
 

7February 4, 2018

Opinion

P u b l i s h e d  b y  A l  A r a b 
P u b l i s h i n g  H o u s e

Publisher
and Group Executive Editor

Haitham El-Zobaidi, PhD
Editor-in-Chief

Oussama Romdhani

Managing Editor
Iman Zayat

Deputy Managing Editor
 and Online Editor

Mamoon Alabbasi
Senior Editor
John Hendel

 Chief Copy Editor
Richard Pretorius

Copy Editor
Stephen Quillen

Analysis Section Editor
 Ed Blanche

East/West Section Editor
Mark Habeeb

Gulf Section Editor
Mohammed Alkhereiji

Society and Travel
Sections Editor
 Samar Kadi

Syria and Lebanon
 Section Editor

Simon Speakman Cordall
Contributing Editor

Rashmee Roshan Lall
 

Senior Correspondents
Mahmud el-Shafey (London)

Lamine Ghanmi (Tunis)
 

Regular Columnists
Claude Salhani
Yavuz Baydar

 Correspondents
 Saad Guerraoui (Casablanca)

Dunia El-Zobaidi (London)
Roua Khlifi (Tunis)

Thomas Seibert (Washington)

Chief Designer
 Marwen el-Hmedi

 
Designers

Ibrahim Ben Bechir
Hanen Jebali

US Publisher:
Ibrahim Zobeidi
(248) 803 1946

Contact editor at: editor@thearabweekly.com

Subscription & Advertising:
Ads@alarab.co.uk
Tel 020 3667 7249

Mohamed Al Mufti
Marketing & Advertising 
Manager

Tel (Main) +44 20 7602 3999
Direct:        +44 20 8742 9262
www.alarab.co.uk

Al Arab Publishing House
Quadrant Building
177-179 Hammersmith Road
London W6  8BS

Tel: (+44) 20 7602 3999 
Fax: (+44) 20 7602 8778

W 

hat difference 
could having the 
general elections 
in Iraq at their 
planned time of 
May 12 make in 

the lives of Sunni or Shia or Kurdish 
citizens? So what if pressure from 
Sunni and Kurdish parties led the 
Iranians and Americans and their 
local agents to postpone the elec-
tions?

Shia Islamists in Iraq insist on 
having the elections at their sched-
uled time because it is important 
for them to respect the constitu-
tion. Sunni and Kurdish politicians 
insist on postponing the elections 
because of the exceptional con-
ditions in Sunni districts and in 
the Kurdish region. The Shias, of 
course, are outraged by the other 
side’s blatant disregard for the law 
of the land.

But, I wonder, when did Nuri 
al-Maliki and his Shia cohorts show 
any respect for the country’s con-
stitution?

In the opposite camp, Sunni 
candidates, be they Islamists, 
nationalists, Ba’athists or secular-
ists, claim over and over that they 
want to delay the elections out of 
concern for their communities. 
They are genuinely concerned with 
their people’s safety and wellbe-
ing. They want them to be able to 
freely choose the candidate best fit 
to defend their rights in the next 
parliament.

 Is this true? Should we be so 
naive as to believe that conditions 
in Sunni districts are going to magi-
cally improve if these politicians 
are elected?

How will the life of a Kurdish 
citizen improve in the event of a 
victory by candidates from Kurdish 
parties? What kind of peace and 
prosperity will be introduced in the 
lives of Shia communities should 
Shia candidates win?

The weirdest aspect of the farce 
in Iraq is that these competing 
factions and sects are against sec-
tarianism and the appalling quota 

system. They all champion the civil 
state built on equal and fair citizen 
rights. No one is more eager than 
they to defend Iraqi sovereignty 
and Iraq’s territorial unity and all 
of them have sacrificed their dear 
offspring in the defence of Iraq’s 
sacred borders.

What a surreal sight to see Shias 
and Sunnis, Islamists and secular-
ists, nationalists and Marxists speak 
the same language and repeat the 
same lies! That’s the reality of the 
coming general elections in Iraq.

It has been said hundreds of 
times before: Elections in Iraq since 
2005 are farces in which small 
local politicians of all colours love 
to compete and fight hoping for a 
share of the cake bigger than the 
one in their possession since the 
previous elections.

What we know for sure is that 
the last thing on the minds of party 
and coalition leaders in Iraq is their 
concern for their sects or ethnic 
groups or the national interest. 
They couldn’t care less about the 
masses and their future.

There is no better proof of that 

than the miserable conditions of 
Iraqi cities and villages, regardless 
of their religious or ethnic make-up, 
conditions that have been pre-
vailing since 2003. You know the 
situation is hopeless when former 
vagabonds who have sold their 
souls to the Syrian, Iranian, Ameri-
can and British intelligence services 
have become, thanks to the tragedy 
of the American invasion followed 
by the Iranian occupation of Iraq, 
the country’s presidents, ministers, 
ambassadors and high officials.

They’ve quickly managed to 
amass fortunes worth billions of 
dollars in palaces, high rises, farms, 
businesses, radio and television 
stations and even mosques and 
shrines. They did that by selling 
hollow slogans and usurping for 
themselves the right to speak on 
behalf of a given sect or ethnic 
group.

No sane person can understand 
the reasons why some Iraqis insist 
on having elections at their sched-
uled time. They’re probably doing 
it out of hypocrisy and opportun-
ism or maybe just out of ignorance 

and fanaticism, for they know very 
well that the elections will have no 
effect on their lives and will never 
improve the miserable daily reality. 
We have reached a point where 
we take it for granted that the 
aftermath of any elections is more 
corruption and greater underdevel-
opment.

Well, we might find excuses for 
common Iraqi folks for not un-
derstanding the stakes — they are 
simply novices in the art and cul-
ture of democracy — but what is the 
excuse of the US Embassy in Iraq 
for opposing the elections’ post-
ponement? More than anyone else, 
the Americans know that having 
elections after the disasters of the 
Islamic State and the independence 
referendum in Kurdish Iraq would 
be like flogging a dead horse.

Ironically, by refusing to post-
pone the elections, the Americans 
are joining ranks with the Iranian 
regime which, US President Donald 
Trump said, is the number one 
source of terrorism and instability 
in the region.

The Americans seem to have 
missed the news conference of 
Huda Sajjad, a State of Law parlia-
mentarian, during which she recog-
nised Iranian presence in Iraq as de 
facto since 2003 and credits it with 
closing the ranks of Iraqi Shias.

“Iran’s mediation in harmonis-
ing points of views inside the Shia 
house is normal,” she said. “Qassem 
Soleimani (Iran al-Quds command-
er) does not coerce anyone nor 
does he meddle greatly contrary to 
what’s being rumoured.”

Furthermore, the US Embassy in 
Iraq knows well that its Iraqi allies 
and former proteges are in the end 
nothing more than obedient serv-
ants of the Iranian Embassy in Iraq.

Without exception, all Iraqi poli-
ticians are heartless and resentful. 
There isn’t one ounce of democ-
racy inside them. So, what is this 
democracy that the US ambassador, 
Maliki, Iraqi Prime Minister Haider 
al-Abadi and their cohorts are talk-
ing about?

Iraq’s forthcoming electoral farce 
under Iranian domination

Crippled hopes. A 2016 file picture shows Iraqis protesting against 
wide-scale corruption in front of government offices in Baghdad.   
                                                                 (AP)

In Turkey, an ominous question:
Can war ever be good for public health?

 War is emphatically not good for anyone’s physical or psychological 
health, not even that of the aggressor nor the eventual victor. 
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nationalists and Marxists speak the same language and repeat the same lies!

is a columnist for The Arab Weekly. Her blog can be found at
www.rashmee.com and she is on Twitter: @rashmeerl.

 is an Iraqi writer and US publisher of The Arab Weekly.

Rashmee Roshan Lall

Ibrahim Zobeidi

C 

an war ever be good 
for public health? It’s 
a ludicrous question 
when the horrendous 
consequences of the 
long-running, many-sid-

ed Syrian conflict are plain to see on 
television screens and social media.

Dozens are dead as a result 
of Turkey’s military offensive 
against the Kurds in Afrin; many 
were killed by suspected Russian 
warplanes that attacked the Syrian 
rebel-held city of Idlib; a potato 
market full of farmers and traders 
in Saraqeb was casually bombed 
out of business.

No, war is emphatically not good 
for anyone’s physical or psycho-
logical health, not even that of the 
aggressor nor the eventual victor. 
However, in Turkey, it is apparently 
anti-national to make the case for 
peace.

On January 30, the Turkish gov-
ernment detained leading lights of 
the country’s main medical associa-
tion because they were so bold as to 
deplore the human suffering caused 
by military operations such as that 
in Afrin. “War,” the Turkish doctors 

said, as well they might, “is a man-
made public health problem.”

It was an understatement and a 
rather innocuous one at that, yet it 
incensed Turkish President Recep 
Tayyip Erdogan enough for him to 
brand the doctors “terrorist lovers.” 
Scaling the heights of doublespeak, 
Erdogan suggested the doctors 
who spoke out against war didn’t 
want to “say yes to peace.” As the 
oft-quoted Orwellian line goes: 
“War is peace. Freedom is slavery. 
Ignorance is strength.”

It is sometimes the case that the 
peacenik is branded a warmonger 
for failing to see the virtues of a 
violent conflict.

The Turkish medical community 
seems to fall in that category in a 
country where a militaristic nation-
alism is cheering on Erdogan’s bold 
moves against the Kurds. By refus-
ing to hail the Afrin offensive as 
necessary bloodshed, as a just war 
to end all wars, the doctors have 
evoked disturbing images. They are 
forcing Turks to think of gore rather 
than national glory. By correctly 
describing war as a “man-made” 
problem rather than an inevitable 

consequence of the human condi-
tion, the medics have underlined 
the unfortunate reality of the Afrin 
incursion.

Simply put it is as follows: There 
is never a need to go to war. Peace-
ful resolution is always better than 
conflict. For all that Turkey consid-
ers the US-backed Kurdish militia, 
which controls much of north-east-
ern Syria, a terrorist group, military 
measures should have been the last 
resort.

For all that Turkey wants to 
prevent the Kurds from consolidat-
ing their hold on Syrian territory, 
the military offensive carries grave 
risks of escalation. It could bring 
Turkey’s interests into direct con-
flict with those of the United States 
if Erdogan’s forces move on to 
Manbij, another Kurdish-controlled 
Syrian town where US military 
personnel were visibly deployed 
last year.

Coincidentally, the Turkish ruc-
tions over the implications of war 
for public health come at a time 
the results are starkly apparent 
elsewhere. In the Central African 
Republic, medical charity Doctors 

without Borders said, the health 
system has practically been oblit-
erated by the civil war.

It recently spoke of the conflict 
plunging to new lows. Doctors 
without Borders reported attacks 
on ambulances even as they were 
transporting the wounded, indis-
criminate shooting inside medical 
facilities and everyday instances 
of patients being forcibly removed 
from their beds and executed in 
cold blood.

Even without such horrors, war 
has very definite consequences for 
public health and well-being.

War makes widows of women, 
orphans of children and refugees 
of whole communities. It darkens 
family hearths, maims, cripples 
and traumatises. It devastates the 
natural environment, poisoning soil 
and water and sows the land with 
unexploded ordnance.

There are no precise figures but 
more than 100 million people are 
said to have been killed in the many 
wars that raged in the 20th century. 
There is a constituency for peace. It 
is global and it exists in Turkey, too. 
Thank God for that.
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