
A New Democratic View of the Middle East  
 
With one of the three long-awaited Iraq analyses completed and out the door, the Bush 
Administration is taking a hard look at its Iraq policy.  Early White House reactions on 
the Iraq Study Group report are tepid; when the new Congress convenes in January, two 
more reports with more policy recommendations will most likely be waiting.   
 
As I and other Middle East watchers and elements of the Iraq Study Group report have 
said, the key to resolving Iraq is about much more than just dealing with Iraq.  And I 
would go further than the ISG report.   It has done well to underscore the truth of the 
situation in Iraq and to call for a bipartisan, regional and comprehensive approach to 
solving this issue.  But as comprehensive as the report is, it does not go far enough.  The 
Iraq war is just one link in a chain of policies that the new Congress must address to 
protect American interests.  These interconnected issues must, however, include not only 
the civil war in Iraq, a deteriorating situation between Israel and its immediate neighbors, 
and an increased threat of terrorism, but the threat to the United States by a nuclear armed 
Iran. Only by comprehensively dealing with these issues will America’s interests and 
allies be protected.  The solutions will be only as strong as the chain’s weakest link.  
 
Iraq is currently at the center of attention in the Middle East because it showcases, 
painfully, the complete failure of this administration’s post-invasion strategy. The new 
Congress must face the fact that the solution to this war and the overall stability in the 
region will only be found through the implementation of a deeper vision that 
encompasses Iraq’s Arab neighbors and Iran. 
  
The United States must rapidly engage all parties in the region that have a stake in a 
stable Iraq. We can neither “cut and run” nor go it alone in Iraq. But we must be clear and 
blunt with Iraq and its bordering neighbors and let them know that we are prepared to 
draw our troop levels down, even with the risk of civil war, if we do not get adequate 
cooperation from them.  Iraq’s neighbors have as much to lose as we do if the country 
goes down that path. The Shiite/Sunni rift in Iraq has the potential to spread throughout 
the region, in places where there is a large mix of both religions, such as the Gulf and 
Lebanon, and pose a direct threat to friendly regimes that are strategically cooperating 
with the United States and Israel.  
 
When America makes clear its refusal to continue to “go it alone” in Iraq, Iraq’s 
neighbors will recognize their interest in stepping up to the plate and contributing to the 
stabilization of the country, rather than risking a hasty and destabilizing U.S. 
redeployment. Partnerships between the United States and willing Arab governments to 
support Iraqi stability – through border security, anti-terrorism efforts and financial and 
economic incentives – also make it easier for the United States, in concert with the Iraqi 
government, to initiate a facilitation process among competing factions in Iraq and 
among its neighbors. 
 
There is no doubt that the current United States policy toward Iran is not working to stop 
its nuclear ambitions.  We cannot ask Iran to be an honest player in supporting our efforts 



in Iraq while working at regime change in Iran.  Only direct dialogue and engagement 
with Iran will create the opportunity for progress on a broad range of issues – from Iraq 
to Iran’s nuclear program.  Bilateral talks, as well as continued involvement in the 
European initiative, are necessary and should not be seen as a step backward but as a 
show of goodwill on the part of the United States.   
 
Engaging Iran should also be seen in a broader global denuclearization context. America 
should support and promote the current Japanese resolution at the United Nations aimed 
at abolishing nuclear weapons worldwide, an effort expected to pass in the U.N. General 
Assembly.  As the Japanese newspaper Asahi Shimbun recently stated, “Cynics may 
dismiss nuclear disarmament as a pipe dream.  But Japan’s draft calls for a practical and 
incremental approach.”  The United States must show that it is serious about stopping the 
“nuclear domino effect” of proliferation and generate a new momentum towards 
disarmament.  Such a proposal would be a critical incentive in bringing Iran to the 
negotiating table on the nuclear issue as well as forcing cooperation on other issues.  In 
any case, it is a tactic that takes the high ground and will otherwise force Iran to reveal its 
true intentions.  
 
Finally, without a comprehensive Arab-Israeli peace, there is little chance for stability, 
prosperity and fighting terrorism in the region. President Bill Clinton’s effort at the end 
of 2000 came within a hair of solving a century-old dilemma.  A land-for-peace 
agreement, which respects the sovereignty, territorial and religious integrity and security 
needs of Palestinians, Lebanese, Syrians and Israelis, is still a viable option for both 
Israel and the Palestinians, but it requires U.S. determination and leadership. 
 
Only by leveraging four policy initiatives – fixing Iraq, promoting a nuclear weapons free 
world, joint cooperation in fighting terrorism and striving for peace in the region – in a 
“linked” overall strategy, will we regain our credibility and protect our interests in the 
world.  We must embark on a broad and bold strategic rethinking of our approach to 
Middle Eastern policy, one that goes beyond just trying to fix Iraq.  The United States can 
always preserve its military option with Iran if it will not cooperate with the world 
community.  
 
Is this a pie in the sky vision?  Maybe.  But the new Democratic Congress has the 
opportunity to show the American people and the world the uniqueness and strength of 
America, its political system and its resolve.  We can create long-term solutions when we 
are honest about recognizing the real issues and the depth of the problem.   
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