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A way out of Iraq

It stime to end the occupation of Irag. Even members of the foreign policy elite are talking openly about
withdrawa. Thiswar can be ended or it can be escdated but it cannot be won. Several points should
be openly stated:

1) Theoccupation was never meant to create ademocracy. Likeal occupationsthe god of this
oneisto further the economic and geopoalitical interests of the occupiers. Democracy was not
even mentioned until Weapons of Mass destruction evaporated as a pretext for theinvasion and
anew onewas needed. The new “sovereign” state proposed by the U.S. would have no
authority over itsown defense, interna security, or economy. No wonder few Iragisare
impressed. Peace will only cometo Irag with agenuinely independent state.

2) Theinsurgency will not be suppressed militarily. U.S. policies of collective punishment and the
suppression of labor rights and dissent, put in place last spring, have generated broad and
growing support for therebels. Thisdie was cast long before the revelations of torturein the
U.S. gulag or the (as yet unreported) atrocitiesin Faluja. Only apolitical solutionispossible.
AsHenry Kissinger once observed, aguerrillaarmy wins by not losing whereas a conventiona
army loses by not winning. The practical options are a brokered withdrawal or an extended and
fruitlesswar.

3) Neither the United Nations nor anyone else can “take over” the operation. The U.N gaveits
blessing to twelve years of U.S.-led sanctionsthat caused more civilian deaths than the Rwandan
genocide. However we might judtify it, Iragis, who buried amillion loved ones—mostly
children—take it personaly. The U.N. stood by while U.S. and British bombs destroyed Iraq' s
electrica power system and crippled itswater purification and sanitation infrastructure, unleashing
epidemics of gastroenteritis, typhoid, and cholera. 1t then bowed to U.S. pressure and blocked
the delivery of water purification chemicals. This contributed to the nightmare world that many of
today’ sinsurgentsgrew up in. UN forceswould be seen aslegitimate targets by many in the
insurgency if they cameinasaU.S. proxy.

The only armed presence that can provide for public safety and oversee atransition to a congtitutional


mailto:dtilsen@qwest.net

-2-

government will be one that is acceptable to the insurgency and to the population. Whilethe U.N. may
have arole, peace-keeping troops would best be drawn from the Arab League or the Organization of
African Unity. Libya, with Arab-speaking forces and astrong desire to demondtrate its global
citizenship, isaprime candidate. Nigeria, with alarge Idamic demographic, isanother option. Their
involvement does not imply an endorsement of the Khadafi or Obasanjo regimes but it would give the
Iragi people some desperately needed breathing space. Their role would be to manage the end of the
occupation, not to prosecute the war.

An Iraq free from Saddam Hussein, U.N. sanctions, and the U.S. presence, is a pre-condition for an
Iragi national dialog to begin. The congtituencies of the various insurgent groups are anxious to
re-establish afunctioning society and have little appetite for endlesswar. Al-Qaedais another matter but
itslegitimacy in Iraq is derived from the occupation. Without the U.S. presence their support would be
grestly diminished.

The cdl for atrangtion would have to come from sectors of Iragi religious and civil society who have not
taken up arms and are independent of the occupation. Invited international peace-keeping forceswould
move in to oversee the withdrawal of occupation troops to barracks pending their removal from Iraqg.
Much of the country would, by necessity, be patrolled by a patchwork of militias and rebel groups as
well asthe new peace-keeping forces. The withdrawa of other foreign troops would usher ina
cease-fire that would permit congtitutiona negotiationsto begin.

Recongtruction aid must be channeled through an Iragi-controlled nationd unity government. Only sucha
government can authorize ass stance from non-governmenta or U.N. agencies or gpprove recongtruction
or development contracts. All franchises awarded by the recent occupying authority will be subject to
review by the new government with no outside interference.

The end of the occupation will illugtrate thet the erain which even a powerful nation can imposeitswill,
using any convenient pretext, iscoming to anend. The military dternative—championed by both mgor
U.S. political parties—isarecipe for continued carnage leading to ahumiliating defeat. 1t ispremised on
the un-achievable god of anew regime in Baghdad under the control of Washington. The sooner that
colonid dreamislaid to rest, the sooner thelong Iragi nightmare will end.



