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Iraq is getting hard to ignore
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A couple of weeks ago – seems like more than that – the thought went through my mind that how Iraq ends up had better be worth our soldiers dying for.

When the issue was taking over Iraq before it started sharing WMD’s with terrorists, that seemed worth losing lives for.

After no WMD’s were found, the issue became getting rid of Saddam because of the horrific person he was, that seemed worth losing lives for, as long as we were already there.

After Saddam was captured, the issue was insuring Iraq became a democratic state, that seemed worth losing a few more lives for, if that would remove Iraq as a future problem and possibly stabilize the Middle East.

But when the insurgency began (even with the June 30 date for turning government over to them) and it seemed that we would have to fight the Iraqis to bring them democracy, it started to become questionable to me whether that was worth losing any more lives for. It brought to mind the Vietnam comment, “We had to destroy the village to save it.”

The more recent prisoner abuse revelations have caused me to believe it’s time to cut our losses. We’re becoming more than a liberating force and are maneuvering to exert our control in a more permanent way on Iraq’s future.  Our image has been poisoned throughput the world and won’t be returned to what we think it should be for a long, long time.

After June 30, we should withdraw to secure locations and let the various ethnic groups fight it out.  Our involvement in any civil war should be to keep any outside bodies from supplying heavy weapons to any specific groups by using our air power to destroy any such weapons.  If they’re going to fight, let them do it on a one man, one gun basis.

We may not like whatever governmental system results, but haven’t we been saying, “That’s up to the Iraqis to decide”?  If it is, we’ve accomplished all the purposes we used to justify going to war in the first, second and third place.  There are no WMD’s to worry about. Saddam is gone. The Iraqis want to create their own government.

There will always be suspicion that the whole thing was to allow American companies to control Iraq’s oil.  But if we get out before those arrangements are solidified, our hands will be clean on that issue.

Iraq might become, to our dismay, a theocracy like Iran.  But, even that isn’t our business if we believe, “It’s up to the Iraqis to set up their own government”. After all, on the home front it seems our government is more and more aligning legislation with the various American religious movements. Does that make us a semi-theocracy?

Changing focus here.

Perhaps there is a reason there are no democratically elected governments in the Middle East. The conflicts between the various religious factions and tribes in the area promote conflict and divisive actions. Additionally, like any power block in the world, the monarchies, religious and other non-democratic leaderships in that area aren’t going to willingly relinquish their positions.

We may have been naive in thinking that, by offering a version of our democracy, the locals would be anxious to adopt democracy.  This is a region with a history going back to the beginning of civilization. We’ve seen in the former Yugoslavia – now Bosnia, Croatia, Serbia, Kosovo and Macedonia – how centuries old vendettas have hampered democratic government and peaceful ethnic relations.  Why should we expect Iraq to be any different?

We can’t force democracy on anyone.  By definition, democracy has to be self-imposed.  We have set the stage for the whole Iraqi people to make that determination, let’s back off and give them that opportunity.

