The Declaration of Peace

Defund the War and Declare Peace:

A Call for Nonviolent Civil Disobedience

To End the Deepening Calamity of the US War in Iraq

Talking Points: 

I. Now is the time for a plan for peace in Iraq. At a time when the violence increases in Iraq, it is clear that the US occupation must end, the troops must come home, a comprehensive peace process must begin, federal funding must shift from permanent war to reconstructing Iraq and meeting human needs at home. Now is the time for Congress to defund the war and to declare peace in Iraq.  The Declaration of Peace is a nationwide grassroots campaign calling on Congress to legislate by March 16, 2007, the 4th Anniversary of the U.S. invasion of Iraq, a concrete and rapid plan to end the U.S. occupation of Iraq and to support an Iraqi-led peace process.

II. This comprehensive plan must include: 

· Cutting off all funding of US military operations in Iraq
· Withdrawal of US troops and all coalition forces

· No permanent US military bases in Iraq

· Support for an Iraqi-led peace process, including a peace conference to shape a post-occupation transition and an international peacekeeping presence if mandated by this peace process

· Return of Iraqi control over its oil resources and the political and economic life of the nation

· Reparations and reconstruction to address the destruction caused by the US war and thirteen years of sanctions

· Establishment of a “peace dividend” for job creation, health care, education, housing, and other vital social needs

· Increased support for US veterans of the Iraq war, and
· No so-called “preventive” war against Iran or any other nation
III. People are signing the Declaration of Peace, a commitment to take action if this plan is not legislated by Congress by March 16, 2007. During March 16-19, marking the 4th anniversary of the U.S. invasion of Iraq, Declaration signers will call for an end to the US occupation in Iraq and for a comprehensive peace process by taking part in dramatic and creative forms of peaceful resistance and nonviolent civil disobedience in towns and cities across the country.

Between now and March 16, the Declaration of Peace activities in cities and towns across the US will include:

· Events calling on members of Congress to “Defund the War and Declare Peace in Iraq”.  This will include congressional delegation visits to local district offices, as well as participation in the United for Peace and Justice January 27 March on Washington (www.unitedforpeace.org) and the UFPJ January 29 Lobby Day (http://www.unitedforpeace.org/modinput4.php?modin=102).
· Participation in the Voices for Creative Nonviolence Occupation Project, a campaign of sustained nonviolent civil disobedience aimed at ending the U.S. war in and occupation of Iraq,  www.vcnv.org 
· Press outreach and events to highlight the campaign.

· Nonviolent action trainings to prepare for the March 16-19 Days of Action.

· Organizing nonviolent civil disobedience actions and other forms of peaceful resistance at Congressional offices and other sites during the International Days of Action, March 16-19, 2007.

· Organizing a delegation of people to take part in the March 16 nonviolent action at the White House.

More than 500 religious, antiwar, peace, and justice organizations are participating in the Declaration of Peace campaign, Click here to view to full list of endorsing organizations (INSERT LINK HERE).
IV. The Declaration of Peace is designed to contribute to the growing moral and political conditions for the establishment of this comprehensive plan for peace.

Talking Points in Detail

1. Now is the time for a plan for peace in Iraq.

A. There are ten reasons why ending the US war and occupation is critical (compiled by American Friends Service Committee):
· The human cost of war is unacceptable.

· The U.S. occupation is a catalyst for violence.

· U.S. actions inflame divisions and the chance of civil war.

· Iraqis want the United States to leave now.

· Democracy cannot flourish under an occupation.

· The United States has failed to rebuild Iraq or provide for Iraqis’ basic needs.

· The Iraq war and occupation waste resources needed for U.S. domestic programs.

· The U.S. occupation of Iraq destabilizes the Middle East.

· Humanitarian aid is crippled by the occupation.

· The global community wants the war and occupation to end now.

For a developed list, view: afsc.org/iraq/activism/1#1E03E7
B. The death and destruction resulting from the US war and occupation of Iraq must end. 

· The US war and occupation has resulted in over 600,000 Iraqi deaths (statistics published in the British medical journal, the Lancet).  
· This war and occupation has resulted in the deaths of over 3,000 US soldiers.  
· It has consumed nearly $400 billion of resources. 
· The purported justifications of the war – the claim that Iraq possessed weapons of mass destruction and that a link existed between the Iraqi government and Al-Queda – were false.

· 80% of Iraqis are calling for a concrete timetable for U.S. military withdrawal and over 60% of Iraqis say that their security will improve once the U.S. military withdraws (WPO, 1/06)

C. Instead of ending the violence, the continuing US occupation deepens and intensifies it.

· Continued, indefinite occupation will not resolve this conflict but deepen it. An early influence on The Declaration of Peace was the analysis of Rick McDowell, who until recently was the Iraq Program Coordinator at the Friends Committee on National Legislation.  He spent years on the ground in Iraq.  His analysis is that the cycle of violence will persist until Congress signals to the parties in Iraq that the US is leaving within a concrete withdrawal schedule. As foreign occupier, the US continues to fan the flames of resistance.  
· The claim is often made that the US is preventing violence.  If this were the case, the deaths of many of the over 10,000 civilians killed per month (as documented by Britain’s most respected medical journal, The Lancet) would have been prevented by US troops.  Sadly, they were not.  Unfortunately, a critical analysis of the US role suggests that its presence seems to be intensifying the fire rather than quenching it.  
· Analyst Raed Jarrer writes: “Even if a civil war is around the corner (or is already occurring), the U.S. military has proved that it will not intervene in such a scenario. With general security in shambles, the U.S. military directly responsible for thousands, if not tens of thousands of Iraqi civilian deaths, reconstruction stalled, and with the growing tension seen as politically motivated, there is little evidence that the U.S. can resolve the Iraqi crisis. 
“…Based on this scenario, the ongoing Iraqi-Iraqi conflict can only be resolved when the U.S.-led occupation begins the process of leaving Iraq completely. As suggested by Iraqis and a growing number of U.S. politicians, setting a timetable for withdrawal should be one of the first steps to stop the current cycle of death and violence in Iraq. 
“…The conflict in Iraq is happening between Iraqis who are against getting involved in any political action under the occupation, and Iraqis who are building their new regime despite the occupation. But ironically, both of these groups want the occupation to end. 

“Putting a timetable for withdrawing the U.S. troops, as have most of the other countries in the U.S.-led coalition, would be the first step in the right direction to follow the demands of both the Iraqi and U.S. people to stop the war and begin grappling with the much bigger issue of dealing with its consequences. With over $320 billion spent, more than 2,500 U.S. soldiers dead, and countless Iraqis killed, the time for such an alternative is now.” (Raed Jarrer, Mother Jones, “Another Reason for Bringing the Troops Home,” July 17, 2006. Jarrer is the director of the Iraq Project at Global Exchange and is an analyst for Foreign Policy In Focus.  (View piece at: http://www.motherjones.com/commentary/columns/2006/07/civil_conflict.html)

D. The majority of the people of the United States, Iraq, and the international community believe that the US war and occupation in Iraq must end.  

· US public. A July 25, 2006 Gallup/USA Today poll found that 62% of the US people disapprove of the Bush administration’s handling of the US war in Iraq; 56% believe that the war was a mistake; and 52% of the people call for a US withdrawal within the next 12 months.  (Source: Gallup/USA Today Poll released July 25, 2006; conducted July 21-23, 2006; surveyed 1,005 adults. View at: http://www.usatoday.com/news/world/iraq/2006-06-26-iraq-poll_x.htm).  The recent November elections indicate a clear “Mandate for Peace” for the incoming U.S. Congress.
· US troops in Iraq.  Seventy-two percent of the US soldiers on the ground voiced a similar sentiment in a poll conducted in 2006.  (Source: “U.S. Troops in Iraq: 72% Say End War in 06,” LeMoyne College/Zogby Poll, February, 2006.  View: http://www.zogby.com/NEWS/ReadNews.dbm?ID=1075.)

· Iraqi public. A January, 2006 poll of the Iraqi public found that a large majority favored setting a timeline for the withdrawal of US forces. Asked what they would like the newly elected Iraqi government to ask the US-led forces to do, 70% of Iraqis favored setting a timeline for the withdrawal of US forces. This number divided evenly between 35% who favor a short time frame of “within six months” and 35% who favored a gradual reduction over two years. Just 29% say it should “only reduce US-led forces as the security situation improves in Iraq.”  The major source of urgency for withdrawal was the feeling, especially among Sunnis, that it is offensive for their country to be occupied. A secondary reason is that US forces attract more attacks and make the violence worse. (Source: poll conducted for WorldPublicOpinion.org by the Program on International Policy Attitudes [PIPA] at the University of Maryland and fielded by KA Research Limited/D3 Systems, Inc.  View at: http://www.worldpublicopinion.org/pipa/articles/home_page/165.php?nid=&id=&pnt=165&lb=hmpg2.)

· More recently, the new Iraqi president and vice-president have called for a withdrawal plan, as had a significant number of the members of the Iraqi Parliament.  In June, 2006, as summarized by analyst Raed Jarrar, “the Iraqi Prime Minister, proposed a comprehensive 28 point package for Iraqi reconciliation and an end to violence after months of Iraqi-Iraqi discussions and meetings. The plan was warmly received by different Iraqi political, religious, and even insurgent leaders after it was published. But the U.S. embassy turned the 28 point package into a weaker 24 point plan which was rejected by all major Iraqi stakeholders. The four dropped demands included putting a timetable for pulling out the occupation troops, amnesty for anyone who has not killed civilians, compensation for civilian victims, and an immediate halt of all raids on homes and cities without Iraqi court orders.”  Jarrer also reports that “Iraq's National Security Advisor, Dr. Mowaffak Al-Rubaie requested a similar "roadmap" for complete withdrawal of the U.S.-led coalition in a recent op-ed in The Washington Post.”  (Raed Jarrer, Mother Jones, “Another Reason for Bringing the Troops Home,” July 17, 2006. Jarrer is the director of the Iraq Project at Global Exchange and is an analyst for Foreign Policy In Focus.  View piece at: http://www.motherjones.com/commentary/columns/2006/07/civil_conflict.html.)

· World opinion. A global poll released earlier this year found that in 33 of 35 countries surveyed, the most common view is that the war in Iraq has increased the likelihood of terrorist attacks around the world. On average, 60 percent of the respondents have this perception, while just 12 percent think the Iraq war has decreased the likelihood of terrorist attacks; another 15 percent think it has had no effect either way. Consistent with this uneasiness about the war in Iraq, more people than not in 20 of 35 countries think US-led forces should withdraw from Iraq in the next few months, while in nine countries, more people think US-led forces should remain until the situation is stabilized. Six countries are divided. On average, 50 percent favor an early withdrawal, while 35 percent favor remaining until the situation is stabilized.  (The poll of 41,856 people was conducted for the BBC World Service by the international polling firm GlobeScan together with the Program on International Policy Attitudes [PIPA] at the University of Maryland. The 35-nation fieldwork was coordinated by GlobeScan and completed between October 2005 and January 2006. View: http://www.globescan.com/news_archives/bbcpoll06-4.html) 

E. Even as the need for a new course on Iraq is increasingly apparent, the Bush administration continues to pursue an indefinite policy of war and occupation.  

· President Bush recently stated that the decision on whether or not to withdraw from Iraq will be left to his successor.  His administration frames the US choices in Iraq as “staying the course” and “cutting and running.”  The Declaration of Peace reframes the choice as one between “staying the course” or “charting a new course.”  

· The movement has begun to see its impact in Congress.  

· On July 31, 2006, the Democratic leadership in the House and Senate took a step toward a plan.  As reported in the Washington Post: “After months of struggling to forge a unified stance on the Iraq war, top congressional Democrats joined voices yesterday to call on President Bush to begin withdrawing U.S. troops by the end of the year and to "transition to a more limited mission" in the war-torn nation.” (Charles Babington and Jim VandeHei, “Hill Democrats Unite to Urge Bush to Begin Iraq Pullout,” Washington Post, August 1, 2006). View: http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/07/31/AR2006073100743.html
· On November 7, 2006, the American People issued a Mandate for Peace in Iraq, transferring control of the House and the Senate to Democratic leadership.  Concern over the situation in Iraq was consistently the #1 issue for voters in the November elections (CNN Poll conducted by Opinion Research Corporation. Oct. 13-15, 2006.)
· These steps are the result of the relentless call of people across the US for an end to the occupation.  Now, it is time for the peace movement to dramatically increase its call for a comprehensive, concrete plan.

II. This comprehensive plan for peace plan will end the US occupation and support a peace process for security, reconstruction and reconciliation.

A. The Declaration of Peace is taking action for Congress to legislate a comprehensive plan to end the US war in Iraq, including the following components: 
· Cut off all funding of US military operations in Iraq
· Withdrawal of US troops and all coalition forces

· No permanent US military bases in Iraq

· Support for an Iraqi-led peace process, including a peace conference to shape a post-occupation transition and an international peacekeeping presence if mandated by this peace process

· Return of Iraqi control over its oil resources and the political and economic life of the nation

· Reparations and reconstruction to address the destruction caused by the US war and thirteen years of sanctions

· Establish a “peace dividend” for job creation, health care, education, housing, and other vital social needs

· Increased support for US veterans of the Iraq war, and
· No so-called “preventive” war against Iran or any other nation
III. People are signing the Declaration of Peace, a commitment to take action if this plan is not legislated by Congress by March 16, 2007. During March 16-19, marking the 4th anniversary of the U.S. invasion of Iraq, Declaration signers will call for an end to the US occupation in Iraq and for a comprehensive peace process by taking part in dramatic and creative forms of peaceful resistance and nonviolent civil disobedience in towns and cities across the country.

A. Over 500 anti-war, peace, and justice organizations are participating together in the Declaration of Peace campaign. 

B. Thousands of people are signing the Declaration and committing themselves to take action to help our nation and its leaders establish this concrete and rapid timetable for peace in Iraq.
C. Between now and March 16, the Declaration of Peace activities in cities and towns across the US will include:

· Events calling on members of Congress to “Stop Funding the War and to Bring the Troops Home”.  This will include congressional delegation visits to local district offices, as well as participation in the United for Peace and Justice January 27 March on Washington (www.unitedforpeace.org) and the UFPJ January 29 Lobby Day (http://www.unitedforpeace.org/modinput4.php?modin=102).
· Participation in the Voices for Creative Nonviolence Occupation Project, a campaign of sustained nonviolent civil disobedience aimed at ending the U.S. war in and occupation of Iraq,  www.vcnv.org 
· Press outreach and events to highlight the campaign.

· Nonviolent action trainings to prepare for the March 16-19 International Days of Action.

· Organizing nonviolent civil disobedience actions and other forms of peaceful resistance at Congressional offices and other sites during the International Days of Action, March 16-19, 2007.

· Organizing a delegation of people to take part in the March 16 nonviolent actions at the White House.

IV. The Declaration of Peace is designed to contribute to the growing moral and political conditions for the establishment of this comprehensive plan for peace.

A. Building on the accomplishments of the anti-war movement over the past four years, The Declaration of Peace seeks to build on the Congressional Mandate for Peace by:

· Mobilizing public resolve

· Reframing the debate on the war

· Showing that an alternative is possible, and 

· Contributing to shifts in the political and moral landscape that will make concrete, comprehensive withdrawal possible.

B. Declaration of Peace is designed to help create the conditions for an end of the war by: 

1. Setting a deadline for the establishment and activation of a concrete, comprehensive and rapid withdrawal plan;

2. Organizing widespread, coordinated, nonviolent citizen action by which people from all walks of life will publicly remove political and moral support from this policy if this comprehensive withdrawal plan is not established and activated by this date.  

C. The Power of the Declaration of Peace

1. The campaign combines a legislative strategy with a nonviolent action strategy.  It combines “people participation activities” (including vigils; marches; public reading of the names of the US and Iraqi war dead; house meetings; phone calls and letters to Congress) with dramatic nonviolent action organized in the centered and determined spirit of Mohandas Gandhi and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.  

2. The campaign is focused on strengthening and nurturing relationships within the peace and anti-war movements to support emerging initiatives for justice in Iraq and to amplify the voice of the grassroots as people across the country demand an end to the occupation.

3. Most of all, it seeks to translate widespread but diffuse concern about the war into visible people-power calling for a new course that ends the war and creates a more just and lasting peace.

PAGE  
7

