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 With the US-led war in Iraq now in the history, the time has come for the United 

States to take on its responsibility for the restoration of a country, ravaged by years of 

military conflicts and more than decade-long economic sanctions. The events from the 

first few days after the American victory made it clear that the task the US is facing will 

be far from easy. The massive looting in Iraqi cities and the general post-war disorder, 

however, are not the main reasons for concern.   

 It is much more complicated for the United States to decide how the country will 

be organized as a newly emerged democracy, and whether a democratic government is at 

all possible, considering the type of Iraqi society, the role of the Iraqi neighbors, and the 

general moods in the Middle East. Moreover, the United States needs to take into account 

the interests of its former U.N. partners Germany, France and Russia, which, despite their 

fervent opposition to a unilateral American military intervention, do not hide their 

ambitions to play a part in the peace process and take full advantage of the new economic 

opportunities. 

 In an unexpected move, France suggested that U.N. economic sanctions against 

Iraq should be lifted. The French position was backed by Germany and, most of all, from 

Russia which expects that with American help it can recover those eight billion dollars of 

Iraqi debt. However, Russia has indicated that it will support the lifting of the embargo 

only if United Nations arms inspectors were allowed to continue their work in Iraq. The 
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three countries are unanimous that Iraq should be reconstructed with the authorization 

and under the control of the United Nations, that is with collective efforts on the part of 

the entire international community. It is obvious that Russia, France, Germany see in the 

United Nations active participation in the reorganization of post-Saddam-Hussein Iraq 

their only chance to restore the balance of powers in the Middle East. 

 Arab countries’ attitudes cannot be disregarded either. They have their own 

specific reasons to fear that a destabilized Iraq might politically disrupt the whole region, 

which will positively bring about unfavorable internal changes in each of them. Middle 

Eastern leaders are mostly concerned that democracy in Iraq might bring Islamic militant 

groups like the Muslim Brotherhood to power. The Brotherhood represents the main 

political opposition in Egypt and Jordan, where the official governments have tried to 

suppress it over the years. There is plenty of evidence that the group is already active in 

Baghdad where it is reported to have organized anti-American rallies. The Brotherhood 

has increased its popularity in various parts of the country, especially among anti-

American oriented Iraqis who fear foreign influence and recognize in radical Islam 

movements the only option for the country to retain its true independence.  

 Another example of a religious organization whose activities on the Iraq’s 

territory have gained momentum in the past few weeks is the Supreme Council for 

Islamic Revolution in Iraq. A Shiite group based in Tehran, the Council operates in the 

southern part of Iraq through Iranian agents, as well as with the help of the so called Badr 

Brigade which was formed by Iranian-based Iraqi exiles. US intelligence reports do not 

describe exactly what kind of activities the Iranian agents might be engaged in, but the 

cooperation between the Iranian clerical government and the Iraqi opposition group is 



 3

viewed as disturbing by countries in the gulf region, such as Saudi Arabia, Bahrain and 

Oman, with a large number of Shiite population. A broad Shiite participation in the Iraqi 

government might embolden Shiite majorities in Sunni-governed countries to claim their 

political rights. 

 Turkey, for its part, is afraid that another attempt by Iraqi Kurds to take political 

control over the northern Iraqi cities of Kirkuk and Mosul might give rise to riots among 

its own Kurds in the border regions with Iraq, and lead to a broader movement for 

autonomy. Syria, with a fast-growing Kurdish population, has every reason to fear the 

establishment of an autonomous Kurdish region within its territory. 

 All Middle Eastern countries view the United States more or less as a foreign 

element whose presence in the region will bring about unforeseeable changes. Arab 

politicians are not as yet sure about America’s real intentions, and are divided between 

their desire to retain friendly relations with what seems to be a new powerful actor in 

regional politics, and the necessity to avoid reprimands on the part of their own angered 

population.  


