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Escalation isHardly the Answer

Mr. Speaker, A military victory in Iraq is unattaiole, just as it was in the Vietham war.

At the close of the Vietnam war in 1975, a tellcanversation took place between an NVA Colonel rthme
Tu and an American Colonel named Harry Summerdor@bSummers reportedly said, “You never beat us
on the battlefield.” Tu replied, “That may be bat it is also irrelevant.” It is likewise irrelamt to seek
military victory in Iraq.

As conditions deteriorate in Iraq, the Americangdeare told more blood must be spilled to achjase
such a military victory. 20,000 additional troopglaanother $100 billion are needed for a “surgest the
people remain rightfully skeptical.

Though we’ve been in Iraq nearly four years, thagee goal today simply is to secure Baghdad. hardly
shows that the mission is even partly accomplished.

Astonishingly, American taxpayers now will be fadd® finance a multi-billion dollar jobs programliag.
Suddenly the war is about jobs! We export our nfeturing jobs to Asia, and now we plan to expant o
welfare jobs to Irag-- all at the expense of thermnd middle class here at home.

Plans are being made to become more ruthless ievaiey) stability in Iraq. It appears Muqtada abBwill
be on the receiving end of our military effortsspige his overwhelming support among large segnuritse
Iraqi people.

It's interesting to note that one excuse givenoiar failure is leveled at the Iragis themselvebeyrhave not
done enough, we're told, and are difficult to train

Yet no one complains that Mahdi or Kurdish milit@sthe Badr Brigade (the real Iraq government,quut
appointed government) are not well trained. Oobf@ms obviously have nothing to do with traininagis
to fight, but instead with loyalties and motivatson

We claim to be spreading democracy in Iraq, b&aar has far more democratic support with the ritgjor
Shiites than our troops enjoy. The problem isanlaick of democratic consensus; it is the antipadiward
our presence among most Iraqgis.

In real estate the three important consideratioasogation, location, location. In Iraq the thmnditions
are occupation, occupation, occupation. Nothingiogrove in Irag until we understand that our gation
is the primary source of the chaos and killing. &ve a foreign occupying force, strongly resentgthb
majority of Irag’s citizens.

Our inability to adapt to the tactics otngeneration warfare compounds our military failukénless we
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understand this, even doubling our troop strenglihnat solve the problems created by our occupatio

The talk of a troop surge and jobs program in baly distracts Americans from the very real posiybof
an attack on Iran. Our growing naval presencaémrégion and our harsh rhetoric toward Iran asetiling.
Securing the Horn of Africa and sending Ethiopiaops into Somalia do not bode well for world peace
Yet these developments are almost totally ignbse@ongress.

Rumors are flying about when, not if, Iran will bembed by either Israel or the U.S.-- possibly witiclear
weapons. Our CIA says Iran is ten years away fpooducing a nuclear bomb and has no delivery system
but this does not impede our plans to keep “evergtbn the table” when dealing with Iran.

We should remember that Iran, like Iraq, is a thwatld nation without a significant military. Natiyg in
history hints that she is likely to invade a neighig country, let alone do anything to Americdssael. |
am concerned, however, that a contrived Gulf ofKkliontype incident may occur to gain popular suppor
an attack on Iran.

Even if such an attack is carried out by Israekd¥&. objections, we will be politically and mdyatulpable
since we provided the weapons and dollars to ntgkessible.

Mr. Speaker, let’s hope I'm wrong about this one.

11/21/2007 11:57 Al



