probability of its consummation but
for decisive action, the likelihood of the threat’s being dealt with success-
fully by preemptive means, and the availability of other, more plausible, less
risky alternatives. The Bush Doctrine constitutes the same type of innova-
tive response to the dynamics and changing conditions of world politics as
the belated but necessary abandonment of isolationism during the twenti-
eth century. Facing rogue regimes or terrorists with a dangerous propensity
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to take enormous risk, a prudent statesmen may have to use decisive force
sooner rather than later,

As the lessons of history attest, critics are wrong to object to the Bush
Doctrine because it does not defer categorically to the UN Security Council
or to multilateralism in any guise as an end in itself. The inability of the UN
to operate effectively against powerful aggressors is intrinsic to the institu-
tion. The unquenchable hostility of the French to American leadership also
precludes unanimous NATO support for any American enterprise outside
Europe entailing the vigorous use of force.®

As the lessons of history also attest, critics are wrong to deem as arro-
gant and imprudent President Bush’s commitment to spreading democracy
to the Middle East. This aspect of the Bush Doctrine is not new; rather, it is
tried and true and based on one of the few robust theories of international
politics for which there is abundant empirical confirmation: stable, liberal
democracies do not go to war with one another. As is consistent with the
grand traditions of American diplomacy that World War II and the Cold
War vindicated, President Bush also considers regime change a fundamen-
tal part of American grand strategy in the war on terror, a war that we did
not initiate but our adversaries thrust upon us. As President Bush put it: -

The war we fight today is more than a military conflict; it is the de-
cisive ideological struggle of the twenty-first century. On one side
are those who believe in the values of freedom and moderation —
the right of all people to speak, and worship, and live in liberty.
And on the other side are those driven by the values of tyranny
and extremism—the right of a self-appointed few to impose their
fanatical views on all the rest. . . . You have seen this kind of enemy
before. They're successors to Fascists, to Nazis, to Communists,
and other totalitarians of the twentieth century. And history shows
what the outcome will be: This war will be difficult; this war will be
long; and this war will end in the defeat of the terrorists and totali-
tarians, and a victory for the cause of freedom and liberty.?

Granted, many thoughtful people believe that regime change will fail
in the Middle East: that it is too ambitious; that unlike those in Western Fu-
rope and Japan after World War II, the conditions there are not propmous
for stable, liberal democracy to succeed.’ Critics of the Bush Doctrine point
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132 In Defense of the Bush Doctrine

Keep this in mind, too: critics wrongly assailed Ronald Reagan’s de-
mand for democratic regime change in Eastern Europe in the very same
terms as those who now criticize President George W. Bush. Democracy
has often succeeded in places such as South Korea, India, South Africa,
the Philippines, and El Salvador, where many of the purported prerequi-
sites for democracy were wholly or partially lacking.’” In the Middle East,
with the dangerous intersection of radicalism, tyranny, and the spread of
WMD, the United States does not have the luxury of waiting for the organic
growth of democracy any more than it did with Nazi Germany and impe-
rial Japan. Those who would rely on authoritarian regimes as the bulwark
of American foreign policy in the region confuse rigidity for stability: many
autocratic regimes such as Saudi Arabid’s are neither durable in the long
term nor all that reliably moderate. Even in places such as the Palestinian
territories, where elections yielded results we justifiably deplore, a brutal
and corrupt PLO under Arafat offered no better alternative for peace, pro-
visional justice, or stability. A more decent and responsible leadership will
never emerge in Palestine without the necessary if insufficient conditions
of elections and transparency. The United States must remain firm and pa-
tient until Palestinians renounce at the ballot box the radicalism of either
Hamas or Arafat’s PLO.!®

Even if democracy will not succeed swifily or in all places in the Mid-
dle East, promoting it is a more prudential strategy than the alternative of
neglecting the real root cause of 9/11 and similarly inspired aggression:
the insidious interaction of poverty, brutality, and oppression that spawns
secular and religious radicals and rogue regimes implacably hostile to the
United States mainly for what it is rather than what it does.

The invasion of Iraq to remove Saddam in March 2003 was necessary
and long overdue. Saddam was a symbol of defiance to American power
in a region emboldened to defy it, especially after $/11. Saddam not only
had once possessed WMD, but had used them at home and abroad: against
Kurds, Shiites, and Iranians. He launched Scud missiles into Israel during
the First Gulf War. To the end, Saddam continued to act as if he possessed
weapons of mass destruction; every reputable intelligence service shared
our assumption that he still possessed them, an error for which Saddam
rather than President Bush was to blame. According to the Kay Commis-
sion and the Duelfer Report, Saddam never wavered in his determination
to reacquire WMD once the UN sanctions (already so porous) inevitably
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broke down completely. Nor could the United States have prudently relied
on the UN inspectors to verify Saddam’s compliance with the disarmament
resolutions, which the UN lacked the will to enforce. Saddam also exploit-
ed the rampantly corrupt UN oil-for-food program to buy off the French,
Russians, and Chinese to abet his diabolical plans for developing WMD

- capability.'?

For decades Saddam demonstrated a propensity to take enormous risks
that rendered inadequate the options of containing or deterring him. He
mounted an assassination attempt against an American president, main-
tained a regime hideous even by the low standards of the Middle East, and
routinely assisted homicide bombers on the West Bank of Palestine (if not
al-Qaeda directly) by paying the families of such murderers $25,000 per
family for blowing up elderly Jews worshiping at a Passover Seder. Saddam
also had ample opportunity to save himself and his regime by complying
with the UN sanctions, which would have deprived President Bush of the
political support necessary to wage a war to remove him.2° Contrary to the
claims of the president’s critics, the strategy of containing Iraq had reached
the point of diminishing moral and strategic returns. Sanctions imposed
monumental suffering on millions of innocent Iragis without addressing
the real root cause of their misery and the source of the danger to Iraq’s
neighbors: Saddary’s odious regime.?!

In the war on terror, there is simply no substitute for American power
and the willingness to use it in collaboration with as many allies as possible
and as is compatible with the integrity of the mission. Ponder the lessons of
our current predicaments with North Korea and Iran, where negotiations
alone have yielded nothing but dissimulation and defiance. This is not to say
the United States should use preemptive force against these rogue regimes.
Nor should the United States rule out the use of military force against them.
The cost of destroying the Iranian WMD program would be greater than in
the case of Iraq, the chances of success more remote, the alternatives more
plausible, and Iranians perhaps more deterrable. North Korea is not a sym-
bol of defiance to the United States. It is 2 hideous but dying regime whose
extinction we should hasten as much as possible within the bounds of pru-
dence. Nevertheless, the United States is right to aim for regime change in
Iran and North Korea as well as Iraq.22 In the case of Iran, the argument for

preemption has become stronger as the Iranian nuclear program has be-
come riper and the Iranian leadership more militant and reckless. Indeed,
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of Iraq’s security forces.”*? For all the misgivings about the way the admin-
istration has handled its policy, even Fareed Zakaria does not consider
Iraq a hopeless cause that should be abandoned. Zakaria chides antiwar
critics that the old order in Iraq rested on fear and terror. He depicts the
siteation in Iraq as “stumbling toward nation-building by consent, not
brutality” and considers Iraq “as a model for the Middle East.>

Dwell on these eloquent words of an Arab merchant, which describe
contemporary realities in the Middle East with uncommon clarity and
candor:

The biggest problem . . . is that George Bush opened a can of worms
and all of a sudden everybody realized there is no such thing as the
Arab world or Moslem world for that matter. With one sweep, he
cleared the deck and exposed everyone to the false world they have
been living in. A fact that they do not want to recognize and do not
want to face. They are scared of the future and fighting to preserve
the false world they have been living in. Their dream is to make
the U.S. fail®

Critics have judged President Bush on the basis of a utopian standard
the world’s greatest commanders in chief would have failed to meet. Should
we rate Abraham Lincoln poorly and treat him with contempt because of
the veritable litany of mistakes, disasters, and poor commanders that made
the Civil War the most costly war in our history—exponentially more.cost-
ly than the war on terror? Have the Bush administration’s mistakes and
miscalculations reached the level of FDR’s and the American military’s in
World War II—Pearl Harbor, the Philippines, the Kasserine Pass, Tarawa,
Anzio, Dresden? Yet no sensible, informed person denies Lincoln or FDR
his due rank as being among our greatest commanders in chief. Nor does
any sensible, informed person deny Churchill’s greatness despite his se-
rious and costly mistakes: the Norway Campaign of 1940; the debacle in
Greece in 1940; the sinking of the Prince of Wales and the Repulse; the fall of
Singapore; and his illusions about Italy and Greece constituting the soft un-
derbelly of Hitler’s Europe. Nor should we reconsider Truman’s justifiably
lofty ranking as a foreign policy president because of his administration’s
monumental failure to anticipate Chinese intervention in the Korean War.
It is therefore unfair, unwise, and premature to pronounce President Bush
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an incompetent commander in chief, given the magnitude of the endeav-
ors the administration has undertaken in response to a clear and gathering
danger.?

The president also has displayed a firmer grasp of the essentials, specif-
ics, and dynamics of the insurgency than his critics. Consider, for example,
the deeply flawed analysis of former ambassador Richard Holbrooke, a
leading candidate for secretary of state in any future Democratic admin-
istration. In a widely read editorial in the Washington Post that represents
the conventional wisdom among the president’s detractors, Holbrooke as-
sails the president’s policies as “a muddle-headed version of Wilsonianism,”
which he claims has resulted “in an unprecedented decline in America’s po-
sition in the world,” provoked “dangerous, new anti-American coalitions.”
and encouraged “a new generation of terrorists” Holbrooke calls instead
for “unwinding America’s disastrous policy in Iraq,” negotiating with the
Iranians and the Syrians, and reviving the Clinton administratior’s policies
of active engagement with the Arab-Israeli peace process.®

Yet what Holbrooke recommends is merely a reprise of the failed poli-
cies of the past, which grim experience has discredited. It was during the
Carter administration and its inept handling of the Soviet threat and the
hostage crisis with Iran that American international prestige sank to its
lowest level since before World War II. It was the Clinton administration
that pursued a feckless multilateralism oblivious to the reasonable distinc-
tion between democratic India’s nuclear weapons program and the nuclear
aspirations of rogue regimes such as North Korea, Iran, and Iraq. It was
the Clinton administration that ineffectually negotiated an arms control
agreement North Korea, which tranquilized the United States as the North
Korean nuclear program proceeded unabated. It was the Clinton admin-
istration that contributed mightily to the dangerous erosion of American
credibility that preceded 9/11: by its failure to follow through on Vice Presi-
dent Al Gore’s demand for regime change in Iraq; by its precipitous with-
drawal from Somalia after the firefight in Mogadishu; by its halting and
ineffective responses to the Khobar Tower bombings and the attack on the
USS Cole; by its incremental, halfhearted use of force against Saddam when
he threw out the UN weapons inspectors in 1998. It was President Clinton
who invited Arafat to the White House more than any other leader, on
the premise that Arafat had abandoned his goal of eliminating Israel—a
premise that Dennis Ross, President Clinton’s chief negotiator for the so-
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ideological roots. Today in well over 30 or 40 countries, terrorists
are plotting action loosely linked with this ideology. The struggle
against terrorism in Madrid or London or Paris is the same as the
struggle against terrorist acts of Hezbollah in Lebanon, or the Is-
lamic Jihad in Palestine or rejectionist groups in Iragq. . . . The fun-
damental battle is not just a fight against Islamic extremism, but a
battle about modernity, about helping unite Islam and democracy.
It is a battle of values and progress, and therefore, it is one we must
win.®?

Victory in Iraq is a vital national interest for the United States in wag-
ing the war on terror. It will make America safer and stronger by remov-
ing a dangerous tyranny, keep terrorists on the run by depriving them of
the sanctuary of a rogue regime, and embolden the forces of democratic
reform in a region that sorely needs freedom to address the real root cause
of terror. Conversely, failure in Iraq would undermine the credibility of
American power in the eyes of our friends and enemies, destabilize the en-
tire Middle East, vindicate the brutal tactics of our adversaries, and hence
invite more dangerous attacks on the United States and its allies. Coura-
geously defying the prevailing sentiment within his party, Senator Joseph
Lieberman, Democrat from Connecticut, found much cause for optimism
after his trip to Iraq:

It is a war between 27 million and 10,000; 27 million Iraqis who
want to live lives of opportunity and prosperity and roughly 10,000
terrorists who are either Saddam’s remnant or Iragi Islamist ex-
tremists or al-Qaeda foreign fighters who know their wretched
cause will fail if Iraq becomes free and modern. The terrorists are
intent on stopping this by instigating civil war that will produce
the chaos that will allow Iraq to replace Afghanistan as the base
for fanatical war-making. We are fighting on the side of 27 million
because the outcome of the war is critically important to the secu-
rity and freedom of America. If the terrorists win, they will be em-
boldened to strike us directly again and to further undermine the
growing stability and progress of the Lebanese who have risen up
in proud self-determination after the Hariri assassination to eject
their Syrian occupiers (the Syrian and Iranjan-backed Hezbollah

KT SR
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militias should be next), and the Kuwaitis, Egyptians, and Saudis
who have taken steps to open up their governments more broadly
to the people. In my meeting with the thoughtful prime minister of
Iraq, Ibrahim al-Jaafari, he declared with justifiable pride that his
country now has the most open, democratic political system in the
Arab world, He is right.*

Critics of the Bush Doctrine exaggerate likewise the damage the war in
Iraq has inflicted on American alliances and underestimate the diplomatic
and military costs of inaction. Our problem with some of our NATO al-
lies, particularly France, is deep and structural, and it long predated the
Traq War. Actually, the diplomatic controversy with Europe over Iraq may
work in the long run to improve America’s overall diplomatic and political
situation: the United States not only bolstered its credibility by eradicating
Saddam’s tyranny, but exposed to the new Europe—Eastern Europe and
our traditional British allies—the depth of French antipathy to the very ex-
istence of American power and France’s delusional obsession with under-
mining it at every turn. Ultimately, most of Europe will recoil from France’s
agenda of weakening a United States that continues to underwrite Europe’s
freedom and prosperity.

Even on the Arab-Israeli conflict, historically one of the most serious
issues of contention between the United States and Europe, European opin-
ion ‘has begun tentatively to move in President Bush’s direction. Finally,
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon has begun to receive at least grudging respect
from European leaders for the Israeli withdrawal from Gaza and for his
contributions to the peace process in a manner that defied their expecta-
tions. Great Britain’s foreign Secretary Jack Straw lauds Sharon as “a tow-
ering figure, not only in Israel but in the whole region” Sharon’s efforts to
achieve a settlement of the Palestinian-Israeli dispute “has earned him huge
respect across the world,” according to Straw.

Europe’s recent experiences with Islamic terrorism and fanaticism-—
the train bombings in Madrid in 2004, murdering 191 people; the subway
bombings in London in 2005, murdering 52 more; the recent victory of the
militant Hamas in the Palestinian territory; ferocious Islamic riots over the
publication of a mere cartoon in the Danish press—have perhaps begun to
dispel the illusions of even the French about the desirability and possibility
of appeasing terrorism. “We are not at the point where we would use mea-
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