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Nine-Point Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq

1. An End to All Funding for U.S. Military Operations in Iraq

Overview:

· We call on the U.S. Congress to end all funding for U.S. military operations in Iraq. This is the most direct and the only effective way for Congress to assert its authority to end the U.S. occupation of Iraq. 
· Congress has constitutional power and authority to stop funding the continued U.S. occupation of Iraq, and instead to fund a speedy and complete withdrawal. 

· Important Congressional funding decisions regarding the U.S. occupation of Iraq during Fiscal Year 2008 are still pending. President Bush is seeking another $196 billion for the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan and the “war on terrorism”, in addition to $459 billion for the regular military budget, approved by the U.S. Congress in early November 2007. 

· Cutting funding for the U.S. occupation of Iraq will not further endanger the troops currently deployed in Iraq. Congress has the power to provide all the funds needed for a safe and orderly withdrawal of the troops.
Congress Has the Authority and Power to Stop the War through Cutting Funds

During a Senate hearing on January 30, 2007, a former Bush administration attorney and other high-powered legal experts affirmed that the U.S. Congress has the power to end the war in Iraq. 

According to the Constitution of the United States of America, Congress has the power to declare war, to “raise and support armies”, and the right to appropriate - or not to appropriate – funds for war. Article I of the Constitution states:  “No Money shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropriations made by Law.”

The authors of the U.S. Constitution gave the President the mere role of a commander-in-chief. He has the power to deploy troops and to direct military strategy - within the limits and direction set by Congress. It is up to Congress to declare war and determine the duration of war. 

Therefore, when Congress acts on the expressed will of the American people to end the U.S. military involvement in Iraq, Congress is performing the role assigned to it by the founding fathers.

Completely cutting all funding for a U.S. military presence in Iraq, is the only way for Congress to be effective in ending the occupation of Iraq: 
  No other resolutions or bills Congress may pass demanding an end to the occupation, or revoking the 2002 legislation authorizing the war, will have any legally binding effect on the Bush Administration. By appropriating any further funding for military operations in Iraq, Congress is seen as giving “implied consent” to the continuation of the occupation, overriding any other measures Congress may take to end the war. This was affirmed in a court case in 1999 (Campbell v. Clinton, in U.S. District Court). Opposing continued military actions against Serbia without a declaration of war, twenty six members of Congress sued President Bill Clinton. The Court ruled that there was no legal basis for their case, since Congress had appropriated funds for the war and had therefore shown “implied consent”.

Important Congressional Spending Decisions for FY 2008

While Congress was expected to vote on military spending for FY 2008 in September of 2007
,  the supplemental spending bill covering operations in Iraq has not been passed as of Nov. 28, 2007. 

For Fiscal Year 2008, which began on October 1, 2007, President Bush is now seeking $196 billion  of supplemental spending for continuing military operations in Iraq and Afghanistan and for the global war on terrorism. President Bush had originally requested §145 billion in FY 2008 supplemental spending for Iraq and Afghanistan,  but then added §50 billion to his request in October 2007. The supplemental spending bill of $196 billion would be in addition to the regular FY 2008 Defense budget of $459 billion, approved by the House and Senate conference on Nov. 7, 2007, passed by the House and Senate on Nov. 8, 2007, and signed by the President.
 
 
An attempt to pass a portion ($50 billion) of the total supplemental request of $196 billion, failed in mid-November 2007, when, after being approved by the House, the Senate did not reach the required majority to pass the measure. The bill included the requirement of starting redeployment of troops within 30 days, and a deadline for completion at the end in December 2008, with exceptions for some troops to stay in Iraq 

On July 19, 2007, seventy House members vowed in a letter to President Bush that they would “only support appropriating additional funds for U.S. military operations in Iraq during Fiscal Year 2008 and beyond for the protection and safe redeployment of all our troops out of Iraq before you leave office.”
   This letter now has 90 signers in the House of Representatives committed to only approving funding for withdrawing U.S. troops from Iraq.
More members of the House and Senate need to be convinced to assume their constitutional role and take effective action to bring an end to the U.S occupation of Iraq by refusing to fund continued military operations in Iraq. 

Democrats Have the Power to Stop this War Now

The democratic majority in Congress has claimed that they lack the ability to pass a veto-proof withdrawal bill. However, it is not true that a veto-proof majority is required to end the funding for the occupation of Iraq. All that would be needed is that the Speaker of the House would only let a funding bills come up for a floor vote that cuts all funding for the continuation of the occupation, and that provides funds only for the prompt, complete and safe withdrawal of all troops. Whether the President vetoes such a bill or not, in any case there would be no legal basis for spending any more funds on the occupation. And since the Congress would have provided funds for a safe withdrawal, the President would be responsible for rejecting those funds and endangering the safety of the troops. 

Cutting Funds for the Occupation Does Not Endanger the Troops

Congress has the power to cut all funds for a continued occupation, while providing funds for a safe withdrawal of the U.S. troops from Iraq. An example for how this could be done is given in Section 1 (e) and (g) of  H.R. 2451, introduced to the 110th  Congress on May 23, 2007. This bill provides for the redeployment of only some of the United States Armed Forces from Iraq by June 30, 2008, and therefore does not meet the Declaration of Peace demand for withdrawal of all U.S. military forces from Iraq. However, H.R. 2451, Section 1 (e) and (g) show how a bill can be worded that provides funds only for withdrawal, and denies all funds for the continuation of a war:

(e) Availability of Funds for Safe and Orderly Redeployment - Notwithstanding any other provision of law, funds appropriated or otherwise made available in any Act are immediately available for obligation and expenditure to plan and execute a safe and orderly redeployment of the Armed Forces and defense contractors from Iraq, as required by this section.

(g) Prohibition on Use of Funds To Further Deploy United States Armed Forces to Iraq - Beginning on the date of the completion of the redeployment of the Armed Forces from Iraq under subsection (b), funds appropriated or otherwise made available under any provision of law may not be obligated or expended to further deploy units or members of the Armed Forces to Iraq, including through participation in any multinational force in Iraq…unless such deployment of units or members of the Armed Forces is specifically authorized in advance by an Act of Congress.

It is the continued presence of U.S. troops in Iraq that exposes U.S. troops to the danger of being horribly wounded or killed. The recent surge, which involved spreading U.S. troops out on smaller, less secure bases, built in dangerous neighborhoods in Baghdad and in other hotbeds of violence, has increased U.S. casualties noticeably. The year 2007 has already turned out to be the deadliest for U.S. soldiers of all the years of the Iraq war and occupation.
 
There is no reason to assume that the danger to the troops from attacks would be greater when they stop engaging in these military missions, and begin a process of orderly withdrawal. There is also no reason to assume that U.S. troops would be left in Iraq without equipment, body armor, other protective gear, vehicles, weapons, or ammunition needed to protect themselves during the withdrawal process, as Congress can direct appropriations to fund a safe withdrawal process. 

In his analysis of the Department of Defense Budget Materials, Jeff Leys, co-coordinator of Voices for Creative Nonviolence, found
 that any funds appropriated for fiscal year 2008 for procurement of vehicles, armor, and ammunition would not actually lead to a delivery of those items until FY 2009 (starting in October 2008) or FY 2010. This includes ‘high mobility multi-purpose wheeled vehicles’, ‘armored security vehicles’, ‘modification of in-service equipment’, ‘Bradley base sustainment’, ‘Stryker vehicle modifications’, ‘Bradley reactive armor tile’, and ‘Abrams upgrades’. The one exception is one kind of ammunition, for which delivery would start in May of 2008, used to ‘gain access through high doors and entryways’. For all other kinds of ammunition, delivery would go from October 2008 into 2010. 

The only reason to appropriate funds for any of these items would therefore be an intention to continue the military occupation of Iraq into 2009 and 2010.  

As Jeff Leys points out, some of the FY 2008 funds requested for operation and maintenance would indeed benefit troops deployed in Iraq.  However, the level of expenditures in these particular categories could be considerably lower during withdrawal than if troops stayed in Iraq and continued their current mission. As exemplified  in H.R. 2451, Section 1 (e) and (g), Congress has the ability to grant the funds necessary to enable the military command to conduct an orderly and safe withdrawal from Iraq, while preventing the President from using any appropriations for the continuation of the occupation. 

***

The Declaration of Peace calls on the U.S. Congress to end all funding for U.S. military operations in Iraq and to provide funds only for the swift, orderly, and safe withdrawal of U.S. forces. This is the most direct and the only effective way for Congress to assert its constitutional authority to end the U.S. occupation of Iraq.
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2. Safe and Rapid Withdrawal of All U.S. Troops and Coalition Forces
    from Iraq, With No Future Deployments

Overview:

· The Declaration of Peace demands a complete withdrawal of all U.S. troops from Iraq. The proposed so-called “withdrawal” legislation currently considered in the House and Senate leaves possibly tens of thousands of U.S. troops in Iraq. These bills and amendments only give a timeline for withdrawal of combat troops, and make exceptions for U.S. troops to train Iraqi security forces, to fight terrorists, and to protect U.S. infrastructure.

· A redeployment of U.S. troops to neighboring countries, or to a few bases within Iraq or Kurdistan, would very likely increase the use of U.S. air power, resulting in many more civilian casualties. 

· The Declaration of Peace demands the rapid, safe and complete withdrawal of all U.S. troops and coalition forces from Iraq - with no future deployments - for the following reasons: 

1. The Iraqi people overwhelmingly oppose the occupation, as polls have shown for years.

2. Iraqi Parliamentarians want an end to the U.S. occupation of their country.

3. The presence of U.S. military forces is the reason for the existence of an armed Iraqi resistance. 

4. The U.S. occupation has brought, and is continuing to bring, suicide terrorism to Iraq, with terrible consequences for the Iraqi people. 

5. The presence of the U.S. military continues to fuel sectarian strife. 

6. U.S. military forces are responsible for large numbers of Iraqi civilian casualties. 

· U.S. troops could be withdrawn in a safe and orderly way within 6 to 12 months. 

· After withdrawing from Iraq, the United States should offer a series of actions that have the potential to start repairing the damage inflicted on Iraq by an unjust, illegal war and a disastrous occupation. These would include, among many other actions, payments for a multinational peace keeping force (if requested by the Iraqi government), financial assistance in rebuilding a public health care system, and reparations for the loss of life and the destruction of property. 

“Withdrawal” Bills in Congress Leave Possibly Tens of Thousands of U.S. Troops in Iraq

Over the summer of 2007, members of the U.S. Senate and the House of Representatives have offered or announced a flurry of “withdrawal” amendments to the 2008 Defense Appropriations Bill.
 These amendments usually offer “withdrawal” to be completed in the spring or early summer of 2008, creating the false impression that the end of the U.S. involvement in Iraq is very near. 

However, the word “withdrawal”, upon closer examination of the amendments offered, turns out to be a smokescreen, hiding the fact that none of the amendments currently on the table offers complete withdrawal of all U.S. troops from Iraq.

Instead, “withdrawal” usually refers to combat troops only. Exceptions are made for troops to protect United States and Coalition personnel and infrastructure, diplomatic facilities and United States citizens, including members of the Armed Forces, to engage in targeted counterterrorism operations against al Qaeda, al Qaeda affiliated groups and other international terrorist organizations, and to train, equip and provide logistical support to Iraqi security forces. Based on these exceptions, tens of thousands of U.S. troops could still be in Iraq after the “withdrawal deadlines” in 2008.
 It would not be hard for the Bush Administration to justify the continued presence of large numbers of U.S. troops for the purposes outlined in these exceptions, since the President already justifies the mission in Iraq with fighting terrorism and training Iraqis.

A FY 2008 supplemental spending bill that was brought to a vote in November 2007, and failed to pass in the Senate, included the requirement of starting redeployment of troops within 30 days, and a deadline for completion at the end in December 2008, with exceptions for some troops to stay in Iraq. 

Redeployment Spells Air Wars

Instead of “withdrawal”, the word “redeployment” is sometimes used, indicating that U.S. troops may just be shifted to other locations in the Middle East. From there, they could still be activated to intervene in Iraq.
 Sometimes redeployment also refers to troops being concentrated on a few U.S. military bases in Iraq, or on bases in the Kurdish part of Iraq.
 Whether U.S. troops are stationed on bases inside or outside of Iraq, there would probably be an increase in “air support” for military missions within Iraq, resulting in an increase in civilian casualties.

The Declaration of Peace does not accept as ”withdrawal” any proposal that still leaves possibly tens of thousands of U.S. troops in Iraq, or on military bases in surrounding countries, from where they can continue to intervene in Iraq. 

Six Reasons for Immediate and Complete Withdrawal

The Declaration of Peace calls for a complete withdrawal of all U.S. troops and an end to all U.S. military operations in Iraq, whether from inside or outside of Iraq, for the following reasons: 

1) Iraqis Oppose the Occupation

In poll after poll, the people of Iraq, both Sunnis and Shiites, have declared that they oppose the occupation of their country.  The U.S. military presence is not seen as providing stability or security for Iraqis, and nearly 60% of Iraqis now support attacks on coalition forces.
 An analysis of polling results published in January 2006 showed that of those Iraqis who approve of attacks on coalition forces, 90% believe that the U.S. plans to have bases in Iraq permanently, and 87% assume that the U.S. would refuse to leave even if asked to do so by the new Iraqi government. 

2) Iraqi Parliamentarians Oppose the Occupation

Iraqi parliamentarians, on numerous occasions, have put forth resolutions calling for the U.S. military to leave, including resolutions to end the U.N. mandate that currently gives a cover of legitimacy to the U.S. occupation of Iraq.

3) U.S. Occupation Fuels the Armed Resistance

The continued U.S. military occupation has fueled an armed resistance movement in Iraq, which includes both Shiite and Sunni groups. The resistance is unlikely to stop unless all U.S. military involvement in Iraq has ended.
 Of all the recorded attacks in Iraq, 75% are directed at occupation forces, and a further 17% at Iraqi government forces. The average number of all attacks has more than doubled in the past year to about 185 a day.
 A partial withdrawal, that leaves possibly tens of thousands of U.S. troops in Iraq, will signal to the resistance movement - and to the civilian population that supports the resistance - that the U.S. intends to stay in Iraq. Therefore, the resistance will see no reason to stop fighting. The presence of U.S. military bases, the huge newly built U.S. “embassy” in the Greenzone in Baghdad 
 (see also Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq - 3. No Permanent Bases), the continued U.S. involvement in training and equipping Iraqi security forces, and ongoing air attacks from bases within or from outside Iraq, would give clear signals to the resistance that the U.S. is intent on staying and controlling Iraq and the region (see also Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq - 5. Return Control of Iraqi Oil to the People of Iraq, as Well as Complete Sovereignty in their Economic and Political Affairs, and  9. No War Against Iran or Any Other Nation). 

4) The U.S. Occupation Has Brought Suicide Terrorism to Iraq
 
There had never been a suicide terrorism attack in Iraq before the U.S. invaded and occupied this country. Today, suicide attacks have become an almost daily occurrence, with the largest percentage of casualties being civilians. Most of the suicide terrorist attacks are perpetrated by foreign nationals, who had no terrorist connections before the 2003 U.S. invasion of Iraq and were radicalized by it. The largest percentage of these “foreign fighters” in Iraq is coming from Saudi Arabia. As University of Chicago professor Robert Pape’s research has shown, suicide terrorism often stops right away after occupying forces are withdrawn, because this drastically diminishes the ability of the terrorist leaders to recruit more suicide terrorists. 
5) The U.S. Occupation Fuels Sectarian Strife
The U.S. has a great deal of responsibility for the sectarian strife engulfing Iraq today. Experts on the Middle East see little hope that the continued presence of the U.S. military in Iraq could slow down or end the sectarian warfare that has been unleashed by the U.S. military occupation of Iraq.
 By arming and using Shiite dominated Iraqi military and police forces - some of them connected to Shiite militias and death squads - in fighting the mostly Sunni resistance, the U.S. pitted Shiites against Sunnis and made Shiites targets of the resistance movement along with the U.S. military occupiers.
  Therefore, by continuing to arm and train Iraqi security forces, the U.S. military may actually fuel both the resistance and sectarian killings, instead of ending them.  Recently, as part of the latest “surge”, the U.S. military has made deals with Sunni resistance fighters, giving them arms in return for them breaking ties with foreign terrorists and with ‘al Qaeda in Iraq’. This has enraged some Shiite groups that fear those weapons could be used against them, and has the potential of putting more fuel into the sectarian strife.

6) U.S. Forces Kill Iraqi Civilians 

The U.S military is directly responsible for thousands of Iraqi civilian casualties. While suicide attacks gain widespread daily news coverage, the U.S. media rarely report about the large numbers of Iraqi civilians killed on a daily basis by U.S military personnel at checkpoints, during house searches, and, most of all, during U.S. air attacks. Air attacks have dramatically increased in 2007, and would increase even more in case of a redeployment of U.S. troops to a few bases in Iraq, or to surrounding countries. This ongoing killing and wounding of civilians at the hand of U.S. troops would stop only with a complete withdrawal of the U.S. military. The killing and wounding of civilians who become “collateral damage” of resistance fighters’ attacks on the U.S. military would stop only with a complete withdrawal of the U.S. military.

Length of the Withdrawal Process

Some controversy has erupted about how long it would take for the U.S. to withdraw its troops safely from Iraq. 

Rep. John Murtha, a Vietnam veteran and senior Democrat on the House Appropriations Subcommittee that oversees military spending, called for complete withdrawal of U.S. troops from Iraq in November 2005.  He suggested troops should be withdrawn in stages, so their safety is not jeopardized, and stated that all 148,000 troops could be withdrawn from Iraq within six months. 

More recently, estimates put forth of the length of the withdrawal process have ranged between 3 to 48 months, depending on what the departing U.S. military decides to leave behind or take with them on their way out. A 3-month process would be a “invasion in reverse”, leaving expensive  equipment behind. Estimates ranging from 2 to 4 years usually assume that the U.S. would meticulously extract and dismantle all U.S. equipment and facilities. This approach would increase the risks to the lives of U.S. soldiers executing such an operation, and would not be cost-effective in terms of money spent. 

The Center for American Progress, in a report written in consultation with military planners and logistics experts, suggests that an orderly and safe withdrawal could be achieved over a period of 10-12 months. Withdrawal would be accomplished mainly by not replacing troops at the end of their tours, and the U.S. military would extract essential, sensitive, and costly equipment. The Center for American Progress points out that the pace would be similar to previous rotations conducted in Iraq. For example, in the spring of 2004, 235,000 soldiers and their equipment were rotated in and out of Iraq when the invasion forces reached the end of their one-year deployments. For a complete withdrawal, U.S. troops and equipment could first be consolidated on a few U.S. military bases in Iraq, and then brought to Kuwait, from where they could gradually be shipped and airlifted to the U.S. While moving troops and equipment from Kuwait to the U.S. may take longer than a year, the main goal of a safe and orderly exit from Iraq would be accomplished within 10 –12 months. 
  

Obviously, getting the troops out in 10-12 months is not much of a “stretch” for the U.S. military, but resembles a routine rotating operation. Therefore, the 10-12 months should be seen as the absolute maximum withdrawal period. 

According to Murtha’s  statement, there is no reason to belief that a safe withdrawal could not be achieved within 6 months, and even a three month “reverse invasion” would be feasible, even though some of the expensive equipment may have to left behind. Those who suggest withdrawal periods of several years, are trying to cloud the issue in order to extend the U.S. presence in Iraq, they are more or less putting forth stay-the-course proposals in disguise. 
  

After Withdrawal: Start Repairing the Damage 

It is important that the withdrawal of U.S military forces from Iraq be followed by a series of actions that have the potential to start repairing the damage inflicted on Iraq by an unjust, illegal war and a disastrous occupation.  In offering to take these steps, the United States can help to prepare the ground for increased security for Iraq, the United States, and the world community. As George McGovern and William Polk state in their book “Out of Iraq”, “it is in the interest of the United States that we not leave behind an Iraq filled with people who hate America and will seek to revenge themselves for the war.”
  As Joseph P. Hoar, a retired general of the U.S. Marine Corps warned, we have a chance to achieve the security we seek “only when we convince one billion Muslims that we are, in fact, a just society: that we do support peace, justice, equality for all people…” 

The following post-occupation actions are proposed by former Senator George McGovern and foreign policy analyst William Polk in their book “Out of Iraq - A Practical Plan for Withdrawal Now” and are briefly summarized here: 

· If the Iraqi government requests the short-term services of an international force to police and stabilize the country after the U.S. military leaves, the United States should offer to pay for that force.  It should be up to the Iraqi government from what countries this peace-keeping force will be recruited.

· If the Iraqi government so requests, the U.S. could also assist with the training of an Iraqi police force to eventually replace the international force.   

· The U.S. should immediately release all prisoners of war and close its detention centers. Prisoners accused of criminal offenses should be turned over to the Iraqi authorities. Compensation should be paid to those who have been tortured, or who suffered long-term imprisonment without charge.

· The U.S. should not encourage and fund the build-up of an Iraqi army, since Iraqi armies have in the past often intervened against the government and the people of Iraq.

· The U.S. should close all of its military bases and turn them over to the Iraqi government. 

· The U.S. should withdraw from the Green Zone, and buy, rent or build a normally sized U.S. embassy (see also Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq -3. No Permanent U.S. Military Bases or Installations in Iraq).
· Mercenaries paid for by U.S. or British tax-dollars should immediately be withdrawn by stopping payments to them. 

· The U.S. should help to locate, dig up, and destroy land mines and unexploded ordnance, and to survey and remediate environmental hotspots. 

· The U.S. should make money available to help Iraqis rebuild their destroyed houses, villages and towns. Whenever practical, Iraqi engineers, contractors, tradesmen and construction workers should be employed for reconstruction. 

· Demolition of the ugly monuments of warfare, like miles of concrete blast wall around U.S. military installations, should be paid for by the U.S. government.

· U.S. military forces have greatly damaged many Iraqi cultural sites that are thousands of years old. As much as possible, the U.S. should help in the restoration of these archeological sites in the “cradle of civilization”. 

· There needs to be independent auditing of billions of dollars that the U.N. handed over to the Coalition Provisional Authority for the benefit of the Iraqi people, to determine whether funds have been misused or misappropriated. The U.S. government should pay for such an audit, and repay any misused or misappropriated funds to the Iraqi government, as determined by the audit. There also have been several other cases of possible misappropriations of reconstruction funds, involving, for example, the Halliburton subsidiary Kellogg, Brown and Root (KBR), which should be investigated and remedied.  

· It would be in the interest of the United States to make generous reparations to Iraqi civilians for loss of life and property as the result of U.S. military operations, and to compensate those who were   wounded or incapacitated (see also Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq - 6. Support for Reparations and Reconstruction to Address the Destruction Caused by the U.S. Invasion, Military Occupation, and Thirteen Years of Economic Sanctions).

· Fellowships for lawyers, judges, journalists, and nongovernmental social workers could assist in the growth of civic institutions in Iraq.

· Relocation assistance, inducing Iraqi professionals who left Iraq since the 1991 Gulf War to return to their country, could contribute to reestablishing the health and vigor of Iraqi society. 

· The United States should accept the voiding of all contracts made during the occupation related to petroleum exploration, development and marketing. This will make sure that these contracts can be reopened for fair bidding.
· Iraq’s public health care system needs to be reconstituted. There is an urgent need for the rebuilding of hospitals and clinics, the purchase of diagnostic and therapeutic equipment, and training of health care professionals. The U.S. should assist in this process by making funds available to be administered through various U.N. agencies. 

· America should express condolences for the large numbers of Iraqis killed, incapacitated, incarcerated, and tortured. 

McGovern and Polk estimate that the basic program outlined above might cost about $7.75 billion. The cost of the second tier programs, like the environmental remediation, cannot be accurately forecast before additional assessment and planning steps have been taken. The authors estimate that planning and implementation of these second tier programs may cost around $10 billion.
 Even if the costs for the basic and second tier programs were twice as high as these estimates, they would pale in comparison to the costs of just one more year of occupation. For FY 2008, the Administration is asking for $145 billion in supplemental military spending for Iraq and Afghanistan, in addition to $482 billion for the regular military budget. The total costs for the actions proposed by McGovern and Polk would likely be less than 15% of what just one year of military occupation would cost. 

***

The Declaration of Peace calls on members of Congress to take effective measures to end the U.S. occupation of Iraq (see also Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq - 1. An End to All Funding for U.S. Military Operations in Iraq), to rapidly withdraw all of its troops, and to start repairing the damage the U.S. invasion and occupation of Iraq have inflicted on the Iraqi people.  
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3. No Permanent U.S. Military Bases or Installations in Iraq

Overview:

· Permanent military bases have been an integral part of the invasion and occupation of Iraq from day one – their construction began in 2003, and they are mostly completed. 
· U.S. base creation around the world has been on the rise since 1990. Bases in Saudi Arabia, established around the first Gulf War in 1991, are now being replaced by bases in Iraq.

· In spite of opposition from Congress and from the people of Iraq, U.S. base construction is proceeding. 

· The immense U.S. embassy in Baghdad, the largest in the world, located in the "Green Zone" of the capital city of Iraq, a supposedly sovereign country, is a symbol for the intentions of the U.S. to influence and control Iraqi affairs for a long time to come.  

· The presence of permanent U.S. bases and installations in Iraq is a clear sign to Iraqis that the U.S. intends to use their country as an operating base in an attempt to control Iraq and the region, and it will therefore have a destabilizing influence on the region. 

Permanent Military Bases in Iraq Were Part of the Plan - Iraq Has Always Been “South Korea” for the Bush Administration
President Bush recently launched the “Korea Model” as a new way to think about a future U.S. military presence in Iraq. According to that model, there could be a small number of permanent U.S. military bases, outside of the main urban areas, with tens of thousands of U.S soldiers being largely confined to these bases, but ready to strike at a moments notice, staying in Iraq for decades to come. 

However, the idea of the U.S. staying in Iraq for decades to come is not new. 

The Bush Administration entered Iraq with the Korea Model in mind, and has worked towards its realization ever since. 

Because of extremely scant media coverage, the American people know almost nothing about the facts that the Bush Administration has already established on the ground in Iraq, and has worked on establishing as an integral part of the invasion and occupation of Iraq from day one. 
 

A New York Times article from April 19, 2003, only a few weeks after the invasion, reported about U.S. plans for “a long-term military relationship with the emerging government of Iraq, one that would grant the Pentagon access to military bases and project American influence into the heart of the unsettled region”.
  

In October 2003, several billion dollars had already been sunk into base construction.
  

According to a 2007 Global Policy Forum Report on Iraq 
, as of late 2006, the U.S. had closed many of its over one hundred facilities, and turned over others to Iraqi government forces. Of the about 55 remaining bases, a small number has been chosen for long-term or “enduring” development. The report lists 5 key facilities, and 3 major ones, in different parts of Iraq. The key bases are huge. Al-Balad/Anaconda covers over fifteen square miles. Al-Asad and al-Talil bases total almost twenty square miles each. They have military airfields, with double runways that can accommodate many aircraft, including fighters, drones, helicopters and large transport planes. They are largely self-sufficient with regard to utilities, including power, phone systems, heating/cooling and hospital facilities, and they accommodate large numbers of military personnel: 20, 000 in al-Balad/Anaconda, 17,000 in al-Asad, and 14,000 at Victory/Liberty. In addition, these bases house thousands of construction and contract crews. And they accommodate the U.S. lifestyle with fast food restaurants, sports facilities, internet access and cable television. 
U.S. Base Creation on the Rise Since 1990

U.S. base-creation is nothing new, according to Tom Engelhardt, but has been on the rise since the 1991 Gulf War. Bases were established  in Romania, Bulgaria, and the former Yugoslavia, in the Middle East (Kuwait, Qatar, Oman, Bahrain, and the United Arab Emirates), the Horn of Africa (Djibouti), and  the Indian Ocean (the “British” island of Diego Garcia), as well as Afghanistan, Kyrgyzstan, and Pakistan. Several of these bases were developed following the wars that the U.S. has fought since 1991. 

Bases in Saudi Arabia were established around the 1991 Gulf War, and have now been replaced by bases in Iraq, in response to Osama Bin Laden’s militant opposition to U.S. bases in Saudi  Arabia. 
Opposition to Permanent Bases in Iraq

A survey conducted by the University of Michigan on June 14, 2006, reveals that an average of 76% of all Iraqis believes the prime U.S. motivation for the invasion of their country was to control Iraqi oil.  Building military bases comes in second – an average of 41% of all Iraqis believes that the U.S. invaded Iraq to build military bases.

Other polls show that an increasing number of Iraqis (currently 60%) now support attacks on coalition forces.
 An analysis of polling results published in January 2006 showed that of  those Iraqis  who approve of attacks on coalition forces, 90% believe that the U.S. plans to have bases in Iraq permanently, and 87% assume that the U.S. would refuse to leave even if asked to do so by the new Iraqi government. 

Members of the U.S. Congress have become aware that permanent U.S. military bases are stirring resentment and militant opposition towards the Unites States, and have made several attempts to put a ban on them, with overwhelming bi-partisan support. However, so far, Congress has not succeeded in stopping the development of the key bases in Iraq.

The Colossus of Baghdad
The U.S. embassy under construction in the Green Zone, at the center of Baghdad, will be the largest “embassy” on the planet, ten times the size of an average U.S. embassy and six times the size of the UN compound in New York.
  

The embassy was scheduled to open in September 2007, but the opening has been delayed because of violations of fire codes and other regulations, and because of electrical problems throughout the complex.
According to the Global Policy Report, the Green Zone, within which the embassy is located, is already ringed by miles of concrete blast walls, razor-wire, guard towers and elaborate security entrances. But “the new U.S. embassy will have an even more elaborate security system and an even stronger walled perimeter with blast walls up to 15-feet thick. Buildings will be reinforced to 2.5 times the usual specifications – “hardened” to withstand direct mortar attacks and even aerial bombardment.” 

The embassy compound will employ more than 1000 diplomats and support personnel, and more than 2000 security and defense staff. Marines will operate the special perimeter defense system and will deploy heavy weapons, including ground-to-air missiles to guard against air attack.

Permanent Bases Are Fuel for Iraqi Resistance and Instability in Middle East

Joseph Gerson writes that the U.S. has replaced military facilities in Saudi Arabia with new installations in Iraq, from which “U.S. attacks and military interventions could be launched to “discipline” oil-rich Iran, Syria, and others who might challenge U.S. regional hegemony.” 

The Global Policy Forum Report concludes its analysis of the long-term bases and the new U.S. embassy compound in Iraq with the following statement: “Such mammoth construction projects, costing billions of dollars, strongly suggest that their authors see Iraq as a U.S. client state and as a base for U.S. military operations in the Middle East region.”
 U.S. Congress Member Ron Paul, a Republican from Texas, is quoted in this report with saying: “This [embassy] structure in Baghdad sends a message, like the military bases being built, that we expect to be in Iraq and running Iraq for a long time to come.” 
Permanent military bases and the colossal new U.S. “embassy” at the Center of Baghdad will therefore provide permanent fuel for the Iraqi resistance, and for “foreign fighters” from other Muslim countries who join the struggle against the occupation. The invasion and long-term occupation of Iraq will continue to radicalize outraged Muslims, and will drive the recruitment and training of new jihadists. Establishing and maintaining a long-term military presence in Iraq can therefore hardly be considered a stabilizing factor for Iraq or the region, nor would it increase U.S. national or world security. 
The presence of permanent U.S. military bases also raises the troubling prospect that the war in Iraq is not the only war in the Middle East envisioned by the Bush Administration.
 (see also Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq - 9. No War Against Iran or Any Other Nation). 

***

The Declaration of Peace urges Congress to take effective measures to stop the completion of the long term U.S. military bases in Iraq, to hand all existing bases over to the Iraqi government, to move to a smaller, regular sized embassy in Baghdad, and to start addressing the U.S. dependency on foreign oil and natural gas. This dependency is behind the drive to control the Middle East. Development of renewable energy sources, and advances in energy efficiency and energy conservation, should be pursued instead of plans to use military force to secure dwindling fossil fuel reserves. 
The Declaration of Peace 

Nine-Point Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq

4. Support for an Iraqi-led Peace Process, Including a Peace
    Conference to Shape a Post-occupation Transition

Overview:

· The U.S. approach to “stabilizing” Iraq has failed. The continued U.S. military presence has not improved the security situation in Iraq. Instead, sectarian killings and terrorist attacks are taking an ever increasing toll on the civilian population, and have driven hundreds of thousands of Iraqis to leave their homes to escape death, torture and kidnapping.  


· It is time to admit that the situation in Iraq has gotten worse, not in spite of the U.S. presence and influence, but because of it.  It is time to admit that the continued presence of the U.S. military in Iraq is not about security for the Iraqi people, but about energy security for the United States.
· The most important step that the U.S. can take to improve the security situation in Iraq and support peace and reconciliation is to withdraw all of its troops and to establish credible expectations that it does not intend to control Iraq and its oil fields, or the oil fields of other Middle Eastern countries. 

· There have been many attempts at reconciliation between Kurds, Shia and Sunnis in the past, that, for the most part, were not supported by the U.S., since they involved demands for withdrawal of U.S. troops, and in one case, amnesty for resistance fighters. Recent polling results show that Iraqis, by and large, are not in favor of sectarian divisions, support a central or federal government in Baghdad, have more confidence in Iraqi security forces than in coalition troops, and do not support attacks on Iraqi security forces. All of this bodes well for prospects of reconciliation after U.S. troop withdrawal. Neighboring countries have been supportive of a process of reconciliation in the past, and can be expected to be supportive after the U.S. leaves. 
· The Declaration of Peace calls on Congress to take responsibility for the security situation in Iraq by removing the root cause of the instability there: The presence of U.S. occupation forces that continues to fuel both an armed resistance and sectarian violence.
The U.S. Approach to “Stabilizing” Iraq has Failed

The situation in Iraq is dire. Civil war, sectarian killings, and suicide terrorist attacks   have prompted hundreds of thousands of Iraqis to flee from their homes to escape death, torture and kidnapping. With Iraqi civilian casualties from terrorist attacks and sectarian killings rising year after year
 and dominating the news channels, the political discourse in the U.S. about the role of the U.S. military in Iraq has undergone a shift. The main focus of the U.S. military in Iraq now supposedly is to “stabilize” the country by quelling the civil war that is raging in Iraq, and preventing Iraqis from killing each other.  

Until recently, there has been a fairly broad bi-partisan consensus in the U.S. (expressed in the willingness to provide funds for military operations in Iraq year after year since 2003) that the worsening security situation in Iraq requires military action, with U.S. and Iraqi forces working together to “stabilize” the country.
 The “security package” provided by the U.S. includes the training and equipping of Iraqi security forces. Once the Iraqi security forces are sufficiently trained and equipped, so the story goes, the U.S. can then reduce its military presence in Iraq.  
Reliance on a military approach (including the latest “surge”), has so far not yielded the desired results, and has coincided with more, rather than less, violence and insecurity.
 This has focused attention on the need for a political solution to end the civil war and “instability” in Iraq. In acknowledging the need for a political solution, the current Administration and the U.S. Congress have established certain “benchmarks”, through which Congress and the President tell the Iraqi government and Parliament what measures they are supposed to implement to bring stability to Iraq.

However, neither the continued U.S. military presence, nor the heavy political pressure exercised by the Bush Administration, nor Congress getting on board with establishing benchmarks,  have improved the security situation in Iraq, but have coincided with more violence and instability. 

Before benchmarks entered the scene,  it was the handing over of “sovereignty”, the design and passage of a constitution, and elections – all conducted under the heavy influence and pressure of the U.S. government - that were supposed to bring democracy, stability, and peace to Iraq, to quell the resistance and to pacify increasingly violent factions.  

It is therefore time for a radical change in perspective. Neither the current U.S. administration, nor the U.S. Congress has any basis for presuming to know the way forward for Iraq, as long as they ignore the roots of the violence in Iraq.  
The Roots of Violence in Iraq
The political discourse and media coverage in the U.S. are now largely ignoring the responsibility of the U.S. occupation for the “instability” in Iraq, and are blaming the Iraqis for not being able to settle their differences.
It is time for the Administration and for the U.S. Congress to admit that the violence and instability in Iraq are increasing, not in spite, but because of the U.S. military occupation of Iraq. (See also Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq -3. No Permanent U.S. Military Bases or Installations in Iraq). The presence of U.S. occupation forces is fueling the Iraqi resistance and has radicalized Muslims in other Middle Eastern countries, prompting them to join terrorist groups in Iraq.  The U.S. occupation has been a major factor in inciting sectarian violence in Iraq as well (See Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq - 2. Safe and Rapid Withdrawal of All U.S. Troops and Coalition Forces from Iraq, With No Future Deployment).

By insisting that the U.S. forces can only leave when Iraq is stabilized and “security” restored, the U.S. government pretty much ensures permanent instability in Iraq and creates a pretext for a long-term U.S. presence.

This continued presence of the U.S. military in Iraq is not about security for the Iraqi people, but about energy security for the United States. (See also Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq - 5. Return Control of Iraqi Oil to the People of Iraq, as Well as Complete Sovereignty in their Economic and Political Affairs, and  9. No War Against Iran or Any Other Nation). 

Making Room For Iraqis to Determine the Future of Their Country
It is time for Iraqis to have an opportunity to develop their own ideas and strategies of dealing with the horrible legacy that the U.S. invasion and occupation have delivered to their country.  

Obviously, the most important step that the U.S. can take to improve the security situation in Iraq is to get out of the way and begin the process of troop withdrawal, to hand over its military bases, abandon its newly built colossal “embassy” in the Green Zone, and make every other effort to establish credible expectations that it does not intend to control Iraq and its oil fields, nor the oil fields of other Middle Eastern countries. (See Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq -3. No Permanent U.S. Military Bases or Installations in Iraq).
This will go a long way in reducing all the violence instigated and supported by the presence of occupation forces and by the prospect of a long term U.S. military presence in Iraq. 

Once the U.S. troops have left Iraq, it is up to the Iraqis to determine whether they wish to request help from other countries in providing troops for a true peace keeping mission. 

Obviously, many of the surrounding Middle Eastern countries have concerns about how the situation in Iraq will play out. If the sectarian strife continues or intensifies (which may happen whether the U.S. leaves or not), it may spill over into neighboring countries. Therefore, Iraq’s neighbors have an obvious stake in stabilizing the situation in Iraq. The U.S. government should therefore support and encourage meetings, conferences, and diplomatic initiatives that involve Iraq and all its neighbors - including Syria and Iran – to help shape the post-occupation transition process into Iraqi sovereignty.

Iraq’s Prospects for Ending the Violence
What steps the Iraqis will take to end the violence in their country once they are free from a heavy handed U.S. military  occupation and ongoing U.S. political pressure and arm-twisting, remains to be seen. Whether the current Iraqi government will stay in power, whether Iraq will break up into different autonomous regions or end up being unified under a national government, nobody knows at this point. 

As long as the U.S. occupies Iraq, it is unlikely that Iraqis could unite behind a central or federal government. It is hard for any government in Iraq to have legitimacy as long as it is propped up by the U.S., and is perceived as doing the bidding of the occupation forces, who “remote-control” it through its huge embassy staff and military presence. 

There are, however, many hopeful signs that Iraqis are willing to work towards establishing peace and security in their country. Almost unnoticed by the mainstream media in the U.S., there have been several Iraqi attempts at reconciliation.  In the cases below, the U.S. administration and the U.S. Congress were either not supportive or openly hostile towards these attempts. 

· Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki’s Plan for reconciliation proposed in June 2006 included a timetable for withdrawal of U.S. troops from Iraq, amnesty for all insurgents who attacked U.S. and Iraqi military targets, release of all security detainees from U.S. and Iraqi prisons, as well as compensation for victims of coalition military operations. This plan was developed with the support of seven Sunni insurgent groups, but did not include terrorist groups who deliberately target civilians, since those groups have denounced any negotiations.
 

The plan met with strong opposition in the U.S. Congress, directed especially against an amnesty for insurgents who attacked U.S. military forces. Senator Carl Levin said "the idea that they should even consider talking about amnesty for people who have killed people who liberated their country is unconscionable." Senator Richard Lugar added that he hopes Maliki's final reconciliation plan will remove granting amnesty to insurgents responsible for U.S. deaths because the plan will "run into solid opposition" in the U.S..

· In November 2005, the Arab League hosted an open-ended peace conference on Iraq in Cairo. This peace conference had the support of the United Nations, the European Union, and all of Iraq’s neighbors, as well as Russia. About 100 Iraqis attended the meeting, including Sunni, Shiite and Kurdish leaders. The United States was the only major player who did not enthusiastically support the Cairo Conference.
 No U.S. officials were present at the conference. 

A surprising degree of consensus was reached by the main Iraqi factions at this Reconciliation Conference in Cairo, resulting in demands for a timetable for the withdrawal of occupation forces, supported by Iraqi Shia, Sunnis and Kurds: 

“We demand the withdrawal of foreign forces in accordance with a timetable, and the establishment of a national and immediate program for rebuilding the armed forces ... that will allow them to guard Iraq's borders and to get control of the security situation ...”
Former CIA analyst, Ray McGovern notes that in this statement withdrawal is first and rebuilding of the armed forces is second. This is the exact opposite of the Bush administration’s insistence that the rebuilding of an Iraqi army is precondition for U.S. withdrawal.

The conference participants also decided to differentiate sharply between "legitimate" resistance and terrorism, and to avoid condemning violence against occupation troops: 

“Though resistance is a legitimate right for all people, terrorism does not represent resistance. Therefore, we condemn terrorism and acts of violence, killing and kidnapping targeting Iraqi citizens and humanitarian, civil, government institutions, national resources and houses of worship.”

Ray McGovern observes that “in recognizing the right to resist the occupation, the conference severely undercut Bush administration attempts to paint Sunnis as Saddam loyalists or al-Qaeda collaborators.”

The U.S. administration obviously ignored the demands for a timetable for withdrawal coming out of the Cairo Reconciliation Conference. It also ignored Rep. John Murtha, who created a stir in November 2005, around the time of the Cairo Conference, by calling for an immediate withdrawal of U.S. troops from Iraq, and estimated that a pullout could be complete within six months.
 

In the meantime, violence in Iraq has worsened, and the U.S. administration is still holding on to the idea that U.S. troops will leave only when security is established, completely ignoring the obvious: That security is very unlikely to improve as long as the U.S. military occupies Iraq. 

· The Iraq Freedom Congress (IFC)
 is a democratic, secular group taking a grassroots approach to ending sectarian strife and the occupation. Founded in March 2005, this organization rejects violent resistance against the occupation,
 and has developed the Safety Force, an organization of men who volunteer to protect and defend both Sunnis and Shiites from sectarian gangs in their neighborhoods.
 According to Kathlyn Stone, the Safety Force is made up of volunteers trained in mediation and self-defense. They protect citizens from marauding sectarian gangs, provide escorts to people who are in danger, and try to influence citizens against falling into the trap of retaliation.
 In 2007, IFC started a satellite TV station, Sana TV, to broaden its reach against sectarian violence and the occupation.
 

The U.S. occupation forces have not been supportive of this secular, democratic,
libertarian, non-violent, anti-Ba'athist, anti-Islamist, and anti-nationalist group. U.S. occupation and Iraqi government forces raided the IFC office in Baghdad twice, and five IFC members were arrested by U.S. forces and Iraqi national guards on June 7, 2007. They were not released until eleven days later. On July 4th, 2007, U.S. forces abducted Abdelhussain Saddam, the head of the IFC Safety Forces. His body was discovered two days later.
 The Sana TV program coordinator Mohammed Jassim was killed by sectarian militias on August 2, 2007.

The non-sectarian and anti-occupation platform of the Iraq Freedom Congress is likely to resonate with a majority of Iraqis. This year, a poll of 2,000 Iraqis between February 25 and March 5, 2007
  showed that in spite of rising civilian casualties from terrorist attacks and sectarian violence, the majority of Iraqis has a vision of a unified Iraq, and opposes the separation of people along sectarian lines. Here are some of the results of this poll regarding security, occupation forces, Iraqi security forces, and more: 

· 78% of Iraqis oppose or strongly oppose the presence of coalition forces in Iraq., (46% strongly) 

· 53% state that security issues are the single biggest problem facing Iraq, 26% say political/military are the biggest single problem.

· 59% percent think that the United States is controlling things in their country, 34% said that the Iraqi government is controlling things.  

· 49% think that bringing more U.S. forces into Baghdad and Anbar will make security in these areas worse, and 22% think it will have no effect. 

· 69% think that the presence of U.S. forces in Iraq is making security in Iraq worse. 

· 77% think the United States is playing a negative role in Iraq. 

· 51% find attacks on coalition forces acceptable (49% unacceptable) 

· 12% find attacks on Iraqi government forces acceptable (88% unacceptable) 

· When asked, “who do you blame the most for the violence that is occurring in the country”, 31% of Iraqis chose the United States. The two next highest ratings went to Al Qaeda/foreign jihadists (18%), and President Bush (9%), only 8% chose sectarian disputes, 8% the Iraqi government, Shiite and Sunni militias got 6% and 5% respectively, the Iraqi army and police were each chosen by 1% of the respondents. Iran, with 7%, was rated just slightly higher than common criminals (6%), and, obviously, quite a bit lower than the United States and George Bush combined. 

While these results are averages across all regions and religious groups, and may differ among groups, it becomes very clear that the image that the U.S. media create in reporting about Iraq is pretty much the reverse of the perception that Iraqis have of their own situation. In the U.S. media, jihadist and Sunni/Shiite militias, along with Iran, are the main instigators of violence, and the U.S. military forces are the good guys who fight valiantly to stop jihadists and militias from killing innocent civilians. 

· When asked who is in command of security in their area, 41% named the Iraqi police, and 23% the Iraqi army, only 11% named coalition forces. When asked the follow-up question, about who they would prefer to have in command of security, 46% chose the Iraqi police, and 32% the Iraqi army, and only the 7% chose coalition forces. 
While 19% say that currently their security is controlled by local militias or other extra-legal armed forces, only 8% find this a desirable situation.

The answers to these questions convey that the majority of Iraqis have more confidence in the Iraqi army and police than in coalition troops.

· 94% of respondents stated that they thought the separation of people along sectarian lines is a bad thing. 

· 58% of Iraqis want one unified Iraq with a central government in Baghdad, 28% want a group of regional states with a federal government in Baghdad, and 14% want the country divided into separate independent states. 

· When asked which political system would be best for Iraq in five years time, 53% name a democracy where leaders can be replaced from time to time, 26% chose a government headed by one man for life, 22% want an Islamic state.

The answers that Iraqis gave in this poll do not confirm that Iraq is breaking up along sectarian lines. Actually 94% of Iraqis think that this is a bad idea. This, along with the 58% of Iraqis wanting one unified Iraq with a central government in Baghdad, and the 28% in addition who are supporting a federal government in Baghdad, indicates that Iraq’s Sunnis and Shiites are prepared and hopeful to live together peacefully, which is a good pre-condition for a national reconciliation process that could start after the U.S. has withdrawn its forces. 

A spontaneous outburst, reflective of the majority of the Iraqi peoples’ desire to live peacefully and joyfully with each other, happened in July 2007, when Iraq won the Asia Football Cup. Despite the curfew, hundreds of thousands of people in most Iraqi cities marched spontaneously, expressing their delight in this event and chanting slogans condemning sectarianism and nationalism: " no Sunni, no Shiite...". According to the Iraq Freedom Congress website, “in the city of Kirkuk revelers chanted ‘No Kurdish, nor Arab, nor Turcoman.’ …The people celebrated the event spontaneously to reflect their refusal of Al-Qaeda and Al-Mahdi army projects who constantly denounced soccer and a numerous number of sports …They took to the streets to show their determination to extract joy and sustain life despite the collapse of the security situation, they also wished to convey a message to the occupation and its collaborators stating ‘no matter what ever you plan or conspire against us, we will live and enjoy together in brotherhood’.”

  
***

The Declaration of Peace calls on Congress to take responsibility for the security situation in Iraq by removing the root cause of the instability there: The presence of U.S. occupation forces that continues to fuel both an armed resistance and sectarian violence. This will open up room for Iraqis to bridge the internal divides that were created by the occupation of their country. Iraqis have made several attempts in the past to start a reconciliation process. These attempts included demands for U.S. troop withdrawal as a condition for the reconciliation process to move forward, and were therefore stymied by the U.S.  Iraqi polls show that the vast majority of Iraqis oppose the U.S. occupation of their country, and do not wish to break up the country along sectarian lines. All this points towards a reduction of violence in Iraq after U.S. troops leave, whereas the experience of the past 4 years shows that the longer the U.S. occupation of Iraq lasts, the more violence there is. 

The Declaration of Peace 

Nine-Point Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq

5. Return Control of Iraqi Oil to the People of Iraq, as Well as
    Complete Sovereignty in their Economic and Political Affairs

Overview:

· The prime motivation for the U.S. invasion of Iraq was to control Iraqi oil. 
Seventy-six percent of all Iraqis agree with former Federal Reserve chairman Alan Greenspan and former CENTCOM commander John Abizaid: “Its about oil.” 

· Iraq has the third-largest proven reserves of oil. Only 10% of the country has been explored, so there is potential for a lot more oil than is known today.  Iraq’s oil is of high quality and can be extracted at very low costs. In addition to oil, Iraq also has considerable natural gas reserves. 


· During the invasion, President Bush and Prime Minister Blair made a public statement to reassure Iraqis of their “commitment to protect Iraq's natural resources, as the patrimony of the people of Iraq, which should be used only for their benefit.”


· Contrary to the preceding statement:

· Planning for control of Iraqi oil by private oil companies started in early 2001, and plans were finalized before the invasion in March 2003. 

· During the invasion, while not making efforts to protect national treasures from being looted, U.S. troops guarded the Iraqi Oil Ministry in Baghdad. 
· Early on, the Administrator of the Coalition Provisional Authority, Paul Bremer, made attempts to transfer management of existing oil facilities to multinational corporations, but these attempts failed because of Iraqi civil resistance and a growing Sunni insurgency. 

· The oil law that President Bush wants the Iraqis to pass would allocate the majority of the currently known oilfields, or 64% of the country’s known oil reserves, and all of Iraq’s undiscovered reserves, for development by multinational corporations through long-term agreements.  A newly established Iraqi Federal Oil and Gas Council would have ultimate authority over contracts with oil companies. This Council would be made up of, among others, “executive managers of important related petroleum companies.”  
· Via the International Monetary Fund (IMF), the U.S. put pressure on the Iraqi government to draft an oil law favorable to private oil companies in return for the forgiveness of some of Iraq’s crushing foreign debt. 
· The public and the Iraqi Parliament were given no part in drafting the oil law. When the law was finally submitted to Parliament for approval in early 2007, it was rejected. The oil law went back to the cabinet, which approved a new version at the beginning of July 2007. Parliament has so far not approved this new version, in spite of pressure by the U.S.

· Iraqis have been resisting the U.S. oil grab:  

· Already a few months after the invasion in 2003, resistance fighters began attacking oil pipelines, especially in the Sunni areas of the country and interrupted most of the northern export pipelines.

· Members of the Oil Workers Union refused to accept privatization of management under Bremer. 

· The provisions of the proposed oil law have sparked widespread opposition. Oil workers organized a strike in Basra; both Shiite and Sunni members of Parliament reject the law; a member of the Iraqi parliament’s energy committee quit his position in protest over the draft oil law; the Iraqi Freedom Congress is publicizing information about the oil law and organizing against it. 

· As part of the Iraq Supplemental Spending Bill that passed in May 2007, the U.S. Congress has adopted the benchmarks for Iraq that President Bush announced during his speech on January 10, 2007. The passage of a “hydrocarbon law” is one of the benchmarks.
Sunnis and Shiites Agree: The U.S. Invaded Iraq to Control Iraqi Oil

While we hear daily about sectarian violence between Sunnis and Shiites in Iraq, a survey conducted by the University of Michigan on June 14, 2006, reveals amazing unity between Shiites and Sunnis in what they see as the prime motivation for the U.S. invasion of Iraq: 79% of Shiites, 75% of Sunnis, 80% of all Muslims, and 59% of the Kurds, think that the U.S. invaded Iraq to control Iraqi oil - an average of 76% of all Iraqis. Building military bases comes in second - an average of 41% of all Iraqis believes that the U.S. invaded Iraq to build military bases. 

What evidence is there that controlling oil may indeed be the prime motivation for the U.S. invasion and occupation of Iraq? 

Recent High Level Confirmation of Iraqi’s Suspicion that the U.S. Invaded Iraq to Control Iraqi Oil

Independent, high level confirmation that the U.S. invaded Iraq for control of oil came from former  Federal Reserve Chairman Alan Greenspan in September 2007. He wrote in his memoir: "I am saddened that it is politically inconvenient to acknowledge what everyone knows: the Iraq war is largely about oil."

Greenspan’s remark was no surprise to General John Abizaid, who said during a roundtable discussion at Stanford University: "Of course it's about oil, we can't really deny that…” Gen. Abizaid oversaw 3 ½  years of the American occupation of Iraq as CENTCOM commander. 

Iraq Has the Third-Largest Proven Reserves of Oil 

Iraq has 112.5 billion barrels of proven crude oil reserves, which is, according to most recent data, the world’s third-largest
 endowment of oil, or (according to 2005 data) 11% of global reserves. Only 17 of Iraq’s 80 oil fields have been developed and only about 10% of the country has been explored for oil so far. Estimates range from additional 45 to 400 billion barrels of oil in the unexplored areas of Iraq. In addition to oil, Iraq also has considerable natural gas reserves. Iraq’s oil is of high quality and can be extracted at very low costs. With the price of crude oil on the rise because of increasing world demand (especially from China and India) and because of likely reductions in supply because of peaking world oil production, the profit potential from extracting Iraqi oil is tremendous.

Under Saddam Hussein, the oil industry was nationalized, as it is in other Middle Eastern oil producing countries. Iraq’s daily output was fairly low, compared to production potential. Iraq also was, and still is, a member of OPEC, a cartel of oil producing countries that controls production to regulate world oil prices, keeping them higher than they would be if oil fields were privately owned and supply more competitive. 

Bush/Blair Public Proclamations About Iraqi Oil 
In their "joint statement on Iraq's future" of April 8, 2003, George Bush and Tony Blair declared, "We reaffirm our commitment to protect Iraq's natural resources, as the patrimony of the people of Iraq, which should be used only for their benefit.”
 In 2006, after a brief visit in Iraq, President Bush said: “The oil belongs to the Iraqi people. It’s their asset.”
  In January 2007, President Bush announced his “benchmarks”
 for Iraq. One of these benchmarks referred to an oil law. “To give every Iraqi citizen a stake in the country's economy, Iraq will pass legislation to share oil revenues among all Iraqis.” 
 In May 2007, the President said: “The council of ministers has approved legislation that would provide a framework for equitable sharing of oil resources. We strongly believe ... that a good oil bill will help unite the country.” 
 

The Not So Public Agenda 

What President Bush has not been saying publicly is that if the oil law he is promoting passes, the “equitable sharing”, the ”patrimony”, and the “benefits” supposedly going to the Iraqi people are only about what will be left of the Iraqi oil after U.S. oil giants have taken out their sizeable “share”.  

· Pre-War Planning for Control of Iraqi Oil by Private Oil Companies
The U.S. invaded Iraq with well developed plans to give access and control of Iraqi oil to private oil companies. The development of these plans started even before the September 11, 2001 attacks, and was completed before the invasion of Iraq. 

In early 2001, Vice President Dick Cheney’s White House Energy Taskforce produced a list of “Foreign Suitors for Iraqi Oil Field Contracts”.
 Larry Everest, in an article for the San Francisco Chronicle, points out that these documents are significant because during the 1990s, U.S. oil companies were alarmed about contracts worth billions of dollars being signed between the Iraqi government and foreign competitors of the United States, including France's Total and Russia's LukOil. U.S. companies, well aware of the huge Iraqi oil reserves, were worried about being left out of that bonanza.  However, the Unites States government and Britain prevented the Russian and French oil deals with Iraq from being consummated through their insistence on maintaining U.N. sanctions against Iraq.
  In the lead up to the invasion, both the Russian and the French governments expressed concern that after the U.S. invasion of Iraq, their oil contracts agreed upon under Saddam’s rule would disappear in “an oil grab by Washington,” if America installs a successor to Saddam.
 

In the months before the invasion, the U.S. State Department brought together Iraqi exiles, U.S. government officials, and international consultants in an Oil and Energy Working Group, with the task of developing a framework for Iraq’s oil policy.  The work of that taskforce became the foundation for the oil law that President Bush now wants the Iraqi Parliament to pass, and which opens up undeveloped Iraqi oil fields for lucrative contracts with private oil companies.  

Several Iraqi members of the Oil and Energy Working Group later became part of the Iraqi government, including Bahr al-Uloum, who became Iraqi Oil Minister. 

· Iraqi Oil Ministry Protected During the Invasion
During the invasion, the U.S. troops protected the Iraqi Oil Ministry from being looted, while other sites of national and international importance were not protected.

· Paul Bremer’s Attempts to Privatize Management
In the months after the invasion, (former) oil company executives for Shell Oil, ExxonMobil, and Conoco Phillips were appointed to oversee Iraq’s oil industry during the transition period under Paul Bremer, the Administrator of the Coalition Provisional Authority.
 Michael Schwartz reports that Bremer attempted to transfer management of existing oil facilities (well heads, refineries, pipelines, and shipping) to multinational corporations, but that his attempts to do so were unsuccessful because of civil resistance and a growing Sunni insurgency. 


· The Provisions of the Proposed Iraqi Oil Law
The oil law that President Bush pressures Iraqis to pass, and that has sparked widespread opposition in Iraq is, contrary to how it has been portrayed in the U.S. media, not a law that deals primarily with the sharing of oil revenues among Iraqis.
 Oil revenue distribution between central government and the regions will be dealt with in a separate law which has yet to be published.
 
The current oil law deals with ownership and control of Iraq’s oilfields and provides a framework for foreign investment. Technically, the oil law keeps legal ownership of oilfields in the hands of the state of Iraq. However, 64% of the country’s known oil reserves, and all yet undiscovered reserves, would be allocated for development by multinational corporations through long-term agreements.  The Iraqi government would be left with control over only 17 fields (those currently in production), out of 80 known fields.
 

Earlier versions of the oil law had provisions for so-called Production Sharing Agreements (PSA). Those are long-term contracts that are only used for about 12% of world oil reserves, usually in situations where oil fields are small, production costs high, and exploration prospects uncertain. These are not conditions that apply to Iraq’s oilfields (or other oil fields in the Middle East), and none of the other Middle Eastern oil producers use them. They are generally very unfavorable to the countries that have signed them.
 The proposed oil law does not specify what kinds of contracts the Iraqi government can use. 

The proposed law gives firms exclusive control of oil fields for up to 35 years, and those firms are not required to hire Iraqi workers, train Iraqi workers, or reinvest any of their profits in the Iraqi economy. 

A newly established Iraqi Federal Oil and Gas Council would have ultimate authority over the types of contracts that will be employed. This Council will be made up of, among others, “executive managers of important related petroleum companies.”  Foreign companies like Exxon or Shell could be represented on the Iraqi Federal Oil and Gas Council, and the proposed law would apparently allow them to approve their own contracts. 

And what has happened with the contracts that Saddam Hussein made with firms from France, Russia, and other countries? 

In its financial report for 2006, Russia’s LUKoil states that the future of its contract “on the West Qurna-2 project in Iraq remains unclear due to significant changes in the political and economic situation in the country.”
 With the Iraq oil law that President Bush has been pushing, and that has become one of the “benchmarks” adopted by Congress,
 Chevron, ExxonMobil, British Petroleum and other Western oil giants that were “left out” in the 1990s could actually be given seats on a new Iraqi Federal Oil and Gas Council. This council would have the authority to develop policies and plans for undeveloped oil fields and to review and change all exploration and production contracts, including the ones Saddam Hussein signed with French, Chinese, Russian, Korean, Italian and Spanish companies.

· Pushing the Oil Law Via the IMF
Immediately after the elections of a temporary Iraqi government were completed in January 2005, the Bush Administration began to push heavily for adoption of Production Sharing Agreements (PSA) as the future way for Iraq to develop its oil fields, in line with pre-invasion planning by the State Department working group mentioned above. 

To put pressure on the Iraqi government, the Bush Administration used its influence with the IMF and with other nations that were holding Iraq’s crushing foreign debt, accumulated under Saddam Hussein. The U.S. negotiated with the IMF and the other creditor nations that forgiveness of some of that debt should be made dependent on Iraq signing on to, and complying with, a standard IMF program, even though the foreign debt was considered “odious debt” (that means it was accumulated under a dictator who misused his power) and should therefore simply have been cancelled. The IMF program included the use of Production Sharing Agreements, and many other provisions that would open the Iraqi economy to multinational corporations. 

The newly elected Iraqi National Assembly immediately rejected the agreement, but it was still approved by the government. Had the Iraqi government refused to approve the IMF Agreement, it would have faced the prospect of the U.S. simply appropriating most of the government revenue (which is mostly from oil) for debt service.

· Iraqi Parliament and Public Are Kept Out of the Loop
In May 2006, Iraq’s new oil minister began drafting the oil law. That draft was reviewed by the British and U.S. governments, by nine major oil companies, by the IMF and by the Iraq Study Group, before the law was passed by the Iraqi Cabinet in February 2007, and then submitted to the Iraqi Parliament for approval. At that point, the Iraqi Parliament had had no input into that law, and saw it for the first time. The law was kept secret from the public, but was eventually leaked and appeared on the internet. The Parliament did not approve the law in February, and it went back to the cabinet, which approved a new version at the beginning of July 2007. 
 So far,  the Iraqi Parliament has not approved the oil law. 

Iraqi Opposition To U.S. Oil Grab

Iraqis started declaring their opposition to U.S. plans to control Iraq’s oil sector soon after the invasion. 

· Iraqi Resistance Interrupts Oil Pipelines
Supported by a widely shared understanding among Iraqis that a major goal of the occupation was to control Iraqi oil, a few months after the invasion, resistance fighters began to attack the oil pipelines especially in the Sunni areas of the country and interrupted most of the northern export pipelines. Those pipelines have remained generally unusable ever since.
  Iraqi oil production to this day remains lower than it was under Saddam Hussein. 
 

· Members of Oil Workers Union Refuse to Accept Privatization of Management
When Paul Bremer attempted to privatize management of Iraqi’s oil facilities (well heads, refineries, pipelines, and shipping), Iraq’s oil workers, who quickly organized into a union after the invasion, practiced civil resistance and simply refused to accept control by outside companies.
 Unions had been outlawed under Hussein, and Bremer banned them as well, but they became an unstoppable grassroots movement which is today expressing vehement opposition to the passing of the proposed oil law. 

· Widespread Opposition Against Oil Law
The oil workers union organized a strike in Basra in early June 2007 in protest of the proposed oil law. In response, the al-Maliki government sent in the Iraqi military and issued arrest warrants for the union leaders, sparking an outcry from Iraqi supporters and from international unions. The arrest warrant accuses the union leaders of "sabotaging the economy.” Al-Maliki warned that his "iron fist" would be used against those who stopped the flow of oil. 

Intense opposition to the proposed oil law has also come from both Shiite and Sunni political parties.
 Followers of Shiite cleric Moqtada al-Sadr said they would not support any law that would allow firms whose governments are occupying Iraq to sign Iraqi oil deals. The Kurdistan Regional Government said it had not seen or approved the draft. The Muslim Scholar’s Association issued a fatwa against the oil law.
  

Usama al-Nujeyfi, a member of the Iraqi Parliament’s energy committee, quit his position in protest over the draft oil law on July 7, 2007. He said it would cede too much control to global oil companies and would ruin the country's future. He vowed to work to defeat the draft in parliament. According to Antonia Juhasz, his response is reflective of the mood in Parliament. 

The Iraq Freedom Congress (IFC), a non-governmental organization committed to non-violence, and working for a democratic, secular and progressive alternative to both U.S. occupation and Political Islam
, called for a demonstration against the oil law on July 7, 2007 in Baghdad.
  At 3 a.m. on the 4th of July, U.S. military forces and Iraqi national guards opened fire on the Baghdad home of Abdel-Hussein Saddam. The severely wounded Abdel-Hussein was kidnapped and his 18-year-old daughter was left alone, injured and bleeding on the floor. Abdel-Hussein’s beaten body turned up at the Yarmouk Hospital morgue on July 6. He was the head of IFC’s Safety Force, an organization of men who volunteer to protect and defend both Sunni and Shiite citizens from sectarian gangs.

U.S. Congress and the Oil Law

As part of the Iraq Supplemental Spending Bill that passed in May 2007, Congress adopted the President's ”benchmark” announced on January 10, 2007. A factsheet issued by the White House mentions as one of the economic benchmarks to be met by the Iraqi government: “Enact hydrocarbons law to promote investment, national unity, and reconciliation.” 
 

After the speech, the Administration has generally stressed the law’s capacity to bring about national unity and reconciliation, because it would establish a mechanism for oil revenue sharing. The American press has echoed the Administrations’ language, ignoring the fact that this proposed law hands over control of the majority of Iraq’s oil fields to foreign oil companies.
 
Congress specifically and continually references the President’s January 10, 2007 speech. But, according to Antonia Juhasz, the words "hydrocarbon law" (which is how President Bush refers to that law) are never used. “Instead, Congress referenced the President's benchmarks but described only the revenue-sharing component.”
 However, as mentioned above, oil revenue distribution between central government and the regions will be dealt with in a separate law. 
According to a report from the Congressional Research Service, a draft of the revenue sharing law was publicized by the Kurdistan Regional Government on June 20, 2007. This draft includes a strong role for the central government in collecting oil revenue and using it for national priorities.  

In the meantime, President Bush has put intense pressure on the Iraqi government to pass the hydrocarbons law that regulates foreign investment, while at the same time referring to it as a revenue sharing law here in the U.S. 
 It is, therefore, not clear, whether members of Congress fully understand the implications of the hydrocarbon law that is part of the benchmarks they are holding the Iraqi government to. 

***

The stakes are high when it comes to Iraqi oil, and the Iraqis know it.  The people of the U.S. have not been very well informed about the Bush Administration’s attempts to strip Iraqis of their oil wealth. The Declaration of Peace urges the people of the United States to take a strong stance against the Bush Administration’s attempts to take control of Iraq’s oil. Middle East oil has been a “vital national interest” and a focus of military planning for the United States for decades, not just since 2001 when President Bush took office. Behind that “vital national interest” are not just profit hungry oil companies, but the heavy dependency of the United States economy on petroleum imports from the Middle East. However, as Senator Richard Lugar pointed out in his Senate floor speech on June 25, 2007, “our dependence on Persian Gulf oil is largely within our capacity to fix.” Energy independence would require investments in energy conservation, energy efficiency, and renewable sources of energy. Decisions about Iraq’s oil should be made by and for the benefit of the Iraqi people, not by U.S. policymakers. 
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Nine-Point Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq

6. Support for Reparations and Reconstruction to Address the
    Destruction Caused by the U.S. Invasion, Military Occupation, and
    Thirteen Years of Economic Sanctions

Overview:

· Because of the 2003 invasion and subsequent occupation of Iraq: 

· Many Iraqis have no source of safe drinking water and unreliable supplies of electricity.

· Iraqis have been exposed to more radioactive dust and debris from the use of Depleted Uranium weapons.

· Over 1 million  Iraqis have died as a result of the invasion and occupation of their country, and untold numbers of Iraqis have been wounded, tortured, and detained. 14-30% of children and adolescents in high-conflict areas may be suffering from PTSD.
· Over 4 million Iraqis have fled their homes. About 2 million are now “displaced’ within Iraq; over 2 million Iraqis have fled their country. 

· National treasures – from ancient biblical sites, to museums in Baghdad – have been raided, damaged and destroyed.

· There is 60-70% unemployment, the economic situation for women has worsened because of radical Islam, and many children are malnourished. 

· Reconstruction efforts paid for by U.S taxpayers have been plagued by poor construction quality, cost overruns, corruption, lack of oversight, and mismanagement. Many of the projects were not even completed before reconstruction money ran out.

· The U.S. military has in some instances paid out condolence payments of $2500 to families of Iraqi civilians killed as a result of U.S. and coalition forces' actions. The condolence program is reaching only a fraction of those who have suffered loss because of the U.S. invasion and occupation of Iraq.
· The U.S. has a moral obligation to provide generous support, compensation, and reparations to the people of Iraq, to help them rebuild their homes, health care system, schools, and infrastructure, and to ease the suffering of those who have been wounded, tortured, illegally detained, orphaned, or widowed. The costs of such a program would be a small fraction of what it will cost to continue the occupation. 

Suffering, Destruction and Death Caused by the Invasion and Occupation of Iraq

The illegal invasion in 2003, and subsequent occupation of the sovereign nation of Iraq, by the U.S. and coalition forces, as well as the 1991 Gulf War, the bombing campaign of the 1990’s,  and 13 years of economic sanctions, have brought unfathomable destruction and suffering to the people of Iraq. 

· Destroyed and Decaying Infrastructure 

Infrastructure for producing electricity and providing drinking water has been greatly damaged during the invasion and occupation of Iraq, leaving many Iraqis with no source of safe drinking water and with unreliable supplies of electricity.

· Depleted Uranium and Its Health Effects  

The use of Depleted Uranium weaponry 
 during Gulf War I and during the 2003 invasion has exposed thousands, possibly millions of Iraqis - soldiers as well as civilians - to radioactive dust and debris that can cause cancer and birth defects. Cancer and birth defects have been on the rise in Iraq since 1991, while the once excellent Iraqi health care system has been rendered less and less effective because of the sanctions, the destruction of hospitals during U.S. military operations, and the flight of doctors from Iraq because of threats to their life.

· Iraqis Killed, Wounded, Tortured, and Illegally Detained
According to the website ‘Iraq Body Count’, as of November 28, 2007, between 77,545 and 84,473 Iraqi civilians have been killed as a result of the 2003 military invasion and the subsequent four years of war and occupation. “The count includes civilian deaths caused by coalition military action and by military or paramilitary responses to the coalition presence (e.g. insurgent and terrorist attacks)”, according to the website. Iraq Body Count bases civilian casualty figures on media-reported deaths in Iraq, requiring that two independent agencies publish a report on an incident for counts to be added to the site’s casualty figures.  Since  the killing and wounding of Iraqis often goes unreported, the numbers provided by Iraq Body Count must be seen as the absolute minimum.
A scientific study of excess Iraqi deaths was conducted by Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health in Baltimore, Maryland, and released in October 2006. It stated that a median of 654,965 Iraqis had died as a result of the invasion. This study was based on a survey of 1,849 households with 12,801 people in 50 locations throughout Iraq,
 applying the same methodology that had formerly been used for the Darfur region of Sudan and for the Congo. For political reasons, the Iraq study was heavily criticized, while the Darfur and Congo studies have not been questioned or discredited, and have been routinely quoted by both the United Nations and the U.S. government.

Iraqis have continued to be killed since the latest Lancet Study was published in October 2006.  The group ‘Just Foreign Policy’ takes the October 2006 Lancet Study as a starting point and provides rough day-to-day updates of  the number of Iraqi deaths, based on the rates of increase derived from Iraq Body Count. As of  November 17, 2007, ‘Just Foreign Policy’ estimates 1,112,745 Iraqi deaths as the result of the U.S. invasion and occupation of Iraq. 
 

This rough ‘Just Foreign Policy’ estimate of over 1 million Iraqi deaths received independent  confirmation from a survey done by a prestigious British polling agency in September 2007. The Opinion Research Business conducted interviews with a nationally representative sample of 1,720 adults aged 18+ throughout Iraq, and estimates that 1.2 million Iraqis have been killed since the U.S. invasion.

An uncounted, untold number of Iraqis have been wounded by coalition forces (as well as by resistance fighters, suicide terrorists, and by perpetrators of sectarian violence, as a direct result of the invasion and occupation of Iraq by coalition forces). Cluster bombs pose an ongoing threat to the civilian population.
 Many of the wounded are in need of ongoing medical care. A recent article reported about the soaring need for artificial limbs. The Iraqi public health care system cannot meet the rising demands because many hospitals have been destroyed during military operations. There is lack of equipment and supplies, and large numbers of health care professionals have been killed or have fled the country.

In addition to bodily injury, there are the psychological wounds of those who survive horrific shootings, explosions, air bombings, and house searches by occupation forces, during which their family members, friends and neighbors are killed, terribly wounded, abducted, humiliated or abused.
 According to Tom Engelhardt, 47% of children age 3-10 in Baghdad were exposed to a major traumatic event in the last two years, according to a World Health Organization survey of 600 children. Of those children, 14% showed symptoms of post-traumatic stress disorder. In another study of 1,090 adolescents in Mosul, that figure reached 30%.
 There is very little help available for these children in the current situation. 
An untold, uncounted number of Iraqis have been tortured, abused, and murdered by U.S. military personnel in prisons in Iraq. When the Iraq torture scandal broke in April 2004 with photos from Abu Ghraib, U.S. officials assured the public that the abuse would cease, and that it was not official policy. But torture and abuse have continued, “in secret interrogation centers, forward operating bases and local military prisons – and particularly in Iraqi-run facilities.”
 Many of the Iraqis detained by the U.S. have committed no crimes and have no connections to the resistance. They are swept up, for example, during house searches triggered by misleading “intelligence” and false accusations, and may be held for long periods of time without access to a lawyer or a judge.

Refugees and Internally Displaced Persons 
According to UN estimates, over 4 million Iraqis have fled their homes. About 2.2. million Iraqis (43% of all Iraqi refugees) are now “internally displaced” within Iraq.
 They suffer from unemployment, lack of food and clean water, lack of housing, limited access to healthcare, and financial problems.
 About 44% of all Iraqi refugees (over 2 million) have fled to Syria and Jordan, 9% to other Middle Eastern countries, and 4% to Europe. 
 According to Refugees International, Syria and Jordan are rapidly becoming overwhelmed by the numbers of Iraqis seeking refuge in their countries. They do not allow Iraqis to legally seek employment. In Jordan, Iraqi refugees live in constant fear of deportation.  In October 2007, Refugees International called Iraq “the world’s fastest growing refugee crisis.” 
 

On June 25, 2007, an international group of NGOs issued a joint statement on the needs of Iraqi refugees, a day before a regional conference in Amman, Jordan. Among other things, it states that “bilateral assistance to the governments of Jordan and Syria, as well as to other countries hosting Iraqis, should also be the top priority of the international community. We call on the U.S. to provide international leadership to encourage donors to join in this effort.”

The U.S. had only accepted about 500 Iraqi refugees since the 2003 invasion.
 But, because of international and congressional pressure, in February 2007, the U.S. agreed to admit about 7,000 Iraqis by the end of the year.
  By the end of September 2007, only 1,608 Iraqi refugees had arrived in the U.S.

· Destruction of Iraq’s Cultural Heritage

National treasures – from ancient biblical sites, to museums in Baghdad – have been raided, damaged and destroyed, because of uncontrolled looting, as the result of U.S. military operations, and the building of U.S. military bases.
 

· Household Economies Destroyed

There is massive unemployment in Iraq: 60 to 70 percent of Iraqis are now unemployed.

Many families have lost their primary source of income when the husband, father or brother was killed or wounded, or suddenly disappeared.
  In the approximately 14 percent of Iraqi households where women are the main income providers, their situation is being made worse as many are forced to leave work after threats from sectarian militias.
  

Many children in Iraq are malnourished as a result of the dire economic and security situation.
 These children may be significantly impacted in their future physical and mental development.  
Reconstruction Efforts So Far

Billions of dollars of Iraq reconstruction funds have been made available by the U.S. for the rebuilding of hospitals, schools, water plants, electricity and oil infrastructure, but many of the projects were not even completed before reconstruction money ran out. Reconstruction efforts have been plagued by poor construction quality, cost overruns, corruption, lack of oversight, and mismanagement.
 There have been quarterly reports by the Special Inspector General for Iraq Reconstruction that detail the uniformly poor performance of reconstruction efforts in Iraq since the 2003 invasion.

To the degree that reconstruction funds have been wasted on incomplete projects and cost overruns because of mismanagement and corruption, they have not benefited Iraqis. Iraqis are faced with the consequences: lack of drinkable water, reliable electric power, an ailing economy. Nevertheless, reconstruction is a booming business for corporations given U.S. government contracts in Iraq. 

Payments to Victims of U.S. Military Operations So Far
The U.S. military, has in some instances, paid out condolence payments to families of Iraqi civilians killed as a result of U.S. and coalition forces' actions, as well as payments for injury, property damage and property loss.
  Condolence payments do not constitute any admission of legal liability or fault. Usually the maximum payment for a person killed is $2500, but that can in rare cases be raised to $10,000.  For a car, a payment of $2500 or higher may be made, possibly up to the full market value of a car that was destroyed.
 

Total payments reached $21.5 million in 2005, and dropped to $7.3 million in 2006, in spite of much increased violence and increasing civilian deaths. 

A “compensation payment” is given when the United States accepts responsibility for a death, according to Human Rights Watch.
 

There are reports about the difficulties Iraqis encounter when they try to receive payments for the death of a family member. For example, deaths caused in a combat situation are not eligible for compensation, and claims against government contractors are denied because they are not government employees.
 

The condolence program is reaching only a fraction of those who have suffered loss because of the U.S. invasion and occupation of Iraq. “Many Iraqis are not aware of it, and not all have the means to reach a U.S. claims processing area or to gather the necessary evidence. The burden of proof is on Iraqis, the final decision is made by a U.S. commander, and there is no appeal.” 

After Withdrawal: Start Repairing the Damage 

Current and future U.S. administrations, members of the U.S. Congress and the people of the United States, in whose name this illegal invasion and ongoing occupation has been perpetrated, have a moral obligation to provide generous support, compensation, and reparations to the people of Iraq, to help them rebuild their homes, health care system, schools, and infrastructure. There is also a moral obligation to ease the suffering of those who have been wounded, tortured, orphaned, or widowed.

Under Point 2 of this Comprehensive Peace Plan (2. Safe and Rapid Withdrawal of All U.S. Troops and Coalition Forces from Iraq, With No Future Deployments),  we have listed actions that the U.S. should take after withdrawing from Iraq to start repairing the damage inflicted on Iraq by an unjust, illegal war and disastrous occupation. These actions were proposed by George McGovern and William Polk in their book “Out of Iraq”
 and are briefly summarized under Point 2. 

As McGovern and Polk state, “it is in the interest of the United States that we not leave behind an Iraq filled with people who hate America and will seek to revenge themselves for the war.”

The following is a partial list of actions proposed by McGovern and Polk that are particularly relevant to the issue of compensation and reparations:

· Compensation should be paid to those who have been tortured, or who suffered long-term imprisonment without charge.

· The U.S. should help to locate, dig up and destroy land mines and unexploded ordnance, and to survey and remediate environmental hotspots. 

· The U.S. should make moneys available to help Iraqis rebuild their destroyed houses, villages and towns. Whenever practical, Iraqi engineers, contractors, tradesmen and construction workers should be employed for reconstruction. 

· Demolition of the ugly monuments of warfare, like miles of concrete blast wall, around U.S. military installations, should be paid for by the U.S. government.

· U.S. military forces have greatly damaged many Iraqi cultural sites that are thousands of years old. As much as possible, the U.S. should help in the restoration of these archeological sites in the “cradle of civilization”. 

· There needs to be independent auditing of billions of dollars that the U.N. handed over to the Coalition Provisional Authority for the benefit of the Iraqi people, to determine whether funds have been misused or misappropriated. The U.S. government should pay for such an audit, and repay any misused or misappropriated funds to the Iraqi government, as determined by the audit. There also have been several other cases of possible misappropriations of reconstruction funds, involving, for example, the Halliburton subsidiary Kellogg, Brown and Root (KBR), which should be investigated and remedied.  

· It would be in the interest of the United States to make generous reparations to Iraqi civilians for loss of life and property as the result of U.S. military operations, and to compensate those who were wounded or incapacitated. 

· Iraq’s public health care system needs to be reconstituted. There is an urgent need for the rebuilding of hospitals and clinics, the purchase of diagnostic and therapeutic equipment, and training of health care professionals. The U.S. should assist in this process by making funds available to be administered through various U.N. agencies. 

As pointed out earlier in this document (Point 2. p. 7-15), McGovern and Polk estimate that their  basic program, which includes more than the steps outlined in the current chapter, would cost about $7.75 billion, and a second tier program is estimated to cost around $10 billion. The total costs for the actions proposed by McGovern and Polk would likely be less than 15-20% of what just one year of military occupation would cost. 

***

The Declaration of Peace calls on Congress to support generous funding for reparations and reconstruction in Iraq to address the destruction caused by the U.S. invasion, military occupation, and thirteen years of economic sanctions. As Joseph P. Hoar,  retired U.S. Marine Corps general stated, we have a chance to achieve the security we seek “only when we convince one billion Muslims that we are, in fact, a just society: that we do support peace, justice, equality for all people…”
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7. Establish a U.S. “Peace Dividend” for Job Creation, Health Care,
    Education, Housing, and Other Vital Social Needs at Home

Overview:

· The costs of the invasion and occupation of Iraq to the U.S.:

· Over 3,878 U.S. soldiers have been killed, and tens of thousands more have been wounded and traumatized in this war. 

· The Department of Defense has so far spent $469 billion on the war and occupation of Iraq. 

· The total budget and economic costs of the Iraq invasion and occupation are estimated to exceed 2 trillion dollars, including veterans healthcare and disability payments, income losses, and replacement of military equipment used in Iraq. 

· There are also ‘Opportunity Costs’: Things that were not accomplished because money, resources, time and effort were directed towards the invasion and occupation of Iraq.


· Cutting war funds and ending the U.S. occupation of Iraq could generate a Peace Dividend – if war funds are redirected and spent on public programs that:

· Meet vital social needs,

· Address the global challenges of climate change and peaking world oil supplies, 

· Address the U.S. dependency on foreign oil,

· Promote international cooperation, Human Rights and the Rule of Law.

The Costs of the Invasion and Occupation of Iraq to the U.S.

· Soldiers Killed and Wounded
More than 3,878 U.S. soldiers have been killed, more than 28,582 U.S. soldiers have been wounded
, and many soldiers are so traumatized by the experience of this war that they cannot lead normal lives after returning to the U.S., even if they receive mental health care.  Compounding this tragedy is the grief and suffering that these soldiers’ families bear.
· Defense Budget Costs
The costs of this war and occupation can also be measured according to the dollars appropriated for it through the defense budget and supplemental bills. These costs are $469 billion
 at this point. The original Administration estimate for the costs of invading Iraq was 50-60 billion dollars
, based on the fantasy that Iraqis would welcome U.S. troops as liberators and that Iraqi oil receipts could pay for some of the costs of this military endeavor. 

· Budgetary and Economic Costs
A more accurate measure of costs would include the dollars spent (for years to come) for health care and disability payments to the wounded, which are not included in the defense budgets and supplemental appropriations. An assessment of all budgetary costs and broader economic impacts of the invasion and occupation of Iraq would, for example, also have to include the future costs of replacing military equipment used in Iraq, the loss of income for those who are drawn out of civilian jobs to fight in Iraq, the loss of income for those who will not return to their previous work because they have been killed, wounded or disabled. 

Joseph Stiglitz, a professor at Columbia University who won the Nobel Prize for economics in 2001, and Linda Bilmes, a Harvard budget expert, published a study in January 2006 that estimated the long-term costs of the Iraq war to the U.S. economy to be between 1 and 2 trillion dollars.  In November 2006 they adjusted their findings and stated that the costs are likely to be more than 2 trillion dollars. The estimate includes both the budgetary costs of the war, and broader economic impacts for the U.S. economy. It does not include the costs to Iraq or to the UK, or to the world. 
 

· Opportunity Costs of the Invasion and Occupation of Iraq
The financial and economic costs of the invasion and occupation of Iraq, no matter how impressive they are, do not begin to tell the story of what has truly been lost because of the invasion and occupation of Iraq, and what is the Peace Dividend that can be gained from ending it.

Ironically, it is a former U.S. general, who summarized these costs of war in a most succinct and powerful way: "Every gun that is made, every warship that is launched, every rocket fired, signifies in the final sense, a theft from those who hunger and are not fed, those who are cold and are not clothed. This world in arms is not spending money alone. It is spending the sweat of its laborers, the genius of its scientists, the hopes of its children."
  -- Dwight Eisenhower, 1953

 

So what are the costs of this war for the United States of America? 

Ultimately they are what has NOT been accomplished as a consequence of money, resources and manpower going into the preparation and execution of the war and occupation of Iraq –  like the health care that could have been provided, and the progress that could have been made in dealing with the challenges of global climate change and peaking world oil production. 

The Peace Dividend

The opportunities, lives, and time lost because of this war cannot be restored. 

The only peace dividend that can be gained is in the future. It results from ending the war and occupation of Iraq and discarding plans for threatening and attacking Iran, thus opening up future opportunities for the people of this country to redirect public spending and the lives of its citizens towards: 

· Meeting Needs at Home 
Money could be spent on improving education and health care, housing, job training, and infrastructure, instead of being spent on military operations in Iraq.

Information about what could be accomplished with regard to meeting needs at home if Iraq war funds were redirected is available from the National Priorities Project. According to the National Priorities Project website, with the $469 billion that have so far been spent by the Defense Department alone, 

· Instead, we could have built 4,226,398additional housing units, or

· we could have hired 8,134,557additional public school teachers for one year, or

· we could have paid for 62,170,693 children to attend a year of Head Start, or

· we could have provided health insurance for 281,071,178 children for one year, or

· we could have provided 22,754,947 students four-year scholarships at public universities.

For FY 2008, the Administration is seeking another $196 billion of supplemental spending for military operations in Iraq and Afghanistan.   

· Addressing Climate Change and Peak Oil
Money, resources, time, and ingenuity expended on killing, destruction, medical care for the wounded, disability payments, and the design of improved artificial limbs, could instead be invested in energy conservation, energy efficiency and alternative energy sources to address the global challenges of Climate Change and peaking world petroleum production. Redirecting war funds towards addressing climate change and peak oil could pay huge dividends in the form of world economic and political stability, national and international security, human lives saved, and ecosystems and wildlife habitat protected. 

· Addressing U.S. Dependency on Foreign Oil
Instead of spending lives, resources and brainpower on the control of oil fields in the Middle East, the U.S. could invest into reducing its dependency on foreign oil and gas by developing renewable sources of energy and by promoting energy efficiency and energy conservation. The implementation of an effective program to remedy the U.S. dependency on foreign oil would pay dividends in the form of increased national security, among many other positive outcomes.

· Promoting International Cooperation, Human Rights and the Rule of Law
Instead of modeling aggression, violence, and military domination by attacking and occupying Iraq in the name of national security and democracy, and sowing death, fear, chaos, hatred, destruction, and oppression, the U.S. could engage in activities that win the respect and love of the peoples of this world, helping them achieve health, prosperity and democracy through upholding human rights, the rule of law, and a spirit of cooperation and generosity. 

As Joseph Stiglitz put it, "there may have been alternative ways of spending a fraction of that amount that would have enhanced America's security more, and done a better job in winning the hearts and minds of those in the Middle East and promoting democracy".

***

The Declaration of Peace calls on members of Congress to cut funding for the occupation of Iraq and to redirect public funds towards meeting vital public needs at home, and towards promoting national and international security through peaceful means.  

The Declaration of Peace 

Nine-Point Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq

8. Increased Support for U.S. Veterans of the Iraq War
Overview:

· The Declaration of Peace insists that adequate services be provided to veterans of the Iraq war.

· Many of the U.S. soldiers wounded in Iraq have sustained severe, multiple injuries, including loss of limbs, loss of eyesight and hearing, burns, brain damage, depression, and post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD). They will need treatment for along time, and may never be able to return to a normal life. Some are in danger of abusing drugs and alcohol, becoming homeless, and committing suicide. 
· The Veterans Administration (VA) has been inadequately funded and staffed to meet the needs of returning soldiers.  Veterans in need of medical care or PTSD treatment, and those filing disability claims often have to face long wait times, and some will not receive any medical treatment through the VA because they are considered “affluent” at a family income of $30,000. The VA is accused of misclassifying PTSD claims as pre-existing personality disorders, leading to discharge and loss of medical and disability benefits.

· A group of Iraq war veterans filed a law suit against the VA in July 2007, demanding prompt disability benefits, reduced wait time for medical care, and a boost in services for PTSD. They also raise the issue of the Pentagon misclassifying PTSD claims as pre-existing personality disorders.
Wounds of War

As of November 28, 2007:

3,878 U.S. soldiers have been killed 

28,582 U.S. soldiers have been wounded 

Many of the soldiers who are wounded in Iraq have suffered injuries that would have been fatal in previous wars. They are saved by better armor, helmets, advances in battlefield medicine, and swift evacuation to army hospitals. As a result, there are now seven to eight survivors for each soldier that is killed. During World War II, there were two surviving soldiers for one death. 
 

The wounded often have sustained severe, multiple injuries, including loss of limbs, loss of eyesight and hearing, burns, brain damage, depression, and post-traumatic stress disorder. Many require hospital treatment for a long time, and medical support after they leave the hospital, some of them for the rest of their lives.

A majority of the wounded were injured in explosions of mortars, bombs, grenades and so-called improvised explosive devices (I.E.D.'s). Those explosions cause a large number of head injuries and possibly brain damage, which may show in impaired thinking, memory, mood, behavior, and inability to work.

Even those soldiers who return home without having sustained serious bodily injury,  may suffer from PTSD, involving depression, anxiety, nightmares, flashbacks, inability to sleep, work, or care for their families. Not being able to return to a normal life, and unable to get adequate care, they may take to drugs and alcohol, engage in criminal activity, become homeless, or commit suicide. 35% of veterans who served in Iraq have already sought treatment in the VA system for emotional problems from the war. 
 

Inadequate Medical Care and Disability Benefits

After having endured the mental, emotional, and physical hardship and trauma of warfare in Iraq, the returning soldiers and their families may find that they have to fight another battle, the battle to get medical care, counseling, and disability benefits from the Veterans Administration. 

According to a report by Judith Coburn from April 2006: 
 

· There are currently considerable wait times for disability benefits, medical care, and PTSD treatment.

· The VA disability system was overburdened even before the Iraq war. By 2004, it had a backlog of 300,000 disability claims. By April 2006, the backlog had reached 540,122, and 25% of disability rating claims took six months to process. This long wait time can be a considerable hardship for a veteran wounded badly enough to be unable to work. Appeals of a rejected claim often take years to settle. Yet, the administration has constantly resisted congressional demands to increase the number of VA staffers processing such claims. 

· As stated in a report by the VA's own national advisory board, released in February 2006, a returning war veteran suffering from emotional illness had to wait an average of 60 days before he or she can even be evaluated for diagnosis. Forty-two percent of VA primary care clinics had no mental-health staff members, and 53% of those that did, had only one staff member. Eighty-two percent of new patients needed to be in the most intensive PTSD treatment programs, the VA report found. But, 40% of those programs were already so full that they could only take a few more patients, 20% said they were too full to take any at all. 

· The Government Accountability Office (GAO), Congress’ investigative arm, found that the VA's top officials had submitted budget requests based on tight cost limits demanded by the White House, not on realistic expectations of how many veterans would actually need medical care or disability support, and therefore failed to care adequately for casualties of the war. The VA admitted recently that 33,858 more vets showed up for treatment in just the first quarter of FY 2006 than were expected for the entire year. 

· In January 2003, the White House ordered the VA to deny treatment to a category of "affluent" vets, as a temporary cost cutting measure. But this measure seems to have become permanent. According to that measure, a family of four with an income around $30,000 is considered affluent. Many vets with that income level cannot afford health insurance and medical care in the private market. 

In addition to these problems posed for veterans by inadequate funding for the VA system, there are other issues that need to be addressed: 

· Since 2001, 22,000 veterans, including combat veterans, were diagnosed and discharged with personality disorders that supposedly predated their time in the military. After the discharge, the veterans are ineligible for medical care and disability payments, and may be required to repay their reenlistment bonus. But there is reason to suspect that in some cases the “pre-existing” personality disorder is actually PTSD that results from soldiers serving in Iraq and experiencing the horrific reality of warfare. 

· Since the first Gulf war, Depleted Uranium exposure has been suspected to cause cancer and other illnesses in soldiers, and birth defects in their children. The military continues to deny any connection between exposure to depleted uranium dust and illnesses developing in returning soldiers, but refuses to test them for exposure. 

Veterans Sue the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs

In response to inadequate care, injured veterans of the Iraq war have brought a class-action lawsuit against the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs, which was filed in federal court in San Francisco in July 2007. The veterans demand prompt disability benefits, reduced wait time for medical care, and a boost in services for PTSD. They also raise the issue of the Pentagon misclassifying PTSD claims as pre-existing personality disorders. 

Yet, in spite of a growing need for services to returning veterans, White House budget forecasts assume consecutive cutbacks for the VA in 2009 and 2010, and a freeze thereafter.
 

Is this how the Bush administration “supports” the troops? 

***
While the Bush administration and other supporters of the war consistently claim that cutting off funding for the occupation of Iraq would endanger the troops, the reality is that the government’s budgetary policies show little regard for the health and well-being of the veterans of the Iraq war. The Declaration of Peace insists that adequate services be provided to veterans of the Iraq war.

The Declaration of Peace 

Nine-Point Comprehensive Peace Plan for Iraq

9. No War Against Iran or Any Other Nation

Overview:

· Since the U.S. invasion of Iraq in 2003, the Bush administration has repeatedly given ominous signs of an impending attack on Iran. The Iranian government is accused of working towards making a nuclear weapon, of being a threat to Israel, and of arming Iraqi resistance fighters who kill U.S. soldiers in Iraq. 

· Iran is a non-nuclear signatory to the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), and has the right to build nuclear power plants and to enrich uranium for peaceful purposes. Iran is not violating the NPT treaty, and has declared that it has no intentions to build a nuclear weapon. U.S. intelligence agencies have seen no evidence for a secret nuclear weapons program, and stated in 2005 that even if there was one, Iran would be ten years from developing a nuclear weapon. In 2004 Iran offered negotiations on stopping its uranium enrichment program and normalizing relations with Israel in return for security guarantees from the U.S. and Israel. Since that offer was rejected, Iran resumed uranium enrichment. 

· Israel is known to possess nuclear weapons, even though it officially neither admits nor denies this. It has the fourth most powerful nuclear arsenal in the world, and its conventional military is the most advanced in the region. Iranian President Ahmadinejad has created a media stir by questioning the Holocaust and by making statements attacking the Israeli government, which were wrongly translated as an attack on Israel. He does not have control over foreign policy. Foreign policy is in the hands of Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, who has said that Iran supports the Arab League position on Israel-Palestine.

· More recently, the Bush Administration has focused on unsubstantiated claims that the Iranian government is responsible for the deaths of U.S. soldiers in Iraq by providing militias with sophisticated weaponry. The U.S. government has not provided proof of those allegations.

· There is a long history of U.S. meddling in Iran, going back to 1953 when the U.S. instigated regime change against the democratically elected government of Mohammed Mossadegh, and replaced him with the Shah. Mossadegh’s government had nationalized Iran’s oil industry. After the 2003 invasion of Iraq, the U.S. has supported an Iranian separatist group, MEK, which is considered a terrorist organization by the State Department, in destabilizing the Iranian government.
· The U.S. wants to be in control of the flow of oil from the Middle East, and for U.S. companies to have a part in developing Iran’s vast oil and gas reserves:  
· Iran has the second largest reserves of oil and natural gas in the world. 
· Iran also has the military capacity to threaten oil fields in Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, Iraq, and the United Arab Emirates, and to interrupt the global flow of petroleum by closing the Strait of Hormuz, through which 40% of the world's oil exports pass. 
· Iran is becoming a major exporter of oil and natural gas to China, India, and Japan, whose world market demand for energy is rising and competing with U.S. demand. 
· U.S. oil companies would like to have a part in developing Iran’s vast supplies of oil and gas, but they are prohibited by Executive Order (EO) 12959 which bans U.S. involvement in Iranian energy production and exports. Executive Order (EO) 12959 is not likely to be lifted unless there is regime change in Iran, replacing the existing leadership with one friendlier to U.S. strategic interests.
As with the invasion and occupation of Iraq, a military assault on Iran would not resolve the underlying key issues affecting the national security of the U.S.: The Arab-Israeli conflict and the U.S. dependency on Middle East oil. 

· Is the Bush Administration likely to attack Iran? There seem to be a lot of parallels with the run-up to the illegal invasion of Iraq: Unsubstantiated accusations, a Congress generally not questioning those accusations, denial of intentions to attack along with a military build-up, and retired generals opposing the attack. With that in mind, there is no reason to think that the U.S. government is just bluffing. 

· The Declaration of Peace calls on Congress to withstand attempts by the Bush Administration to blame the worsening security situation in Iraq on the Iranian government, and to use Iraq as a staging ground for regime change in Iran.

Threatening Iran 

After the U.S. invaded Iraq, the Bush administration repeatedly focused public attention on Iran, giving ominous signs of an impending attack on Iran either directly by the U.S. military, or in support of an attack launched by Israel.
 As the Guardian reported earlier this year, almost half of the U.S.’s 277 warships are now stationed close to Iran, including two aircraft carrier groups. 
  

Iran is one of the three countries that President Bush identified as part of the “axis of evil”, along with North Korea and Iraq.

According to the Bush Administration, Iran poses a number of serious threats. Supposedly Iran is: 

· Working towards making a nuclear weapon.

· A threat to Israel.

· Arming and training Iraqis that are fighting the U.S. military in Iraq 
Iran a Nuclear Threat?
Iran currently does not have a nuclear weapon. Iran is a non-nuclear signatory to the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). Along with all other signatories of that treaty, it has the right to build nuclear power plants, and to enrich uranium for peaceful purposes. 
  In fulfillment of its treaty obligations, Iran has allowed UN International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) inspectors access to its nuclear facilities. While it is possible that enriched uranium generated in nuclear power plants could be used for developing nuclear weapons, Iran denies any intentions of doing so. U.S. intelligence reports stated in 2005 that even if Iran did intend to develop nuclear weapons, it would be at least 10 years away from that goal.
 In November 2006, information surfaced that the “CIA found no conclusive evidence, as yet, of a secret Iranian nuclear-weapons program running parallel to the civilian operations that Iran has declared to the International Atomic Energy Agency.”
 

Even the Bush Administration does not claim that Iran is in violation of the NPT. The demands of the U.S. that Iran should halt its enrichment program, and that the UN Security Council should enforce these demands on Iran, have no basis in international law or the NPT. According to Phyllis Bennis from the Institute for Policy Studies (IPS), these demands are solely the result of the U.S. declaring that it “does not trust” Iran. 

On August 28, 2007, the IAEA released a note of understanding between the IAEA and Iran, which stated: 

"The agency has been able to verify the non-diversion of the declared nuclear materials at the enrichment facilities in Iran and has therefore concluded that it remains in peaceful use."

According to former CIA analyst Ray McGovern, “the IAEA deputy director said the plan just agreed to by the IAEA and Iran will enable the two to reach closure by December on the nuclear issues that the IAEA began investigating in 2003. Other IAEA officials now express confidence that they will be able to detect any military diversion or any uranium enrichment above a low grade, as long as the Iran-IAEA safeguard agreement remains intact.” 

While the U.S. government is hyping up fear of a nuclear Iran, it has been considering, - as has Israel - the use of nuclear bunker buster bombs in air attacks against Iranian nuclear facilities .
  If these attacks were carried out, it would be the first time that nuclear weapons would be (officially) used in warfare since they were dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki at the end of WWII.
                            

The civilian deaths resulting from such an attack in Iran and surrounding countries could be in the hundreds of thousands.

According to the International Court of Justice, even threatening to use nuclear weapons is a violation of the NPT 
 and any “preventive” strike on Iran, involving nuclear weapons or not, would be in violation of international law. 

It is also noteworthy that the U.S., while demanding that Iran stop its legal uranium enrichment program, has not fulfilled its own obligations under the NPT, and has tolerated the development of nuclear weapons by Israel, Pakistan, and India, none of whom have signed the NPT.  The U.S., being one of five signatories of the NPT that have nuclear weapons (the others being China, France, Russia and Britain), remains in violation of the NPT’s requirement for nuclear states to move towards complete nuclear disarmament. 

In 2003, shortly after the invasion of Iraq, Iran proposed negotiations with Washington on all outstanding issues regarding Israel and enrichment of uranium.  Among other things, Iran offered more stringent IAEA inspections of its nuclear facilities and normalization of relations with Israel
. 

What Iran asked for in return was that the U.S. go after the anti-Iranian Mujahideen el-Khalq (MEK). MEK, an Iranian separatist group operating out of Iraq, had launched cross-border terrorist attacks against Iran with the support of Saddam Hussein for years before the 2003 U.S. invasion of Iraq.
 

The Bush Administration did not take Iran up on its offer to negotiate. 

Even though the MEK is officially considered a terrorist organization by the U.S. State Department, and the U.S. first disarmed MEK after the invasion, it was later allowed to rearm and is now used by the U.S. to destabilize Iran, according to a report by GlobalResearch.org. Other separatist Iranian groups have been supportive of U.S. Special Forces operating in Iran who are collecting data, planting nuclear sensors, and electronically marking targets.
 

According to Phyllis Bennis of the Institute for Policy Studies, what Iran has wanted from the U.S. for years is a security guarantee. This would be a guarantee that the U.S. doesn’t engage in regime change and other ways to undermine Iran’s sovereignty,
 like encouraging terrorist activity by the separatist group MEK.

After the 2003 Iranian offer to negotiate with the U.S. was rejected, the European Union and Iran reached an agreement in the following year where Iran agreed to suspend its uranium enrichment program. In return, the EU was to provide "firm guarantees on security issues" – or, in other words, guarantees that the U.S. and Israel would not attack Iran or try to instigate regime change. Since the EU did not fulfill its part of the bargain (apparently because the U.S. was not ready to give any such guarantees), Iran resumed its uranium enrichment program.
  

Iran a Threat to Israel?

· Israel is known to possess nuclear weapons, even though it officially neither admits nor denies this.
 It has the fourth most powerful nuclear arsenal in the world, and its conventional military is the most advanced in the region.

· Iran does not possess nuclear weapons. It possesses conventional weapons that could reach into Israel.

· Iranian President Ahmadinejad has created a media stir by questioning the Holocaust and by making statements attacking the Israeli government. These statements were wrongly translated as him saying that Israel should not exist. President Ahmadinejad does not have control over foreign policy, a fact that seems not to be widely known in the United States. Foreign policy is in the hands of Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, who is superior to Ahmadinejad. The Supreme Leader Khamenei's more conciliatory statements tend to be ignored by the U.S. media, and by U.S. politicians as well.
  Khamenei has said that Iran supports the Arab League position on Israel-Palestine, calling for normalization of relations with Israel if it accepts the international consensus of a two-state settlement.

· As stated above, in 2003, Iran offered normalization of relations with Israel in return for security guarantees from the U.S. This offer was rejected. 

Iran Interfering in Iraq, Arming the Resistance?

· Lately, the Administration has focused on unsubstantiated claims that the Iranian government is responsible for the deaths of U.S. soldiers in Iraq by providing militias with sophisticated weaponry. The U.S. government has not provided proof of those allegations.
 While threats against Iran based on unsubstantiated allegations are ratcheted up, a news report stating that “about 45% of all foreign militants targeting U.S. troops and Iraqi civilians and security forces are from Saudi Arabia... according to official U.S. military figures”
 has not created a public stir. As Ned Parker reports, “fighters from Saudi Arabia are thought to have carried out more suicide bombings than those of any other nationality”, and they make up half of the foreigners in U.S. detention facilities in Iraq. 



· The National Intelligence Council, comprising top U.S. intelligence analysts, released an assessment on the Iraq crisis in early 2007 that stated: “Iraq’s neighbors influence, and are influenced by, events within Iraq, but the involvement of these outside actors is not likely to be a major driver of violence or the prospects for stability because of the self-sustaining character of Iraq’s internal sectarian dynamics. Nonetheless, Iranian lethal support for select groups of Iraqi Shia militants clearly intensifies the conflict in Iraq.” 
  

The Iraqi resistance movement is largely staffed and commanded by Sunni Arabs and Baathists, who consider Iran to be an enemy. They call Iraq’s Shiite leaders "Persians.” There is no record of Iranian involvement in attacks on U.S. forces since the March 2003 invasion.

· There are, however, long-standing ties between Iran and the current Shiite-dominated government in Iraq, which the U.S. also supports.  For example, the Supreme Council for the Islamic Revolution in Iraq (SCIRI) has received weapons, cash, and other assistance from Iran. SCIRI is connected to the Badr Brigade, a militia and death squad allegedly operating under the cover of the Iraqi Ministry of the Interior. 

· Iran has been expanding economic and military ties with the U.S. backed government of Iraq. Iranian officials have met with Iraq's president, prime minister, foreign minister, and other top Iraqi officials. Iran’s ambassador to Iraq, Hassan Kazemi Qumi, announced in January 2007 that Iran was planning to open an Iranian national bank branch in the Iraqi capital. He said Iran is “prepared to offer Iraq government forces training, equipment and advisers for what he called ‘the security fight’.” The ambassador also said that Iran was ready to assume major responsibility for Iraq reconstruction,
 an area in which the U.S. has miserably failed the Iraqi people. (See also Point 6. Support for Reparations and Reconstruction to Address the Destruction Caused by the U.S. Invasion, Military Occupation, and Thirteen Years of Economic Sanctions.)
History of U.S. Meddling in Iran

While there is no proof that the Iranian government is supporting the Iraqi resistance against the U.S. occupation, there is evidence of the U.S. supporting the MEK - a separatist Iranian group certified by the U.S. State Department as a terrorist organization – to destabilize the Iranian government. This support reaches even into the ranks of U.S. members of Congress, who have asked for funding and backing of MEK and other such groups.

U.S. meddling in Iran has a long history. In 1953, the U.S. overthrew the democratically elected government of Mohammed Mossadegh after he nationalized the oil industry. The U.S. then installed the Shah and his brutal dictatorial regime. During the Iraq-Iran war the U.S. supported Iraq against the stronger Iran. Iran is the dominant force in the region because of its oil and water resources, and the size of its territory and population, and has traditionally competed with Iraq for influence and power.
 

U.S. “Strategic Interests” in Iran

The U.S. has an interest in preventing any regional power from challenging U.S. domination of the Middle East and of its oil and gas resources. 
 The following information, drawn from an article by Michael Klare, may shed some more light on why the U.S. government is promoting “regime change” in Iran, and threatening military strikes:

· Having the second largest reserves of oil and natural gas in the world, Iran is going to play a major role with regard to future energy supplies, and is among the very few countries that still have the potential to raise their daily output of oil and gas significantly to meet rising world demands.  
· Iran has the military capacity to obstruct the global flow of petroleum. It is located in a geographical position - on the north side of the Persian Gulf – from which it can threaten oil fields in Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, Iraq, and the United Arab Emirates. Those countries together possess more than half of the world's known oil reserves. Iran also could close the Strait of Hormuz, through which 40% of the world's oil exports pass. 
· Iran is becoming a major exporter of oil and natural gas to China, India, and Japan, whose world market demand for energy is rising and competing with U.S. demand. 
· U.S. companies would like to have a part in developing Iran’s vast supplies of oil and gas, but they are prohibited by Executive Order (EO) 12959, signed by President Clinton in 1995 and renewed by President Bush in March 2004, which bans U.S. involvement in Iranian energy production and export. Executive Order (EO) 12959 is not likely to be lifted while Iran is governed by anti-American mullahs, and refuses to abandon uranium enrichment activities. 
· Driven by concern over the safety of U.S. energy supplies, the solution from the perspective of the Bush Administration is inducing "regime change" in Iran and replacing the existing leadership with one friendlier to U.S. strategic interests. 
As Senator Lugar pointed out in his Senate floor speech on June 25, 2007, U.S. dependence on Middle East oil and the Arab-Israeli conflict are the two elephants in the room that drive the “national  interest“, or “strategic interest”, that the U.S. has in the Middle East. “They are the conditions that most constrain our freedom of action and perpetuate vulnerabilities. The implementation of an effective program to remedy these conditions could be as valuable to our long-term security as the achievement of a stable, pro-Western government in Iraq.”
  The same could be said with regard to a U.S. attack on Iran, and the desire to instigate regime change there. 

Senator Lugar goes on to say, that, while the United States can not solve the Arab-Israeli conflict unilaterally, “our dependence on Persian Gulf oil is largely within our capacity to fix”.

Will the U.S. Attack Iran? 

While it is possible that the militant rhetoric employed by some members of the Bush Administration and the display of U.S. naval power in the Strait of Hormuz are bluffs to get the Iranians to give in to Washington’s demands and to weaken support for the Iranian government, the fact is that the Bush Administration has already shown itself capable of carrying out an attack on another country (Iraq) that did not pose any threat to the U.S. While claiming that it was seeking peaceful means to resolve the “threat”, the U.S. spread obvious lies about supposed evidence that it possessed to substantiate the “threat”, and was preparing for a military strike. As in the run-up to the illegal invasion of Iraq, so with Iran, neither Democrats nor Republicans seem eager to question the “evidence” of a threat from Iran.  Some Democrats have seized the opportunity to present themselves as “tough” on Iran, while they are advocating (partial) troop withdrawal from Iraq.
   On July 11, 2007, the Senate passed an amendment to the Defense Authorization Bill supporting the White House’s unsubstantiated accusations that Tehran is funding, training and arming Iraqi militias, “who are contributing to the destabilization of Iraq and are responsible for the murder of members of the United States Armed Forces”.
 

Other parallels exist: 

Retired generals are reported to reject a military strike on Iran.
   Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice supposedly has been committed to diplomacy, whereas Vice President Cheney supports a military strike.
  

Scott Ritter, former Chief UN weapons inspector in Iraq, verified prior to the invasion of Iraq that there were no weapons of mass destruction in Iraq that could threaten the U.S. In 2006, Ritter wrote a book “Target Iran - The Truth About the White House’s Plans for Regime Change” to assess the Bush Administration’s regime-change policy and the potential for Iran to threaten U.S. national security interests. He warns about the danger of the United States’ history of intervention in Iraq repeating itself with Iran.

With all of this in mind, there is no reason to think that the U.S. government is just bluffing about a military assault on Iran. 

***

The Declaration of Peace calls on Congress to withstand attempts by the Bush Administration to blame the worsening security situation in Iraq on the Iranian government, and to use Iraq as a staging ground for regime change in Iran. A war of aggression against Iran, or threatening war and bullying governments, or (openly or covertly) instigating regime change, will bring more instability to the Middle East.  A way forward towards peace and stability in the Middle East is for the U.S. government to support an Israeli-Palestinian peace process and to take effective measures to reduce U.S. dependence on foreign oil - by increasing support for energy conservation, energy efficiency, and renewable sources of energy. 
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