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IRAQ
1. 30 Dead In Baghdad’s Worst Attack In Months

(New York Times)....Richard A. Oppel Jr. and Qais Mizher
Thirty people were killed Tuesday when a suicide bomber strode into a gathering of mourners at a home in eastern
Baghdad and detonated an explosives-packed vest, the Interior Ministry said. It was the most brazen and deadly
attack in the capital in months.

2. Suicide Blast At Baghdad Funeral Of Bomb Victim Kills Dozens
(Washington Post)....Joshua Partlow and Zaid Sabah
By the time he reached the front gate of his neighbor's house, just minutes after the blast, Adil Ahmed saw flames
leaping off the funeral tent. The guests' cars parked outside were blasted and burned. Some of the mourners were
screaming with grief and rage, and many others were scattered on the ground, dead or dying.

3. After Tests, Iraqi Premier Says He Is In 'Good Health'
(Washington Post)....Unattributed
Iraqi Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki, who flew to London during the weekend for medical tests, said his health was
fine.

4. Citizen Forces Seen Key To Driving Out Violence
(Washington Times)....Richard Tomkins
Ordinary Iraqis helping take responsibility for neighborhood security and earning money while doing so are
contributing to hopes for a continued downturn in violence in Baghdad in the new year.

5. Unmanned Planes A Key Tool In Iraq
(Philadelphia Inquirer)....Lolita C. Baldor, Associated Press
The military's reliance on unmanned aircraft that can watch, hunt and sometimes kill insurgents has risen to more
than 500,000 hours in the air, largely in Iraq, the Associated Press has learned.

6. Refugees Hesitate To Return Home
(Miami Herald)....Jamie Gumbrecht, McClatchy News Service
...Farid, like millions of other Iraqis who fled the bombs and ambushes in 2006 and 2007, is choosing between the
rising costs of displacement and the painful memories of home. For 2008, those choices will become even more
difficult as Iraqi officials work to woo them back to their neighborhoods, whether services and security are ready or
not.

7. Does A Safer Iraq Mean More US Troops Can Exit?
(Christian Science Monitor)....Gordon Lubold
Security in Iraq has improved dramatically in the past four months, including much lower casualty rates among
American service members. But there is little consensus yet if a safer Iraq can translate to an Iraq with fewer US
troops.

8. Press, Political Pressure Helped 'Lose' Fallujah, Report Says



(Washington Times)....Shaun Waterman, United Press International
A secret intelligence assessment of the first battle of Fallujah shows that the U.S. military thinks that it lost control
over information about what was happening in the town, leading to "political pressure" that ended its April 2004
offensive with control being handed to Sunni insurgents.

9. Iraq Deaths Surged And Also Fell In 2007
(Los Angeles Times)....Tina Susman
December emerged as possibly the safest month for U.S. forces in Iraq since the 2003 invasion and the least deadly
for Iraqi civilians in the last 12 months, but overall 2007 was the bloodiest year of the war, according to figures
released Monday.

PAKISTAN
10. U.S. Isn’t Ready To Accept Pakistan’s Initial Findings

(New York Times)....Eric Schmitt
United States intelligence analysts are not convinced by the evidence offered so far by Pakistani authorities that a
militant linked to Al Qaeda was responsible for Benazir Bhutto’s assassination, American officials said Tuesday.

11. Pakistan Vote Delayed To February
(New York Times)....Jane Perlez
Parliamentary elections scheduled for Jan. 8 have been postponed by the government until February, the secretary of
the Election Commission said Tuesday.

AFGHANISTAN
12. Afghan War Took Bad Turns In 2007

(Philadelphia Inquirer)....Jason Straziuso, Associated Press
U.S. military deaths, suicide bombings and opium production hit record highs in 2007 in Afghanistan. Taliban
fighters killed more than 925 Afghan police, and large swaths of the country remain outside government control. But
U.S. officials here insist things are looking up: The Afghan army is assuming a larger combat role, and militants
appear unlikely to mount a major spring offensive, as had been feared a year ago. Training for Afghan police is
increasing.

13. National Guard To Train Afghan Soldiers
(Boston Globe)....Associated Press
An elite Maine National Guard unit is going to Afghanistan to live and fight alongside Afghan national soldiers as
the unit teaches them techniques to use against the Taliban, insurgents, and criminal gangs.

MILITARY HEALTH CARE
14. Mental Toll Of War Hitting Female Servicemembers

(USA Today)....Andrea Stone
...In June, the Defense Department's Mental Health Task Force reported that the number of women suffering from
trauma might be higher than reported. It cited "a potential barrier" for women needing mental-health treatment as
"their need to show the emotional strength expected of military members."

15. Soldiers At War Can Escape Blast Shrapnel, Yet Suffer Brain Injuries
(Seattle Post-Intelligencer)....Carol Smith
The overlap between classic symptoms of post-traumatic stress disorder and those of mild traumatic brain injury is
substantial. Even those who appear to have no external damage from explosions can suffer lasting brain injury that
causes behavioral and other symptoms.

16. Mirror Therapy Shown To Ease Pain
(Baltimore Sun)....David Kohn
Mirror therapy eases ache of missing limb.

NAVY
17. Navy, Environmentalists Await Sonar Ruling
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(Washington Post)....Marc Kaufman
A federal judge in California is scheduled to release a decision this week that will outline what the Navy must do to
protect whales and other marine mammals from the loud blasts of its sonar equipment.

MARINE CORPS
18. 2 More Marine Trials In Killings Of 17 Iraqis

(New York Times)....Paul von Zielbauer
A Marine infantryman accused of killing 17 Iraqi civilians during a combat maneuver in Haditha in late 2005 will be
tried by court-martial on charges of voluntary manslaughter but will avoid more serious murder charges originally
pressed against him, the Marine Corps announced Monday.

19. Iraq Remains The Focus For Marine Corps
(North County (CA) Times)....Mark Walker
Push to shift effort to Afghanistan piques interest of 'battle-hardened' force.

NATIONAL GUARD/RESERVE
20. 'Sanctuary' Would Help Guard, Reserve Families

(Seattle Post-Intelligencer)....Carol Smith
Stacy Bannerman, a Washington National Guardsman's wife, has had her own series of deployments since her
husband left for Iraq in 2004 -- to Olympia and to Washington, D.C., where she's become the force behind a
movement to create a "sanctuary" for citizen soldiers and their families.

21. 'The Support That They Need'
(Houston Chronicle)....Brad Cain, Associated Press
As more Guardsmen serve extended deployments, a group of coordinators is counted on to help them readjust to
civilian life.

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT
22. In Case You Missed The News ...

(Washington Post)....Stephen Barr
The president has signed legislation that would provide most federal employees with an average 3.5 percent raise this
year. After "locality pay" adjustments are calculated within the next few days, the 2008 raise should be 4.49 percent
in the Washington-Baltimore area, officials estimate.

ASIA/PACIFIC
23. Tech Sales To China Questioned

(New York Times)....Steven R. Weisman
Six months ago, the Bush administration quietly eased some restrictions on the export of politically delicate
technologies to China. The new approach was intended to help American companies increase sales of high-tech
equipment to China despite tight curbs on sharing technology that might have military applications.

24. N. Korea Misses Deadline, But U.S. Response Is Restrained
(Washington Post)....Blaine Harden
North Korea failed to fulfill its October promise to declare all its nuclear programs by the end of 2007 -- and the
United States did not make a big deal out of it.

25. Taiwan's Chen Sees Jump In China Missile Buildup
(Boston Globe)....Reuters
Taiwan President Chen Shui-bian said yesterday that China had 1,328 ballistic missiles aimed at the self-ruled island,
up by more than a third from a previous estimate, further threatening stability in the Taiwan Strait.

AFRICA
26. U.S. Diplomat And Driver Are Shot Dead In Sudan
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(New York Times)....Jeffrey Gettleman
An American diplomat in Sudan and his driver were shot to death early Tuesday as they were coming home from a
New Year’s Eve party in Khartoum, the capital.

27. 2 U.S. Sailors Found Dead In Ghana
(USA Today)....Unattributed
Two U.S. sailors were found dead in a hotel room in the West African nation of Ghana, the Navy said. The Navy
said the circumstances surrounding the deaths and the cause weren't immediately clear. "The cause of death is
unknown and is being investigated by host nation authorities in cooperation with U.S. Navy," a statement said.

BUSINESS
28. Boeing Gets Cargo Plane Work

(Washington Post)....Unattributed
Boeing won an Air Force contract valued at up to $1.3 billion to enhance the C-17 cargo aircraft fleet.

29. Lockheed Wins Pakistan Order
(Washington Post)....Unattributed
Lockheed Martin of Bethesda won an order valued at $498.2 million to supply F-16 fighter jets to Pakistan.
Lockheed will supply 18 of the jets as part of a foreign military sales program coordinated by the Air Force, the
Pentagon said in a statement.

30. US Extends China-3Com Probe
(Financial Times)....Sundeep Tucker and Stephanie Kirchgaessner
...The deal has sparked political concerns in the US because 3Com supplies intrusion prevention technology to the
US defence department. The Pentagon believes that hackers in China conducted a massive cyber-attack on its
systems in 2007.

POLITICS
31. Edwards Calls For Quick Pullout Of Troops Training Iraqi Forces

(New York Times)....Michael R. Gordon
John Edwards says that if elected president he would withdraw the American troops who are training the Iraqi army
and police as part of a broader plan to remove virtually all American forces within 10 months.

DETAINEE AFFAIRS
32. Court Blocks Gitmo Inmate's Transfer To Algeria

(Chicago Tribune)....Unattributed
A U.S. federal appeals court Monday blocked the Bush administration from transferring a detainee at Guantanamo
Bay to Algeria, where the prisoner says his life would be in danger from the government and Al Qaeda.

OPINION
33. A Hunger For America

(Washington Post)....Moises Naim
...The American appealing for a drastic departure from the administration's overly militarized foreign policy?
Defense Secretary Robert Gates.

34. Stonewalled By The C.I.A.
(New York Times)....Thomas H. Kean and Lee H. Hamilton
...The commission’s mandate was sweeping and it explicitly included the intelligence agencies. But the recent
revelations that the C.I.A. destroyed videotaped interrogations of Qaeda operatives leads us to conclude that the
agency failed to respond to our lawful requests for information about the 9/11 plot. Those who knew about those
videotapes — and did not tell us about them — obstructed our investigation.

35. Video Games: A Learning Tool For Modern Warfare?
(USA Today)....Michael Peck
Armies fight as they train. From Caesar's legionnaires to Patton's GIs, soldiers have learned their trade by sweating
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and straining on muddy drill fields. But the Nintendo Generation will learn to fight by playing the Pentagon's
equivalent of Halo 3.

36. China Flexes Its Muscles
(Wall Street Journal)....Gordon G. Chang
The U.S. Navy said it was "befuddled" by Beijing's last-minute November denial of a long-arranged port call for the
Kitty Hawk carrier group in Hong Kong. This turndown was on top of China's refusal to provide shelter for two U.S.
minesweepers seeking refuge from a storm, and its rejection of a routine visit for a frigate, the Reuben James. The
Air Force also received a "no" for a regular C-17 flight to resupply the American consulate in Hong Kong.

37. Lessons From The Surge
(Washington Times)....Michael Barone
There are lessons to be learned from the dazzling success of the surge strategy in Iraq. Lesson One is that just about
no mission is impossible for the United States military. A year ago it was widely thought, not just by the new
Democratic leaders in Congress but also in many parts of the Pentagon, that containing the violence in Iraq was
impossible. Now we have seen it done.

38. Gays And The Military
(Washington Times)....Elaine Donnelly
If there is a conflict between equal opportunity and military necessity, which one should have priority? The
non-partisan Center for Military Readiness asked all presidential candidates to state their views on this and related
military/social issues that affect discipline and morale.

39. The Battle Of Ideas
(Washington Times)....Daniel L. Davis
The United States is currently locked into a global war whose primary battleground is not Iraq, Afghanistan or the
tribal areas of Pakistan but in that ill-defined terrain of the mind where the beliefs, convictions and passions of men
reside. As difficult and unpleasant as it is to admit, America is not winning on this psychological battlefield; if we do
not reverse this trend quickly we may someday find ourselves in danger of losing on a physical battlefield.

40. Terror On The Run
(New York Post)....Ralph Peters
As 2007 drew to a close, embarrassed journalists sought to play down American military successes and avoided
questioning Democratic presidential contenders about their predictions of inevitable failure in Iraq.
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New York Times
January 2, 2008
1. 30 Dead In Baghdad’s
Worst Attack In Months
By Richard A. Oppel Jr. and
Qais Mizher

BAGHDAD — Thirty
people were killed Tuesday
when a suicide bomber strode
into a gathering of mourners at
a home in eastern Baghdad and
detonated an
explosives-packed vest, the
Interior Ministry said. It was
the most brazen and deadly
attack in the capital in months.

The force of the blast
scattered severed arms and legs
about the site of the attack, a
house where scores of friends
and relatives had gathered to
pay tribute to a man killed
three days earlier by a car
bomb in Tayaran Square in
central Baghdad.

One survivor ran in the
street outside screaming and
crying that five of her sons had
been killed. Then she
collapsed, said a car salesman
who works nearby.

“There were many
children killed,” said the
salesman, who gave his name
as Abu Firas. “You could see
pieces of flesh everywhere.”

The late-afternoon blast in
the Zayuna neighborhood, days
after American officials gave
an upbeat briefing about how
civilian casualties had declined
significantly, was one in a
string of attacks on Tuesday
that included the killing of five
family members in volatile
Diyala Province. The violence
underscored how dangerous
Iraq remained despite a drop in
killings to what Iraqi
authorities had said was the
lowest level in two years.

All told, at least 40 people
were killed across Iraq on
Tuesday, just hours after
revelers celebrated the new
year in public places for the
first time in years.

The Zayuna blast was
unusual not only for its heavy
toll but also for its location: a
neighborhood that has a large
Iraqi military and police
presence with many

checkpoints and barriers
intended to prevent attackers
from entering to the area. An
Iraqi military base is also near
the site of the bombing, a
mixed area of Shiites and
Sunnis.

An official from the
Interior Ministry said at least
38 mourners were wounded in
the attack, in addition to the 30
killed. A spokesman for the
American military command in
Baghdad, Lt. Patrick Evans of
the Navy, said early reports
provided to the military
indicated that 25 people had
been killed and 20 wounded.

Brig. Gen. Qassim
al-Moussawi, a senior Iraqi
security spokesman, told
Reuters that he believed the
attacker was a member of Al
Qaeda in Mesopotamia from
Diyala who might have known
the family of the man killed in
Tayaran Square.

“According to those who
were present, no stranger had
entered,” he said. “So either he
was a relative or someone well
known to the family.”

The attack in Baghdad
followed the gruesome
abduction and killing of five
relatives on Tuesday morning
in Jalawla, a village northeast
of Muqdadiya in Diyala
Province. One of the five killed
was a policeman, an Iraqi
police official in Diyala said.

An Iraqi Army official in
Diyala also said nine Iraqi
soldiers were wounded in
explosions as soldiers rushed to
reinforce a checkpoint in the
province that was under
insurgent attack.

In the last year, Sunni
militia groups have begun
working with the American
military to establish security
and drive out Al Qaeda in
Mesopotamia, a homegrown
insurgent group that American
intelligence says is led by
foreigners. In the latest sign
that the group is stepping up
attacks against those Sunni
militias, called Awakening
Councils, the severed head of a
member of one council was
found north of Muqdadiya, the
police said.

Also, the police in
Salahuddin Province said
fighters from Al Qaeda in
Mesopotamia kidnapped a
farmer and killed his son in
Dhuluiya, and stole 200 of the
farmer’s sheep. Sheik Ahmad
Hameed, a leader of the
Awakening Council in
Dhuluiya, said many insurgents
had migrated to Dhuluiya and
Samarra from nearby Diyala
and had been attacking anyone
they believed to be connected
with the anti-extremist Sunni
groups.

“Qaeda fighters have been
attacking Awakening members
in revenge, but the people
insist on defeating Al Qaeda,”
he said. But dozens of families
have also fled the area recently
because of the growing threat
from the insurgents, he added.

Gunmen killed three
people in a village 40 miles
south of Kirkuk, a police
official there said.

The American military
reported that a United States
soldier died from a
“noncombat-related injury" on
Dec. 31 near Qayyarah Airfield
West, south of Mosul.

The Ministry of Interior
reported that 246 civilians were
killed in Baghdad last month,
according to data provided by
an official at the ministry on
Tuesday. That compared with
275 killed in Baghdad in
November, and 1,093 in May.

Across the country, 462
civilians were killed in
December, according to
icasualties.org, which tracks
fatalities, down from 471 in
November and 1,629 in
December 2006.

Though far fewer civilian
deaths have been reported in
the last five months than the
same period in 2006, recent
civilian casualty trends track
closely with late 2005, before
the bombing of a Shiite shrine
enveloped the country in a
brutal sectarian war.

Abeer Mohammed,
Mudhafer al-Husaini and
Anwar J. Ali contributed
reporting.

Washington Post
January 2, 2008
Pg. 7
2. Suicide Blast At
Baghdad Funeral Of
Bomb Victim Kills
Dozens
By Joshua Partlow and Zaid
Sabah, Washington Post
Foreign Service

BAGHDAD, Jan. 1 -- By
the time he reached the front
gate of his neighbor's house,
just minutes after the blast,
Adil Ahmed saw flames
leaping off the funeral tent.
The guests' cars parked outside
were blasted and burned. Some
of the mourners were
screaming with grief and rage,
and many others were scattered
on the ground, dead or dying.

The chemistry professor
recalled bending down to one
man who had saliva running
down his chin. He pumped his
chest and breathed into his
mouth, again and again, in a
vain attempt to save him.

He ran to other, less
seriously injured men, and
helped drag or carry them to
cars waiting to rush them to the
hospital. He noticed that some
of the dead were still sitting
upright in the burning tent on
their plastic chairs. After an
hour of this, his clothes were
messy with blood.

"I failed," Ahmed said. "I
couldn't help them."

The suicide bombing in
Baghdad's Zayouna
neighborhood Tuesday was
one of the deadliest blasts in
the capital in months. It
occurred as many Baghdad
residents are saying they feel
more secure and express hope
that the worst is behind them,
even as they acknowledge that
random attacks will continue.

The explosion killed at
least 25 people and wounded
20 others, according to the U.S.
military. Iraqi police and
ambulance officials told news
services that the death toll was
at least 32.

The year closed with
levels of overall violence far
lower than when it opened,
although the number of suicide
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bombings has been rising in
the past two months.

The target Tuesday was a
crowd that had gathered to
mourn Nabil al-Azzawi, a
victim of a car bombing four
days before. A teacher, he was
one of at least seven people
killed Friday at the crowded
intersection at Tayaran Square,
according to neighbors and an
Iraqi official.

The Azzawis are a Sunni
Muslim family, neighbors said,
with relatives in Diyala
province, where some of Iraq's
worst violence has occurred.
On Tuesday, the family was
hosting the third and final day
of the funeral service in a tent
in the garden, located at the
house of the brother of the
deceased man in a Zayouna
enclave known as Officer's
City, a relatively peaceful part
of eastern Baghdad.

An Iraqi army spokesman,
Brig. Gen. Qasim Ata' Zahil,
blamed the attack on the
Diyala network of the Sunni
insurgent group al-Qaeda in
Iraq. Authorities here nearly
always blame suicide
bombings on the al-Qaeda in
Iraq group, because the tactic is
not generally used by other
militant groups.

Zahil said the funeral took
place at the home of Muataz
al-Azzawi, a former brigadier
general in the Iraqi police who
subsequently worked at the
police sports club.

The bomber was a man
known by the relatives of the
deceased, Zahil said. "When
the suicide bomber got inside
the funeral, he shook hands
with everybody," he said.
"When he arrived at Muataz,
he blew himself up."

As often happens, other
witnesses gave varying
accounts. A cook at the funeral
said he believed that there were
two bombs and that the
explosives had been smuggled
into the funeral under the long
robes of two strangers whom
he greeted as they came in,
according to a senior Iraqi
Interior Ministry official who
had spoken to the cook.

Whatever the details,

neighbors who rushed to the
house found a scene of
shocking carnage. The
windows of the house were
shattered, and smoke billowed
from the burning tent.

"I saw a lot of bodies,"
said Raad al-Jumaidi, who
lives nearby. "Some of them
were injured and still alive,
hardly breathing. We were
taking the injured out. We
pulled out a body without a
head. I know him. He lives on
the next street over."

"We thought Zayouna and
Baghdad had become safer, but
it will never be," said Samar
Muhammad, 33, a
neighborhood resident.

Such attacks had become
noticeably rarer in Baghdad
starting this past summer,
before violence rose again as
the year neared an end.
Tuesday's attack was the
deadliest since 15 people died
in an animal market Nov. 23.

The general fall-off in
violence has coincided with the
deployment of 30,000
additional U.S. soldiers in Iraq.
This December, about 600
Iraqi civilians were killed,
down from 3,000 in December
2006, according to U.S.
military figures.

The number of American
soldiers killed has also fallen
sharply during the past six
months. In December, 23 U.S.
soldiers died in Iraq, according
to http:icasualties.org, a site
that tracks military fatalities.
That is the second-lowest
monthly total in nearly five
years of war.

Also Tuesday, the U.S.
military said that an Apache
helicopter firing Hellfire
missiles and guns killed nine
suspected insurgents during an
operation Monday targeting
al-Qaeda in Iraq fighters in
Arab Jabour, southeast of
Baghdad. This area became a
focus last year in the U.S.
offensive known as the surge
because it had no Iraqi security
forces and was therefore
frequently used by insurgents
to plan and execute attacks.

Special correspondent
Naseer Nouri in Amman,

Jordan, contributed to this
report.

Washington Post
January 2, 2008
Pg. 8
3. After Tests, Iraqi
Premier Says He Is In
'Good Health'

Iraqi Prime Minister Nouri
al-Maliki, who flew to London
during the weekend for
medical tests, said his health
was fine. "I want to take this
opportunity to express my
thanks ... to sons of the nation
who have asked about my
health... . I am in good health,
thank God," Maliki said in
comments from London
broadcast on al-Iraqiya state
television.

Washington Times
January 2, 2008
Pg. 8
4. Citizen Forces Seen
Key To Driving Out
Violence
Deadly attack on mourners
points to risk
By Richard Tomkins,
Washington Times

BAGHDAD — Ordinary
Iraqis helping take
responsibility for neighborhood
security and earning money
while doing so are contributing
to hopes for a continued
downturn in violence in
Baghdad in the new year.

Nevertheless, the year got
off to a bloody start yesterday,
when a suicide attacker killed
at least 32 men gathered in
eastern Baghdad to mourn the
death of a retired Iraqi army
officer, a Shi'ite who was slain
last week in a car bombing
blamed on al Qaeda in Iraq.

The attack was a reminder
of the dangers that persist
despite the recent decline of
violence in Baghdad and of the
peril for any mass gathering in
a country where the bereaved
often find themselves targets.

Still, the rapid growth of
Sunni Muslim forces opposed
to al Qaeda and Osama bin
Laden marked a dramatic

turnaround from the abysmal
first four years after the U.S.
invasion.

In the volatile Adhamiya
District of eastern Baghdad, for
example, Iraqi Security
Volunteers, or ISVs, last month
found a large cache of
explosives as well as several
car bombs and reported them
to U.S. and Iraqi army forces.
It was the fifth such find for
them in just a few weeks.

West of Baghdad, another
group of volunteers discovered
a large cache of artillery shells
through a tip from a local
resident.

In the East Rashid area of
southeast Baghdad, Sunni
volunteers establishing a
neighborhood headquarters in a
rented house last week found
two artillery shells that could
have been used to blow up U.S.
and Iraqi security forces.

"The ISVs are doing a
good and important job," said
U.S. Army Capt. Alfred
Boone, who is in charge of the
ISV project in East Rashid.

"This is a temporary
security solution that could
lead to these groups going into
the Iraqi army or the national
police," Capt. Boone said.

The ISVs fall under the
general, overall nomenclature
of Concerned Local Citizens, a
force distrusted in its present
state by the Shi'ite-dominated
government of Iraqi Prime
Minister Nouri al-Maliki,
which fears the predominately
Sunni volunteers could become
a military force outside the
control of the government.

The Sunni opposition to al
Qaeda began with the so-called
"Awakening" movement by
Sunni tribal leaders
cooperating with U.S. forces in
Anbar province west of
Baghdad.

President Bush and Gen.
David H. Petraeus, architect of
the counterinsurgency strategy
now being followed in Iraq,
credit the movement with
being a major factor in the drop
in violence nationwide and in
pushing al Qaeda out of its
strongholds.

A cornerstone of the
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strategy, which includes the
surge of U.S. forces into
Baghdad, is securing
neighborhoods from a return of
terrorists once the terrorists are
driven out.

That means boots on the
ground in the communities, or
in this case, shoes and sandals.

"The fact is concerned
local citizens are helping
provide security," Air Force
Col. Donald Bacon, chief of
strategy and plans and strategic
communications for U.S.-led
forces, told reporters recently.

"Without it, [al Qaeda in
Iraq] would move back into
these areas if we didn't have
our forces there," Col. Bacon
said.

In East Rashid, part of the
larger Dora District of
Baghdad, more than 200 men
turned up recently at St. Peter's
Chaldean Catholic Seminary
on the first day of recruiting for
just 135 ISV slots.

One by one, they were
called forward, presented with
identity documents and
questioned by Iraqi interpreters
who registered their
information. They were then
fingerprinted by a team of
Americans, who also
photographed them and took
biometric information, such as
retina scans, for entry into a
new database and for
cross-referencing.

"I don't have a job," said
Hazem Abdullah Ali, a
middle-aged recruit. "I need
the job. And I want to help
bring peace."

Volunteers for the
U.S.-Iraqi funded program are
paid $10 a day and use their
own weapons. Under Iraqi law,
each household is allowed to
possess one AK-47 rifle.

Philadelphia Inquirer
January 2, 2008
5. Unmanned Planes A
Key Tool In Iraq
By Lolita C. Baldor,
Associated Press

WASHINGTON - The
military's reliance on
unmanned aircraft that can
watch, hunt and sometimes kill

insurgents has risen to more
than 500,000 hours in the air,
largely in Iraq, the Associated
Press has learned.

New Defense Department
figures obtained by the AP
show that the Air Force more
than doubled its monthly use of
drones from January to
October, forcing it to take
pilots out of the air and shift
them to remote-flying duty to
meet part of the demand.

The dramatic increase in
the development and use of
drones across the armed
services reflects what will be
an even more aggressive effort
over the next 25 years,
according to a new report.

The jump in Iraq coincided
with the buildup of U.S. forces
last summer as the military
swelled its ranks to quell the
violence in Baghdad. But
Pentagon officials said that
even as troops begin to slowly
come home, the use of
Predators, Global Hawks,
Shadows and Ravens is not
likely to slow.

"I think right now the
demand for the capability that
the unmanned system provides
is only increasing," said Col.
Bob Quackenbush, deputy
director for Army Aviation.
"Even as the surge ends, I
suspect the deployment of the
unmanned systems will not go
down, particularly for larger
systems."

For some Air Force pilots,
that means climbing out of the
cockpit and heading to places
such as Nellis Air Force Base
in Nevada, where they can
remotely fly the Predators, one
of the larger and more
sophisticated unmanned
aircraft.

About 120 pilots recently
were transferred to staff the
drones to keep pace with
demands, the Air Force said.

Some National Guard
members also were called up to
staff the flights. And more will
do so in the coming months, as
the Air Force adds bases where
pilots can remotely fly the
aircraft.

Locations include North
Dakota, Texas, Arizona and

California. Some already are
operating.

One key reason for the
increase is that U.S. forces in
Iraq grew from 15 combat
brigades to 20 last spring and
summer, boosting troop totals
from roughly 135,000 to more
than 165,000.

Slowly over the next six
months, five brigades are being
pulled out of Iraq as part of a
planned drawdown that began
in December.

The increased military
operations all across Iraq last
summer triggered greater use
of the drones and an escalating
call for more of the systems -
from the Pentagon's key
hunter-killer, the Predator, to
the surveillance Global Hawks
and the smaller, cheaper
Ravens.

In a recent example of
what the aircraft can do, a
Predator caught sight in
November of three insurgents
firing mortars at U.S. forces in
Balad, Iraq. The drone fired an
air-to-ground missile, killing
the three, according to video
footage the Air Force released.

Air Force officials said
Predator flights steadily
increased last year, from about
2,000 hours in January to more
than 4,300 in October. They
are expected to continue to
escalate when hours are
calculated for November and
December, because the number
of combat air patrols increased
from about 14 per day to 18.

"The demand far exceeds
all of the Defense Department's
ability to provide [these]
assets," said Lt. Col. Larry
Gurgainous, deputy director of
the Air Force's
unmanned-aircraft task force.
"And as we buy and field more
systems, you will see it
continue to go up."

Use of the high-tech
surveillance and
reconnaissance Global Hawk
also has jumped.

"I think it has to do with
the type of warfare we're
engaged in - it's heavy into
intelligence, surveillance and
reconnaissance," Gurgainous
said. "This war requires a lot of

hunting high-value targets."

Miami Herald
January 2, 2008
6. Refugees Hesitate To
Return Home
Iraqi officials are working to
get many who fled the bombs
and ambushes in 2006 and
2007 to return to their
Baghdad neighborhoods,
whether services and security
are ready or not.
By Jamie Gumbrecht,
McClatchy News Service

BAGHDAD -- Dr. Ahmed
Farid heard it from his family
and saw it with his own eyes:
his old neighborhood in
Baghdad is safer, maybe secure
enough to move back from the
city of Basra.

Since his family left the
capital city in fall 2006, one of
the most brutal periods since
the war began, he has worked
two medical jobs to cover rent
and food. His children study in
crumbling school buildings
with 55 students to one teacher.
Basra is close to his wife's
family, but violence is boiling
and Shiite Muslim power
struggles continue.

Still, he won't return to
Jihad, his Baghdad
neighborhood, just yet. It's the
place where he was a target for
kidnappers, his daughter woke
daily from panicked
nightmares, and he's not sure
he can find a job.

''I think of going back,'' he
said after visiting his old
neighborhood during Eid ald
Adha celebrations last month.
``But I can't guarantee I will
find the comfort, security and
accommodations I have here.''

Farid, like millions of
other Iraqis who fled the
bombs and ambushes in 2006
and 2007, is choosing between
the rising costs of displacement
and the painful memories of
home. For 2008, those choices
will become even more
difficult as Iraqi officials work
to woo them back to their
neighborhoods, whether
services and security are ready
or not.

An estimated two million
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Iraqis are living in neighboring
countries; an additional 2.4
million have fled their homes
but remain scattered around
Iraq. Former residents of
Baghdad make up nearly 60
percent, according to estimates.

Drop in violence
As violence dropped in the

final months of 2007,
thousands of people who had
fled their homes returned,
especially in Baghdad.
Statistics about how many have
come home vary, but Iraq's
Ministry of Displacement and
Migration estimated in early
December that 30,000 had
returned from other countries,
along with 10,000 who had
gone home from other parts of
Iraq.

That success also will be
2008's challenge, as uneasy
peace and overtaxed services
and utilities leave the country
unprepared for mass returns.

Abdul Samad Rahman
Sultan, Iraq's migration
minister, said the government
would need help from other
countries and aid organizations
to make it possible for people
to return. He said the
government hoped to resettle
people in the neighborhoods
they had left.

''The focus will be on
returning them to their original
living places, or perhaps to
other residences inside their
old neighborhoods,'' he said.

Gen. David Petraeus, the
top U.S. commander in Iraq,
said that goal would be
difficult to meet, and he
predicted violence as
homeowners and squatters
battle over property. Petraeus
warned that some people will
have to resign themselves to
never being able to reclaim
their homes.

''That is not ideal, not
right, not legal, not a lot of
things, but it is reality,'' he said
last week. ``This is just going
to remain a very, very tough
issue for some time.''

Coalition forces will offer
some aid, but Petraeus said he
didn't have ground forces
capable of organizing returns,
settling property debates and

maintaining safety. Those
solutions will have to come
from Iraqis, he said.

Dana Graber Ladek, a
displacement specialist in Iraq
for the International
Organization for Migration,
said fewer people had left their
homes in 2007 compared with
2006 as security improved and
neighborhoods that used to
have both Sunni and Shiite
Muslim residents became more
homogenous.

Fewer options
Iraqis also had fewer

options to leave because of
restrictions from nearby
countries that couldn't handle
droves of jobless refugees.

Ladek said that for those
who didn't come home this
year conditions would worsen
as costs rose and savings
dwindled.

Middle-class Iraqis --
''teachers, doctors, nurses and
shopkeepers'' -- who ran out of
money are the biggest group of
returnees, Staffan de Mistura, a
United Nations envoy in Iraq,
said in December, when he
warned against a mass return.

The moves already have
started in some neighborhoods,
such as Khadhraa, a wealthy
Sunni-majority district in
western Baghdad. Iraqi
national police Lt. Col. Raad
Ismaeel said his unit had
guided the return of about 150
families, including many
Shiites. The only return-related
violence so far involved a
displaced Shiite family that
wasn't originally from the
neighborhood.

''Those who are returning
are opening their arms to their
neighbors. They were living in
misery when they were
displaced,'' Ismaeel said.
``Imagine someone who owns
a house in a high-class
neighborhood paying rent and
being displaced again and
again. They were desperate to
come back.''

For all the improvements
in Khadhraa -- a 225-member
citizen militia, a dozen
checkpoints, newly paved
roads, functioning telephone
service -- not everybody is

convinced, Ismaeel said. So
many people lost family
members, property and jobs
that they won't come back
unless the government helps
them start over and offers
consistent water, electricity,
food and -- most important --
security.

''I hope refugees will talk
to people living here, be
convinced to come back, even
if there's no room and people
have to stand on the bus,''
Ismaeel said. ``No matter what,
they will not want to leave
again.''

Gumbrecht reports for the
Lexington Herald-Leader.
McClatchy special
correspondents Mohammed al
Dulaimy and Hussein Khadim
contributed to this report.

Christian Science Monitor
January 2, 2008
7. Does A Safer Iraq
Mean More US Troops
Can Exit?
Service member fatalities fell
to 21 in December, compared
with 126 in May.
By Gordon Lubold, Staff
writer of The Christian Science
Monitor

WASHINGTON --
Security in Iraq has improved
dramatically in the past four
months, including much lower
casualty rates among American
service members. But there is
little consensus yet if a safer
Iraq can translate to an Iraq
with fewer US troops.

The conversation about
Iraq has changed from a year
ago, just before President Bush
announced a "surge" of what
would become 30,000
additional troops. At the time,
many experts doubted Mr.
Bush's new policy, but some of
that skepticism has faded, at
least for now, as tangible
benefits have emerged.

Chief among them is a
significant drop in the number
of Americans killed in Iraq
each month.

During December, 21 US
service members died in Iraq,
and of those, at least 13 were
considered killed-in-action

(KIA), as of Dec. 31. That is
far below the rates earlier this
year, when a total of 126 were
killed in May, just as the surge
was starting. Even in October,
when US officials were
comparing how much less
violence there was compared
with the summer high, the
amount of KIAs was double
what they were in December.
Although 2007 saw the highest
total of US casualties for any
year of the war, the precipitous
drop has stunned many
analysts and even military
commanders who weren't sure
the surge would have much
effect.

Overall, violence in Iraq is
down dramatically from earlier
this year, according to Army
Gen. David Petraeus, the top
US commander in Iraq. The
number of attacks per week is
down about 60 percent from a
high in June – a level that is
roughly equivalent to that of
the summer of 2005. Iraqi
civilian deaths are also down in
December by 75 percent from
the high a year ago, he wrote in
an open letter to troops last
week.

"With fewer attacks, we
are also seeing significantly
reduced loss of life," he wrote.

But General Petraeus, who
wrote the "how to" manual on
counterinsurgency for the US
Army, has long said that
counterinsurgencies can take a
decade or more to fight. At the
same time, better security in
Iraq brings an expectation by
many Americans that more US
troops can return home.
Petraeus has already signaled
his desire to send home as
many as five brigades, or about
18,000 troops, by next
summer. But many expect he
will resist efforts, perhaps led
by Defense Secretary Robert
Gates, to bring twice that
number of troops home by the
end of 2008. Instead, Petraeus
would like to use the improved
security to focus efforts on
helping the Iraqi government to
rebuild and strengthening Iraqi
security forces.

"We remain mindful that
the past year's progress has
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been purchased through the
sacrifice and selfless service of
all those involved and that the
new Iraq must still contend
with innumerable enemies and
obstacles," Petraeus wrote in
the letter.

Analysts worry that
improved Iraqi security will
cause the American public to
think it's time to bring the bulk
of forces home. Mr. Gates has
already suggested that, if
conditions on the ground
dictate it, he would like to see
an additional five brigades
returned home by the end of
2008.

But bringing home five
combat brigades from Iraq
could spread US forces too thin
by next fall, says Frederick
Kagan, a resident scholar at the
American Enterprise Institute,
a Washington think tank. Mr.
Kagan is not even sure
reducing any amount of the
surge forces to alleviate strain
is a good idea just yet.

"We all recognize the
strain on soldiers and we're
willing to accept some risk to
do that, but when you get to 15
[brigades] and below, you get
close to the red line where risk
becomes gamble," says Kagan,
who co-wrote a report on Iraq
last year from which the Bush
administration drew heavily
before announcing its surge
strategy.

Even as the surge strategy
can be credited, in part, with
better security on the ground,
Iraq's central government in
Baghdad must overcome key
political hurdles before it can
govern effectively, say
analysts.

"Iraq's political
environment and its economy
are only marginally better than
a year ago," wrote two
analysts, Michael O'Hanlon
and Jason Campbell, at the
Brookings Institution, a
Washington think tank.

The overall effectiveness
of Iraqi security forces must
also be weighed before US
forces can be reduced in any
great numbers. While Iraqi
forces are growing, they still
confront major challenges

refining their logistical
capabilities. That's all the more
reason US troop withdrawals
should be handled carefully,
agreed O'Hanlon and
Campbell.

"Given Iraq's fragile
sectarian relations and weak
institutions, the likelihood is
that further American troop
reductions will have to be slow
and careful if the progress is to
continue," they wrote.

Washington Times
January 2, 2008
Pg. 8
8. Press, Political
Pressure Helped 'Lose'
Fallujah, Report Says
By Shaun Waterman, United
Press International

A secret intelligence
assessment of the first battle of
Fallujah shows that the U.S.
military thinks that it lost
control over information about
what was happening in the
town, leading to "political
pressure" that ended its April
2004 offensive with control
being handed to Sunni
insurgents.

"The outcome of a purely
military contest in Fallujah was
always a foregone conclusion
— coalition victory," read the
assessment, prepared by
analysts at the U.S. Army's
National Ground Intelligence
Center, or NGIC.

"But Fallujah was not
simply a military action, it was
a political and informational
battle. ... The effects of media
coverage, enemy information
operations and the fragility of
the political environment
conspired to force a halt to
U.S. military operations,"
concluded the assessment.

It added that the decision
to order an immediate assault
on Fallujah, in response to the
televised killing of four
contractors from the private
military firm Blackwater,
effectively prevented the
Marine Expeditionary Force
charged with retaking the town
from carrying out "shaping
operations," such as clearing

civilians from the area, which
would have improved their
chances of success.

A copy was posted on the
Web last week by the
organization Wikileaks, which
aims to provide a secure way
for whistleblowers to "reveal
unethical behavior in their
governments and
corporations," and says it
favors government
transparency.

Although a spokesman for
U.S. Army intelligence
declined to comment on the
document, United Press
International independently
confirmed its veracity.

The authors said the press
was "crucial to building
political pressure to halt
military operations," from the
Iraqi government and the
Coalition Provisional
Authority, which resulted in a
"unilateral cease-fire" by U.S.
forces on April 9, after just five
days of combat operations.

During the negotiations
that followed, top Bush
administration officials
demanded a solution that
would not require the Marines
to retake the town, according to
the assessment.

Crucial to the failure, the
authors said, was the role of
the Arabic satellite news
channels Al Jazeera and Al
Arabiya.

An Al Jazeera crew was in
Fallujah during the first week
of April 2004, when the
Marines began their assault on
the city of 285,000 people.

"They filmed scenes of
dead babies from the hospital,
presumably killed by coalition
air strikes," the assessment
said. "Comparisons were made
to the Palestinian intifada.
Children were shown
bespattered with blood;
mothers were shown screaming
and mourning day after day."

By contrast, the
assessment stated that later in
2004, when U.S.-led forces
successfully retook Fallujah,
they brought with them 91
embedded reporters
representing 60 press outlets,
including Arabic ones.

"False allegations of
non-combatant casualties were
made by Arab media in both
campaigns, but in the second
case embedded Western
reporters offered a rebuttal,"
the authors said.

Los Angeles Times
January 1, 2008
Pg. 1
9. Iraq Deaths Surged
And Also Fell In 2007
For civilians and U.S. troops,
the year was the deadliest of
the war. But the figures last
month continued a steep
decline.
By Tina Susman, Los Angeles
Times Staff Writer

BAGHDAD — December
emerged as possibly the safest
month for U.S. forces in Iraq
since the 2003 invasion and the
least deadly for Iraqi civilians
in the last 12 months, but
overall 2007 was the bloodiest
year of the war, according to
figures released Monday.

The Iraqi Ministry of
Health said 481 civilians died
nationwide last month in
war-related violence such as
bombings, mortar attacks and
sectarian slayings. It said
16,232 civilians died last year.
The 2006 death toll was
12,320.

"I remember 2007 was the
explosions year," said Abd
Hadi Hussein, a Shiite Muslim
resident of Baghdad's Sadr City
neighborhood. He recalled
carrying a woman who had
been injured in a bombing to a
hospital in August. "She was
completely burned, and people
could not recognize whether
she was a man or a woman.
She kept asking about her little
girl. But then the woman died.
This memory I can't remove
from my mind.

"But this year, 2008, I am
very optimistic," he said, citing
the recent celebrations for the
Muslim holiday of Eid al-Adha
and the crowded Christmas
Masses held in Baghdad.

On the military front, 21
U.S. personnel died in Iraq
during December, according to
Department of Defense figures

page 10



released by the independent
website icasualties.org, making
the average daily death tally
last month the lowest since the
start of the war. It was possible
the military could report
additional deaths for the month
in coming days, but the
casualty number was striking
when compared with the
December 2006 total of 112.

During 2007, at least 899
American troops deployed to
the Iraq theater died, according
to the website, the highest
annual toll since the
American-led invasion in
March 2003.

After considerably higher
monthly death tolls earlier in
2007, the number of fatalities
among Iraqi civilians and U.S.
troops has been decreasing
since the American military
completed a troop buildup in
June. But few were celebrating
the recent downturn in violence
as proof of irreversible
progress.

If anything, U.S. military
and political officials are
warning that recent months'
security gains have opened the
door to new challenges, some
of which could spawn fresh
violence as Iraqis jostle to
reclaim their lives. These
issues include satisfying about
70,000 young men, most of
them members of Iraq's Sunni
Arab minority, who have
volunteered as security forces
and who expect employment
from the Shiite-dominated
government. Iraqi officials also
must find a way to
accommodate refugees who
return to the country and need
housing, essential services and
jobs.

In addition, there remains
the problem of the Iraqi
government's failure to pass
major legislation considered
essential to fostering trust
between religious and ethnic
groups. This includes bills to
manage Iraq's oil wealth,
expand job opportunities for
former members of Saddam
Hussein's Baath Party and
decide the powers of provincial
governments.

"We have a window. I

don't know how long that
window is," said the U.S.
military's No. 2 commander in
Iraq, Army Lt. Gen. Raymond
T. Odierno, during a recent
meeting with foreign
journalists.

Odierno described "signs
of a return to normalcy" that he
had seen recently in Baghdad:
trucks delivering big-ticket
retail items such as heaters and
washing machines to shops,
children playing soccer on
public fields.

"The key piece now is, can
we sustain this and can it be
sustained so the government
can move forward?" he said.

Nobody seems certain,
least of all Iraqis, who have
endured a year that began with
the monthly civilian death
count topping 2,000
nationwide last January. They
remain edgy -- for good reason,
as underscored by fresh
violence Monday.

A suicide bomber drove
into a checkpoint of the
security volunteers, called
concerned local citizens by the
U.S. military, about 20 miles
north of Baghdad. Police said
12 people were killed: five
children attending a school
near the checkpoint and seven
security volunteers. The U.S.
military said two people died.
There was no explanation for
the different casualty counts.

In Iskandariya, 25 miles
south of Baghdad, a suicide
bomber killed two civilians
when he attacked a volunteer
checkpoint, police said. An
Iraqi army official also said
U.S. and Iraqi forces fought
insurgents linked to the group
Al Qaeda in Iraq northeast of
Baghdad, in Diyala province,
in battles Monday that killed
four Iraqi soldiers.

But the violence, though it
persisted, was far less than at
this time last year.

"We're afraid of only one
thing: that it won't stay this
way," said Haki Ismael
Ibrahim, a Sunni taxi driver
who a few months ago would
not venture into many Shiite
areas of Baghdad. Now, he
goes throughout the city.

Ibrahim attributed the
improved security to better
patrols by U.S. and Iraqi
security forces, diminished
activities of Shiite militias, and
the emergence of the volunteer
groups. But like U.S. officials,
Ibrahim said the Iraqi
government needed to move
quickly to give the volunteers
what they want: jobs in the
Iraqi security forces or other
government institutions.

Hussein, the Shiite from
Sadr City, expressed concern
about the volunteer groups, but
for a different reason: because
they are Sunnis and, in many
cases, former insurgents. His
viewpoint underscored the
distrust lingering across much
of Iraqi society.

"They are very dangerous
and sectarian," Hussein said.
"Before, they were hiding.
Now they are killing people."

It's a worry that some
American soldiers share.

"I'm concerned," said 1st
Sgt. Richard Meiers of the
Army's 3rd Infantry Division,
speaking from a base in
Iskandariya. "We're paying
them not to blow us up. It
looks good right now, but what
happens when the money
stops?"

Iraq's government initially
resisted embracing the
volunteers, fearing the onetime
insurgents might return to
violence after the eventual
departure of the U.S. forces
that keep them in check and
pay them a daily $10 stipend.

U.S. officials say Prime
Minister Nouri Maliki has
committed $155 million to
job-creation programs for the
concerned local citizens
groups, matching a U.S.
financial commitment, but
there is no deadline for them to
be given permanent
employment.

"That transition needs to
take place in the course of
2008," U.S. Ambassador Ryan
Crocker said last week in a
meeting with reporters.

Crocker and Army Gen.
David H. Petraeus, the
commander of U.S. troops in
Iraq, cited the return of

refugees and national
reconciliation as two other
major issues looming in the
new year.

While saying it was good
to see Iraqis coming back into
the country, Crocker and
Petraeus said the Iraqi
government needed to establish
a system for settling disputes
that arise when returnees find
squatters or illegal renters in
their homes.

"I think this is just going
to remain a very, very tough
issue for some time," Petraeus
said. "It's one that Iraqis, as the
security situation continues to
improve, are going to have to
come to grips with more and
more."

Times staff writers Kimi
Yoshino in Iskandariya and
Saif Rasheed in Baghdad and
special correspondents in
Hillah, Baghdad and Baqubah
contributed to this report.

New York Times
January 2, 2008
10. U.S. Isn’t Ready To
Accept Pakistan’s Initial
Findings
By Eric Schmitt

WASHINGTON —
United States intelligence
analysts are not convinced by
the evidence offered so far by
Pakistani authorities that a
militant linked to Al Qaeda
was responsible for Benazir
Bhutto’s assassination,
American officials said
Tuesday.

Pakistani authorities,
working from a single
intelligence intercept collected
the day after Ms. Bhutto’s
death, have identified a
militant leader, Baitullah
Mehsud, as the chief suspect
behind the attack.

“As far as I know, the
Pakistanis are saying this is it,
this is the proof,” said a senior
State Department official, who,
like other officials contacted
for this article, spoke on
condition of anonymity
because of the continuing
investigation. “Before our guys
say yes or no, they need a hell
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of a lot more than one thing,
even if it is a substantial piece
of evidence.”

As American officials
disclosed Tuesday that the
Bush administration had
differed with Ms. Bhutto’s
representatives over how best
to improve security for her,
questions surrounding her
assassination mounted, adding
to the pressure for outside
involvement in the inquiry.

A Pentagon official said
that American analysts were
examining several other
potential enemies of Ms.
Bhutto, including elements of
Pakistani Taliban groups and
other Islamic extremists.
“There are so many people
who’d want to kill her, it’s
difficult to ascribe any one
agency,” the official said.

American officials said
that the United States did not
have access to all the
information available to
Pakistani authorities, and that
in the end, Mr. Mehsud might
well be held responsible for the
attack on Ms. Bhutto. Based in
the South Waziristan tribal
areas near the Afghan border,
Mr. Mehsud has been accused
by Pakistani officials of being
behind most of the suicide
attacks on government,
military and intelligence
targets in recent months.

With skepticism growing
inside and outside Pakistan
about the competence and
objectivity of the investigation
into Ms. Bhutto’s
assassination, President Pervez
Musharraf is expected as early
as Wednesday to ask Scotland
Yard to send technicians to
help with the inquiry, an
American official said.

Senior Bush
administration officials and
American lawmakers from
both parties have privately
been urging Mr. Musharraf to
allow international
involvement in the inquiry to
give it credibility with Ms.
Bhutto’s family and supporters,
and to help tamp down civil
unrest.

While a team of forensic
experts from the Federal

Bureau of Investigation has
been standing by to fly to
Pakistan, an American official
said Tuesday that sending
British specialists from
Scotland Yard would be less
likely to inflame tensions in
Pakistan.

Outside experts joining the
inquiry are unlikely to assuage
Ms. Bhutto’s most fervent
supporters, including her
widower, Asif Ali Zardari, and
her 19-year-old son, Bilawal
Bhutto Zardari, who has been
chosen as chairman of the
Pakistan Peoples Party.

The elder Mr. Zardari has
called for an inquiry modeled
on one by the United Nations
after the 2005 assassination of
Rafik Hariri, a former
Lebanese premier. Pakistan’s
ambassador to the United
States, Mahmud Ali Durrani,
seemed to rule out that
possibility, saying in a
telephone interview on
Monday that such an
international investigation
posed “a lot of complications.”

The elder Mr. Zardari has
also complained that the Bush
administration failed to press
Mr. Musharraf’s government
hard enough to provide
adequate security for his wife
during her campaign.

On Tuesday, however,
American officials fired back,
saying they had provided a
constant flow of threat reports
to Ms. Bhutto and her political
advisers, even before she
returned to Pakistan on Oct. 18
after a self-imposed exile.

American intelligence
officials said they never
received a credible threat of an
attack with a specific date, time
or place. Short of that, they
said, Ms. Bhutto, a strongly
opinionated, two-time prime
minister, decided she would
mount an aggressive political
campaign.

“U.S. officials repeatedly
met with and spoke with
former Prime Minister Bhutto
and members of her party —
including Zardari — to discuss
her security concerns,” the
State Department official said.
“It was general advice, not

what route to take or which
rally to attend.”

The official said that each
time Ms. Bhutto or her advisers
requested the administration’s
help in getting increased
security for her from the
Musharraf government,
administration or embassy
officials pressed her case with
Pakistani authorities. On the
day she was killed, Ms. Bhutto
was riding in an armored car
after a political rally in
Rawalpindi.

The State Department
official said diplomats at the
United States Embassy in
Islamabad, including
Ambassador Anne W.
Patterson, were in daily contact
with officials from Ms.
Bhutto’s party. The Americans
passed along information and
specific advice on private
security contractors to hire,
counsel that Ms. Bhutto and
her aides apparently spurned,
the official said.

Diplomats and security
experts at the American
Embassy, for example,
discouraged Ms. Bhutto from
hiring American or British
private security firms, fearing
that a Western guard detail
would draw too much attention
to her and become a target.

Security officers at the
embassy instead recommended
the names of half a dozen
Pakistani security companies
that the United States and other
Western countries had used to
protect their personnel, the
State Department official said.
“The local companies
employed guards who spoke
the language and knew the
landscape,” the official said.

But Ms. Bhutto and her
husband rejected that
suggestion, the official said,
apparently fearing that even the
reputable Pakistani firms might
be infiltrated by extremists.

“Was she aware of the
threat? Of course, she was
aware,” said the Pentagon
official. “But I don’t know how
foolproof you can make any
security when people are
willing to kill themselves.”

New York Times
January 2, 2008
11. Pakistan Vote
Delayed To February
By Jane Perlez

LAHORE, Pakistan —
Parliamentary elections
scheduled for Jan. 8 have been
postponed by the government
until February, the secretary of
the Election Commission said
Tuesday.

The election date is
expected to be announced
formally on Wednesday, and
President Pervez Musharraf is
scheduled to address to the
nation that evening.

The timing of the elections
and how the news of the delay
is received could be critical to
Pakistan’s stability. The two
main opposition parties have
threatened continuous protests
against the government over
the delay.

Members of Mr.
Musharraf’s faction of the
Pakistan Muslim League
acknowledged in the last
several days that the elections
could not be delayed for more
than six weeks without risking
fresh outbreaks of violence.
“Six weeks is just about the
outer limit before the
frustration really hurts
Musharraf,” said a member of
the president’s faction.

The Election Commission
secretary, Kunwar Muhammad
Dilshad, said it would not be
possible to hold the elections
next Tuesday because the
printing of ballot papers had
stopped after the assassination
of Benazir Bhutto, the
opposition leader, and rioters
had damaged election offices
in Sindh Province.

“In 11 districts of the
Sindh Province, offices of
assistant election
commissioners have been burnt
to the ground,” he said.
“Nothing is left.”

Mr. Dilshad defended the
delay, saying it was the first
time in Pakistan’s history that
an election had been postponed
after the date had been
announced.
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But opposition party
members and Western
diplomats said the decision to
push the election into February
was largely intended to deprive
the two main opposition parties
of a huge sympathy vote after
Ms. Bhutto’s death on
Thursday.

Her party, the Pakistan
Peoples Party, is now led by
her son Bilawal Bhutto
Zardari, 19, and her husband,
Asif Ali Zardari. That party
and the other, somewhat
smaller, main opposition party,
the faction of the Pakistan
Muslim League led by Nawaz
Sharif, said they were ready to
participate in the vote on Jan.
8.

President Musharraf’s
party wanted to try to recoup
some of its plummeting
popularity and to let the
sympathy toward the
opposition parties wear off, the
opposition party officials said.

What form opposition
protests of the delay would
take was on the agenda of a
central executive committee
meeting on Wednesday of the
Pakistan Peoples Party, said
Raza Rabbani, a member of the
panel.

“This question of agitation
and what line of action” will be
discussed, Mr. Rabbani said.
“We do not want to move in
isolation. We would talk to
other opposition parties on a
course of action.”

A February voting date
would probably be acceptable
to the Bush administration,
even though the Americans
have been pushing for elections
on schedule, the member of
Mr. Musharraf’s party faction
said.

The February date for the
election was also influenced by
a desire not to hold the
elections during Muharram, the
annual festival for Shiite
Muslims that begins Jan. 10.

The festival is often an
occasion for sectarian violence
in Pakistan, and party officials
of both the government and the
opposition agreed that
Muharram was not a suitable
time for elections. The

elections could have been held
on Jan. 22 or 23 after the most
important part of the festival
was over, but the government
chose a later date, officials
said.

Furor continues over the
Musharraf government’s
assertion that Ms. Bhutto died
not from gunfire or shrapnel
from a suicide bomber’s
explosion on Thursday, but
from striking her head as she
tried to duck during the attack.
Many of her supporters blame
the government for her death,
some accusing it of poor
security and others of outright
complicity.

On Tuesday, an aide to
Ms. Bhutto, Senator Latif
Khosa, said Ms. Bhutto had
been planning to give two
visiting American lawmakers a
160-page report accusing the
Musharraf government of
taking steps to rig the Jan. 8
vote, according to The
Associated Press. The meeting,
with Senator Arlen Specter of
Pennsylvania and
Representative Patrick J.
Kennedy of Rhode Island, was
scheduled for a few hours after
she was killed.

Anger over Ms. Bhutto’s
death has added to growing
disenchantment with the
government over other issues,
including increased terrorism
attacks.

With its decision to
postpone the elections, the
government risks increased
polarization, said a Western
diplomat, who added that
people would see the delay for
what it really was.

The problems of burned
electoral offices in Sindh were
easy to remedy in a nation with
more than 100 electoral
offices, the diplomat said.

At the same time that the
government delayed the
election, it extended the
detention of Aitzaz Ahsan, the
leader of the opposition
lawyers’ movement.

Mr. Ahsan was arrested on
Nov. 3, the first night of the
emergency rule, which Mr.
Musharraf lifted in
mid-December. Mr. Ahsan was

presented with new detention
papers ordering him to remain
under house arrest for another
month, his son, Ali Ahsan, said
Tuesday.

Eric Schmitt contributed
reporting from Washington.
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12. Afghan War Took
Bad Turns In 2007
The year saw record highs in
U.S. deaths and suicide
attacks. But the Pentagon also
sees positive signs.
By Jason Straziuso, Associated
Press

KABUL, Afghanistan -
U.S. military deaths, suicide
bombings and opium
production hit record highs in
2007 in Afghanistan. Taliban
fighters killed more than 925
Afghan police, and large
swaths of the country remain
outside government control.

But U.S. officials here
insist things are looking up:
The Afghan army is assuming
a larger combat role, and
militants appear unlikely to
mount a major spring
offensive, as had been feared a
year ago. Training for Afghan
police is increasing.

Still, six years after the
2001 U.S.-led invasion,
violence persists in much of
southern Afghanistan, where
the government has little
presence, and recent extremist
attacks in Pakistan highlight a
long-term regional problem
with al-Qaeda and the Taliban.

Civilian deaths caused by
U.S. and NATO forces in the
first half of the year rattled the
government, and more foreign
fighters flowed into the
country.

Taliban fighters avoided
head-on battles with U.S.,
NATO and Afghan army
forces in 2007, resorting
instead to ambushes and
suicide bombings, but militants
attacked the weakest of Afghan
forces to devastating effect.

More than 925 Afghan
policemen died in Taliban
ambushes in 2007, including
16 Saturday during an assault

on a Helmand province
checkpoint.

"The Taliban attack whom
they perceive to be the most
vulnerable, and in this case it's
the police," said Lt. Col. Dave
Johnson, a spokesman for the
U.S. troops who train Afghan
police and soldiers. "They don't
travel in large formations like
the army does. That puts them
in an area of vulnerability."

Afghanistan in 2007 saw
record violence that killed
more than 6,500 people,
including 110 U.S. troops - the
highest level ever in
Afghanistan - and almost 4,500
militants, according to an
Associated Press count. Britain
lost 41 troops, while Canada
lost 30. Other nations lost 40.

The AP count is based on
figures from Western and
Afghan officials and is not
definitive. Afghan officials are
known to exaggerate Taliban
deaths, for instance, and
NATO's International Security
Assistance Force does not
release numbers of militants it
killed, meaning AP's estimate
of 4,478 militant deaths could
be low.

Seth Jones, an analyst with
the RAND Corp. who follows
Afghanistan, said the country's
ability to improve governance
was vital to defeating the
insurgency.

"The thing that concerns
me most," he said, "is the
general perception in
Afghanistan that the
government is not capable of
meeting the basic demands of
its population, that it's involved
in corruption, ... that it's unable
to deliver services in key rural
areas, that it's not able to
protect its population,
especially the police."

The Taliban in 2007
abandoned the strategy of
large-force attacks after
devastating losses in 2006 and
has shown no signs of mass
regrouping, but Zabiullah
Mujahid, a Taliban spokesman,
promised an increase in suicide
attacks, ambushes and roadside
bombs against U.S. and NATO
forces in 2008.

"We will gain more
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sympathies of the Afghan
people," he said, "because the
people are upset with this
government because this
government has failed."

Taliban suicide bombers
set off a record number of
attacks in 2007 - more than
140.

Boston Globe
January 1, 2008
13. National Guard To
Train Afghan Soldiers

PORTLAND, Maine -- An
elite Maine National Guard
unit is going to Afghanistan to
live and fight alongside Afghan
national soldiers as the unit
teaches them techniques to use
against the Taliban, insurgents,
and criminal gangs. Members
of the Embedded Training
Team are scheduled to ship out
this month to Kansas for more
training, and then go to
Afghanistan. (AP)
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14. Mental Toll Of War
Hitting Female
Servicemembers
On front lines, women face
trauma like never before
By Andrea Stone, USA Today

MENLO PARK, Calif. —
Master Sgt. Cindy Rathbun
knew something was wrong
three weeks after she arrived in
Iraq in September 2006. Her
blond hair began "coming out
in clumps," she says.

The Air Force personnel
specialist, in the military for 25
years, had volunteered for her
first combat zone job at
Baghdad's Camp Victory. She
lived behind barbed wire and
blast walls, but the war was
never far.

"There were firefights all
the time," Rathbun says slowly,
her voice flat. "There were car
bombs. Boom! You see the
smoke. The ground would
shake."

As the mother of three
grown children prepared to fly
home last February, she took a

medic aside. Holding a
zip-lock bag of hair, she asked
whether this was normal. "He
said it sometimes happens,"
she says. "It's the body's way of
displaying stress when we can't
express it emotionally."

Numb, angry, verging on
paranoia, Rathbun checked
herself into a residential
treatment center for female
servicemembers suffering the
mental wounds of war. Last
month, she and seven others
became the first
all-Iraq-war-veteran class of
the Women's Trauma Recovery
Program here. The oldest of 12
residential centers run by the
Department of Veterans
Affairs, it is part of a rapidly
growing network of 60- to
90-day programs for female
warriors who, until the Iraq
insurgency, had mostly been
shielded from the horrors of
war.

Many who seek help are
haunted by another demon that
can exacerbate their battlefield
stress: military sexual trauma,
or MST. For Rathbun, 43, of
Yuba City, Calif., the war
brought back to the surface a
long-buried secret: She says
she was raped by a military
superior when she was a young
airman.

Shell shock. Battle fatigue.
Post-traumatic stress disorder
(PTSD). The military's mental
toll of war has historically hit
men. But more women are
joining these ranks.

More than 182,000 women
have served in Iraq,
Afghanistan and the
surrounding region — about
11% of U.S. troops deployed,
the Pentagon says.

That dwarfs the 7,500 who
served mostly as nurses in the
Vietnam War and the nearly
41,000 women deployed
during the brief Persian Gulf
War.

Although some of those
women suffered PTSD, few
saw actual fighting or were
subjected to the stress of
multiple deployments.

In Iraq, "there are no lines,
so anybody that deploys is in a
war zone," Rathbun says.

"Females are combat veterans
as well as guys."

Darrah Westrup has
treated hundreds of women
since she founded the Menlo
Park program in 1992. Only
during the past year, though,
have large numbers with
war-zone trauma sought help.
Many learned only recently
that there are specialized VA
mental-health programs for
women.

Those who come, Westrup
says, often have seen the most
gruesome aspects of war.
"Women are talking about
dismembered bodies, seeing
their buddies blown up in front
of them," she says. "They are
trying to reconcile, 'I have
killed people.' "

The 'equal opportunity
war'

Women are barred from
ground jobs in infantry, armor
and artillery units and are
technically confined to support
roles. But those jobs include
some of the most dangerous:
driving supply convoys,
guarding checkpoints and
searching women as part of
neighborhood patrols.

Iraq is "an equal
opportunity war" in which
attacks come not only from
enemy fighters, but also from
roadside bombs and mortars,
says Patricia Resick, director
of the Women's Health
Sciences Division of the VA's
National Center for PTSD in
Boston.

More than 100 female
servicemembers have died and
nearly 570 have been wounded
in Iraq and Afghanistan, the
Pentagon says. More than
4,200 men have died and
nearly 30,000 have been
wounded.

The ranks of
psychologically wounded from
this war are far larger. In 2006,
nearly 3,800 women diagnosed
with PTSD were treated by the
VA. They accounted for 14%
of a total 27,000 recent
veterans treated for PTSD last
year.

In June, the Defense
Department's Mental Health
Task Force reported that the

number of women suffering
from trauma might be higher
than reported. It cited "a
potential barrier" for women
needing mental-health
treatment as "their need to
show the emotional strength
expected of military members."

The report also said that
after leaving the military,
"many women no longer see
themselves as veterans" and
might not associate
psychological symptoms with
their time in the war zone.

Yet Rachel Kimerling, a
psychologist here, sees the
signs: "Driving is so
treacherous with the (roadside
bombs) in Iraq, they come back
and report seeing a paper cup
in the mall parking lot and
swerving around as if it were
life or death."

Many women become
overly protective. Even the
innocent pop of a biscuit tube
on a kitchen counter can speed
the heart, Rathbun says. When
young soldiers left Camp
Victory and didn't return, she
thought of her 21-year-old son.
"Women are protective,
nurturing. I couldn't do either,"
she says. "I couldn't prevent
them from dying."

For some, combat trauma
is complicated and intensified
by rape or other sexual abuse,
often by comrades they've
trained and fought beside. The
VA says 20% of women
seeking its care since 2002
showed symptoms of military
sexual trauma, compared with
1.1% of male veterans.

Like Rathbun, many say
they were preyed upon by men
higher in the chain of
command, crimes military
women call "rape by rank."
Rathbun says some women in
Iraq risked dehydration by
refusing to drink liquids late in
the day for fear of being raped
while walking to latrines after
dark.

Recent allegations that
civilian female employees of
contractor KBR were raped in
Iraq have renewed attention on
war-zone sexual assaults. VA
research on Gulf War veterans
found higher rates of sexual
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assault and harassment than in
the peacetime military.

The Defense Department's
2-year-old Sexual Assault
Prevention and Response
Office says there were 201
sexual assaults in 2006 within
the U.S. Central Command,
which includes Iraq and
Afghanistan. That's up from
167 in 2005, when the
Pentagon began a policy that
allows victims to get medical
help without launching a
criminal investigation.

Kay Whitley, who heads
the office, says "restricted
reporting" is expected to boost
the numbers of cases as more
women grow bolder in
stepping forward. There is no
way to know whether
sexual-assault rates are higher
in combat areas because
"women back-burner assaults,"
she says. "There may be more
(assaults) over there, and they
may be waiting to report it
until they get home."

USA TODAY does not
identify victims of alleged
sexual assault except in cases
in which the victim makes the
allegation public.

For military women, abuse
by fellow soldiers is "an
unnecessary betrayal," Westrup
says, noting women often are
more scarred by sexual
violence than combat. "Most
go over understanding the
nature of war."

PTSD and MST "will
exacerbate the other,"
Kimerling says. "It erodes the
social support you have to cope
with the ongoing stress of
serving in a war zone."

Natara Garavoy, another
psychologist here, says there
can be added stress for those
who are the only woman in a
unit. "They don't want to stand
out," she says, adding that
some try to appear unattractive
to ward off male soldiers who
might not see another
American woman for months.

Whatever their trauma,
military women often hesitate
to report problems. That's
partly because of the military's
ingrained emphasis on unit
cohesion and the unspoken

taboo against telling on a
fellow soldier. It also stems
from the fear of reinforcing
stereotypes that theirs is the
weaker sex.

"Women do have to prove
themselves more," says VA
spokeswoman Kerri Childress,
a Vietnam-era Navy veteran.
"They have to work really,
really hard to look tough."

All that pressure must go
somewhere, Resick says. Men
with PTSD often are angry and
act out aggressively. Women
often turn inward and become
depressed, she says. Both men
and women "try not to deal
with it" and often take years to
seek counseling, Resick says.

Even so, men started
applying to the 41-bed program
for males here soon after the
war began. Applications for its
10-bed women's program
picked up recently, Westrup
says.

Seventeen percent of
female veterans use VA health
services, compared with 11%
of men. "We may be seeing the
tip of the iceberg," Kimerling
says, adding that more women
are likely to seek help as they
return home with unresolved
trauma.

Facing the need to get
help

Lauren Bess was a model
sailor who rose fast to master
helmsman. Driving a Navy
fast-combat-support ship in
round-the-clock replenishment
operations in the Persian Gulf
before and during the Iraq war,
she was "constantly stressed"
by frequent "general quarters"
calls to battle and going days
without sleep, she says.

As her ship sailed home to
Bremerton, Wash., in August
2003, she says, she began
getting in trouble for shirking
her duties. She constantly felt
anxious.

"I was breaking down,"
she says.

Bess, now 26, began
drinking and stayed away from
friends. Her downward spiral
cratered the night she
overdosed on prescription
drugs and woke up in a
hospital.

Feeling "like I was failing
life," Bess was put on limited
duty and sent to a base in
Florida for treatment. During a
hurricane, she says, she was
raped by a fellow sailor in a
deserted barracks.

She says she feared her
career would be ruined if she
reported the attack, so she said
nothing and never filed a
criminal complaint.

In April 2005, she was
given an administrative
discharge under honorable
conditions.

"In the military, they train
you that your brother is there
always for you," says Bess, her
head down, her hands shaking.
"The person who hurt me was
someone who was there for
me."

Bess moved home to Lodi,
Calif., and tried to work
through her problems, but it
was "rough, really hard." She
finally entered the 90-day
residential program here.

"Coming here was the first
hope for me to get back to a
new life," she says. Bess hopes
that by speaking out, she'll
encourage other women to get
help.

Tucked in a corner of a
VA campus here, the
red-tile-roofed center is
reached through a vine-covered
walkway. Patients sleep two to
a room in hospital beds
brightened by stuffed animals
and patchwork quilts donated
by volunteers.

In a day room down the
hall hang other quilts left by
women who've passed through
the program. One is appliquéd
with military service patches.
A Native American dream
catcher is stitched to a quilt
hanging next to it, a memento
to snare the nightmares of war.
In another corner hangs a pink
quilt that reads, "Powder Puff
Girls — Go Girls Go."

"They make me feel that
I'm not alone," Rathbun says.

Starting with a
military-style wake-up at 6
a.m., the women spend most of
their time in group therapy.
They learn communication
skills, stress management and

ways to short-circuit
self-defeating behavior.

The most grueling
moments come during
"exposure therapy," when the
women recount the details of
their trauma. The idea: to face
fears head-on so they can
become desensitized to the
pain.

Easier was a trust-building
exercise Rathbun and Bess
performed. Melissa Puckett, a
recreational therapist, asked the
women to stand on a wooden
board and, while grasping
attached ropes, move across a
room to pick up objects on the
floor.

The two blushed as they
fumbled to reach and grab a
toy rubber crab. The exercise
forced them to work as a team,
or else fall off the board.

"You have to trust," Bess
says after finishing.

"How long since you
trusted somebody?" Puckett
asks.

"Ages," Bess replies.
After more than two

decades, Rathbun says she's
finally coming to terms with
the rape that she never
officially reported.

Last month, she told her
husband, Larry, the Air Force
veteran she married two years
ago.

Nearly a year after being
"sucked out of a vortex" in
Iraq, Rathbun is on the mend.
She knows there are thousands
of other women who need help.

"We went over there and
did a job, but it affects you,"
she says. "There's going to be a
flood when we drawdown in
Iraq."

Seattle Post-Intelligencer
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15. Soldiers At War Can
Escape Blast Shrapnel,
Yet Suffer Brain
Injuries
2 conditions diagnosed;
symptoms often overlap
By Carol Smith, P-I Reporter

The overlap between
classic symptoms of
post-traumatic stress disorder
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and those of mild traumatic
brain injury is substantial.
Even those who appear to have
no external damage from
explosions can suffer lasting
brain injury that causes
behavioral and other
symptoms.

To make a definitive
diagnosis, doctors use both
brain scans and
neuropsychological testing.
Often the two conditions
coexist.

Anger outbursts, in
particular, can be a sign of
concussion, or PTSD, said Dr.
Evan Kanter, a psychiatrist
who works at the University of
Washington and the VA Puget
Sound.

The amygdala, an
almond-shaped mass of
neurons buried in the temporal
lobe of the brain, is sometimes
called the "emotional" or
dinosaur brain, and thought to
be one of the critical areas that
govern strong survival
instincts.

"It's responsible for
powerful emotions -- anger and
fear," Kanter said. This is
where the "fight or flight"
instinct comes from.

"In PTSD, the amygdala is
hyperactive," said Kanter, who
works with vets who have
PTSD.

The other part of the brain
involved in modulating
emotions is the frontal lobe. It
allows for our executive
functions -- planning,
guidance, thought, deciding
you're going to do something,
or not.

With PTSD, it's like the
frontal lobe goes off line and
the amygdala is in control,
Kanter said.

With traumatic brain
injury, the actual nerve
connections in the frontal lobe
and amygdala seem to be
disconnected.

"Practically, what you see
in both cases is terrible anger
problems," he said.

The mechanism of damage
is complex and largely
unknown, but appears to be
related to the nature of
explosions.

The leading edge of a
bomb explosion in Iraq, the
"blast wall," travels at
supersonic speeds, generating a
blast wind, then a massive
sucking vacuum in its wake.
Helmets can protect the brain
from flying fragments and
debris, but not the rapid
compression and
decompression of shock waves.
The pressure fronts slam
through the brain's 3 pounds of
fragile white and gray matter,
shearing delicate neural
connections, disrupting cellular
function, and, some believe,
littering the brain with
microscopic cavities like ghost
shrapnel.

No one knows yet what
cumulative exposure to
multiple blasts might do to the
brain.

So far, polytrauma centers
that see veterans with multiple
injuries from the war are
diagnosing at least 20 percent
with some kind of brain injury,
said Jay Uomoto,
neuropsychologist and director
of the Center for Polytrauma at
the VA Puget Sound. And that
number is likely to grow.

PTSD and veterans
Treatment can shorten the

duration of symptoms. About
40 percent of people with
PTSD recover within the first
year. However, one-third to
one-half of people with
symptoms do not fully recover
even after many years.

Prevalence of PTSD
Vietnam veterans: 9

percent to 15 percent
Gulf War veterans: 2

percent to 10 percent
Afghanistan active duty:

6.2 percent
Iraq active duty: 12.6

percent
U.S. general population:

males -- 5 percent; females
--10.4 percent

Source: VA Puget Sound
What to look for
Some symptoms of TBI:

headaches, dizziness, memory
problems, ringing in ears,
irritability, sleep disturbances,
trouble concentrating, slowed
thinking, fatigue, sensitivity to
light or noise, anger problems.

Some symptoms of PTSD:
memory problems, loss of
appetite, trouble concentrating,
slowed thinking, fatigue,
re-experiencing trauma,
disturbed sleep, startle reflex,
anger outbursts.

On the web
For more information on

traumatic brain injury: Defense
and Veterans Brain Injury
Center, dvbic.org.

For more information on
PTSD: ncptsd.va.gov.

Baltimore Sun
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16. Mirror Therapy
Shown To Ease Pain
Mirror therapy eases ache of
missing limb
By David Kohn, Sun reporter

On the morning of July 2,
2006, Sgt. Nick Paupore was
driving the lead Humvee in a
convoy near Kirkuk, in
northern Iraq, when a roadside
bomb blew off his right leg
above the knee.

Within 48 hours, he was at
Walter Reed Army Medical
Center in Washington, where
he has spent the past 18 months
recovering. Soon after arriving,
Paupore began to feel
excruciating pain - in his
missing leg.

"It felt like someone was
shocking me, like someone
was putting an electrode on the
back of my ankle," says
Paupore, 32.

He tried several
painkillers, including
methadone, but the pain didn't
let up. Then a Navy
neurologist, Dr. Jack W. Tsao,
asked him to try a new
approach that requires patients
to move the intact limb while
watching the action in a mirror.

Not surprisingly, Paupore
was skeptical, and said no
thanks.

He's not skeptical now.
Tsao eventually persuaded

Paupore to try the therapy.
After several weeks the shocks
had almost disappeared.

"As soon as I started the
treatment, I noticed a
remarkable change," says
Paupore, who has stopped

taking painkillers. "I could see
really big improvement, really
fast."

No one quite understands
how the therapy works, other
than a suspicion that it reduces
painful nerve impulses,
probably in the brain.

Whatever it does, the
treatment could revolutionize
how doctors deal with phantom
limb pain, as the problem is
called. There are 2 million
amputees in the United States,
a number that has increased
markedly in recent years with
the rise in diabetes. More than
700 U.S. soldiers have lost
limbs after being wounded in
Iraq and Afghanistan.

Although there are no hard
numbers, experts believe
phantom limb pain afflicts
from 10 percent to 50 percent
of amputees. The ailment is
often impervious to treatment.
Many patients end up on drugs
such as Oxycontin or Percocet;
as powerful as the medicines
are, they seldom work.

A few weeks ago, Tsao,
41, published his results in The
New England Journal of
Medicine. The study examined
18 veterans, all leg amputees
suffering from phantom limb
pain.

The soldiers were divided
into three groups of six: One
group received mirror
treatment; another underwent
treatment using a covered
mirror, while the third didn't
use a mirror, but visualized
moving the amputated limb.

Those who used an
uncovered mirror had
significant pain relief. Few in
the other groups got relief, and
some actually got worse. When
the covered-mirror and
visualization patients tried the
mirror, almost all improved.

"This is a beautifully
designed study that shows,
without a doubt, that patients
are helped by the mirror," says
Vilayanur Ramachandran, a
neuroscientist at the University
of California at San Diego,
who invented mirror treatment
11 years ago.

Tsao's study is the first to
test the mirror approach in
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such a rigorous way - a key
step for establishing scientific
proof.

"It amazes me that nobody
ever did follow-up studies" on
Ramachandran's work, says
Tsao, an associate professor of
neurology at the Uniformed
Services University of the
Health Sciences, the military's
medical school in Bethesda. A
key reason was the scarcity of
amputees in any one place. But
with a steady stream of injured
veterans from the wars in Iraq
and Afghanistan, Walter Reed
had enough for a study, Tsao
said.

Ramachandran says Tsao's
research could increase the
popularity of the treatment,
which is not widely used.

"People are suffering
needlessly because they're not
getting this treatment," says
Ramachandran. "Given how
easy and inexpensive this is,
it's worth trying."

Since the study appeared,
Tsao has heard from doctors
and therapists around the
country interested in trying
mirrors with their patients.

The technique is
remarkably simple. The patient
sits on a flat surface with his
legs straight out. He puts a
rectangular, 6-foot-long mirror
lengthwise between his legs,
with the reflective side facing
the intact limb.

He then moves his good
leg and watches the movement
in the mirror. The reflection
creates the illusion of two
whole limbs moving in unison.
As this is happening, the
patient imagines moving the
amputated leg in the same way
as the uninjured one.

Patients go through this
process for 15 minutes a day
for a month, using a range of
leg movements.

Sitting on an exercise
bench in Walter Reed's
rehabilitation center, Paupore
says mirror therapy saved him.

"The pain wasn't
something I could learn to live
with," he says.

A gentle man with a crew
cut, Paupore joined the Army
in 2004 out of a sense of

patriotism. Before enlisting, he
worked in a wine and beer
warehouse in Traverse City,
Mich.; he hopes to find work
as a civil servant for the federal
government.

The mechanisms behind
phantom limb pain remain
mysterious. The problem could
stem from a kind of cortical
confusion. The brain has
specific regions devoted to
receiving sensory input from
the body. In an uninjured
person, this information -
temperature, position in space,
hardness and so on - flows
steadily from nerve endings to
cortex.

In amputees, the brain no
longer receives information
from the lost limb. But the
receiving station still works,
and without incoming data, it
can go haywire.

"We think the brain cells
may be firing off randomly,"
says Tsao. The result: The
amputee feels burning,
throbbing, spasms or any
number of other unpleasant
sensations in the absent limb.
One of Tsao's patients
describes feeling as if a spike
were being driven continuously
through his foot.

Many researchers,
including Tsao, suspect that
mirror therapy eases these
sensations by creating the
illusion of two whole limbs.

Although patients know
that the mirror does not reflect
reality, other parts of the brain
are not so savvy. These sensory
input regions accept the
mirror's evidence: The
amputated limb reappears,
provides the brain with sensory
data and stops the random
firing.

Tsao's research provides
more evidence for an
increasingly popular idea, that
pain, particularly the chronic
sort, is more a problem of brain
than body.

"The key is not what
happens in the body part; it's
what the brain perceives is
going on," says Oxford
University neuroscientist
Lorimer Moseley, who studies
how the brain senses pain.

"Any pain that anyone
experiences is because the
brain has constructed it."

Moseley expresses some
skepticism about Tsao's results
and says that larger studies are
needed. He noted that mirror
therapy sometimes loses
effectiveness when used over
longer periods.

Scientists believe that
mirror treatment might help
with other pain conditions. Dr.
Eric Altschuler, a researcher at
the University of Medicine and
Dentistry of New Jersey, has
used mirror therapy to help
stroke patients. It not only
reduces pain, but can restore
use of paralyzed limbs.

"Mirror therapy is
potentially a tremendous
paradigm shift in therapy for
many different problems," says
Altschuler.

Tsao is starting two more
mirror studies. One will
examine whether mirrors can
help arm amputees, while the
other will use MRI scans to
find out what happens in the
brains of phantom limb pain
patients before, during and
after mirror treatment.

But even this work will
likely leave many questions
unanswered.

"Anybody who says they
understand the brain," says
Altschuler, "is a liar, a fool or
both."
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17. Navy,
Environmentalists
Await Sonar Ruling
By Marc Kaufman,
Washington Post Staff Writer

A federal judge in
California is scheduled to
release a decision this week
that will outline what the Navy
must do to protect whales and
other marine mammals from
the loud blasts of its sonar
equipment.

U.S. District Judge
Florence-Marie Cooper's ruling
in the closely watched case,
expected by week's end, will

not only affect Navy training
exercises scheduled for the
waters off Southern California
over the next year but could
also clarify how closely the
military must follow
environmental laws.

With marine scientists
increasingly convinced that
sonar can frighten, confuse,
and sometimes injure or even
kill sea creatures -- especially
the acoustically sensitive
whales -- and with the United
States at war, the issue has
become contentious and the
stakes high.

"This case is really about
whether the Navy has to follow
the law," said Joel Reynolds, a
lawyer who has argued the case
for the Natural Resources
Defense Council and has taken
the Navy to court on several
other sonar-related issues. "Is
the military bound by
environmental laws, or does
national security trump them?"

Reynolds said that the
council and other
environmental groups, later
joined by the California
Coastal Commission, support
the Navy's need to train sonar
operators. The problem, he
said, is that the Navy is
unwilling to make the
operational changes necessary
to avoid harming whales
during such training.

Vice Adm. Samuel
Locklear, commander of the
U.S. 3rd Fleet in San Diego,
said that the Navy already has
29 procedures in place to avoid
harming marine mammals, and
that what the council and other
groups are seeking would
cripple sonar training.

"We have developed a
range off the coast of
California where our men and
women can train in a realistic
manner," he said. But if the
court follows the advice of the
plaintiffs, he said, "we would
basically have to close down
the majority of the Southern
California range. That means
we would not be able to
practice the art of
anti-submarine warfare in a
fully integrated way... . Our
national security is at stake

page 17



here."
The waters off Southern

California are some of the most
fertile in the world -- home to
many varieties of fish and 35
species of marine mammals,
including at least six types of
endangered whales. They are
also a favorite sonar training
and testing area for the Navy,
which has major bases nearby
and underwater ranges it
considers perfect for teaching
young sailors how to detect
submarines.

The conflict that Judge
Cooper will try to resolve
involves balancing both
interests.

Mid-frequency active
sonar, which sends out blasts
of sound as a way to locate
objects underwater, has been
used by navies worldwide
since the end of World War II.

It wasn't until the
mid-1990s, however, that
marine researchers began to
connect sonar with mass
strandings of whales,
particularly the deep-diving
beaked whale. A 2000
stranding in the Bahamas
during a U.S. Navy sonar
exercise provided the first
conclusive evidence that the
sounds were driving some
whales ashore and to their
deaths.

Sonar-related strandings
have been confirmed off the
Canary Islands and Spain since
then, and other incidents have
been reported but not entirely
confirmed off Hawaii and
Washington state. Scientists
can confidently establish a
sonar-caused stranding only
when the animal is discovered
soon after death, and those
situations are rare.

The California standoff
began in late 2006, when the
Navy announced it would
conduct 14 training operations
off Southern California
between early 2007 and early
2009. The exercises would
involve extensive use of
mid-frequency active sonar and
typically would last two weeks
or more. Under the Navy plan,
the sonar would be used
throughout thousands of square

miles of ocean and would be
permitted near Channel Islands
National Park off Santa
Barbara.

The Navy sent its plans to
the state coastal commission
for review but excluded any
mention of the sonar, saying it
would have no impact on the
coast. The commission
disagreed and proposed a
dozen steps for the Navy to
take to protect marine
mammals. The Navy
responded by obtaining from
the deputy secretary of defense
a formal exemption from the
Marine Mammal Protection
Act -- the law that most
explicitly limits actions
potentially harmful to whales
and other sea mammals.

The Navy's exemption,
however, did not have the
intended effect. Environmental
groups sued in March, and in
late summer the judge issued a
temporary restraining order
against the Navy, which she
said had not complied with
other federal environmental
laws.

In her decision, Cooper
highlighted the Navy's estimate
that the exercises would
temporarily disrupt or harm
170,000 marine mammals, and
would permanently injure more
than 400.

Cooper's preliminary
injunction was appealed by the
Navy, which won the first
round. But a second panel of
three judges ruled in November
that the Navy had not followed
required environmental laws,
and sent the case back to
Cooper with orders to craft a
"narrowly tailored" plan by
Jan. 4 to meet legal
requirements.

The Navy is particularly
concerned about the outcome
of the case because it wants to
build a similar sonar training
range off North Carolina.
Many environmental groups
oppose that plan, as do some
key elected officials.

The Navy believes
additional active sonar training
is essential. Officials base their
sense of urgency on a
perceived threat coming from

smaller diesel submarines that
cannot be detected with passive
sonar. At least 41 nations have
this type of submarine,
Locklear said, and others are
working on it.

The California dispute
centers on where and when the
Navy will be able to use its
sonar during "integrated
training," which Locklear said
is where sailors are prepared
for war. He said the Navy must
have the full underwater range
to properly train sonar
operators to find hidden subs,
but environmentalists and the
coastal commission want the
range restricted.

For instance, they argue
that no sonar should be
allowed around Cortes and
Tanner banks, two underwater
plateaus southwest of San
Clemente Island that are home
to endangered fin whales and
blue whales. In addition, they
want a 1 1/4 -mile "safety
zone" established with no sonar
allowed whenever a marine
mammal is located. The Navy
has proposed a safety zone of
about two-thirds of a mile.

"We really don't
understand why the Navy won't
accept conditions that it
accepted or imposed on itself
during other exercises," said
council lawyer Reynolds. "The
state agency responsible for
protecting the California coast
established 12 conditions for
the exercises, but the Navy
took a hard line and basically
said no to them all. This tells
me the Navy wants to make a
point here."

Rear Adm. Lawrence
Rice, the Navy's director for
environmental readiness, said
that given the number of
whales and other marine
mammals killed by ship
strikes, fishing nets and loud
sounds from sources including
oil and gas exploration, he
doesn't understand "why the
sonar has become such a big
deal."

"Frankly, we're doing a
tremendous job as
environmental stewards around
the world, and I just don't see
any significant impact from

sonar on whales," he said. The
Navy will increase its budget
for marine mammal research
this year to $18 million, which
Rice said is half the total
research money spent in the
field worldwide.

New York Times
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18. 2 More Marine
Trials In Killings Of 17
Iraqis
By Paul von Zielbauer

A Marine infantryman
accused of killing 17 Iraqi
civilians during a combat
maneuver in Haditha in late
2005 will be tried by
court-martial on charges of
voluntary manslaughter but
will avoid more serious murder
charges originally pressed
against him, the Marine Corps
announced Monday.

The infantryman, Staff
Sgt. Frank D. Wuterich, a
squad leader whose men killed
24 Iraqis during a
house-to-house raid after
insurgents attacked their
convoy, will also be tried on
charges of aggravated assault,
reckless endangerment,
dereliction of duty and
obstruction of justice, the
Marines said in a news release.

In a separate decision on
Monday, a Marine first
lieutenant was ordered to face
court-martial for what Marine
prosecutors said was the
officer’s role in covering up
photographs of the aftermath of
the killings, the Marines said.

The two court-martial
referrals conclude the
preliminary investigations into
all eight marines originally
charged with crimes in the
Haditha matter. Four of those
eight — two enlisted men and
two officers — will be tried by
court-martial, in front of either
a military judge alone or a jury
of fellow marines.

Lt. Gen. Samuel Helland,
the commander of Marine
Corps Forces Central
Command, the officer who
made the two decisions that
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were announced Monday,
decided against pursuing
unpremeditated murder charges
against Sergeant Wuterich, a
graver charge than voluntary
manslaughter. General Helland
also dismissed two other
charges: soliciting another to
commit an offense, and making
a false official statement.

The lieutenant, Andrew A.
Grayson, whose evidentiary
hearing was delayed for
months while he argued that he
was beyond military
prosecution because the
Marines had discharged him
from active duty, will stand
trial on charges of making false
official statements, obstruction
of justice and trying to separate
fraudulently from the Marine
Corps.

Initially, the Marine Corps
charged eight men from the
Third Battalion, First Marines
with crimes related to the
Haditha killings on Nov. 19,
2005. Four infantrymen were
accused of murder, and four
officers, including the battalion
commander, of dereliction of
duty and other crimes related
to failing to investigate the
episode thoroughly.

Sergeant Wuterich, of
Meriden, Conn., and Lance
Cpl. Stephen Tatum, of
Edmond, Okla., will be tried in
separate courts-martial on
charges of wrongful killings of
Iraqis. Of the four officers
originally charged in the case,
the battalion commander, Lt.
Col. Jeffrey R. Chessani, and
Lieutenant Grayson will also
face courts-martial.

General Helland’s
predecessor, Lt. Gen. Jim
Mattis, dismissed charges
against the four other marines
— two enlisted men in
Sergeant Wuterich’s squad,
and two captains, including a
battalion lawyer and a
company commander.

North County (CA) Times
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19. Iraq Remains The
Focus For Marine
Corps

Push to shift effort to
Afghanistan piques interest of
'battle-hardened' force
By Mark Walker, Staff Writer

Other than Baghdad, the
massive Anbar province was
long considered the most
dangerous place in Iraq for the
U.S. military.

Sharing a border with
Jordan and laden with
insurgents, strategists viewed
the Sunni-dominated region
with a wary eye, doubting the
troops would ever be able to
secure the area.

But all that began
changing in 2007, and by the
end of the year the number of
troops deaths and insurgent
attacks had fallen dramatically
in the largest Iraqi province,
home to more than 2.2 million
people.

The changing dynamic in
Iraq had the top Marine general
campaigning to shift Marine
forces to Afghanistan, where
the fight against the Taliban
insurgency appeals to the
service's expeditionary fighting
character.

'Withering'
Before there is a

substantial shift from Iraq to
Afghanistan, the Anbar
province must first be fully
secured with Iraqi security
forces able to maintain the
peace.

And that's happening,
according to reports from the
province throughout 2007.

The insurgency in Anbar,
Camp Pendleton's Lt. Gen.
Samuel Helland said, was
"withering on the vine."

It may be withering, but
it's not dead.

No one is declaring
victory, and that means an
estimated 11,000 local Marines
and sailors from Camp
Pendleton's I Marine
Expeditionary Force are
assigned to spend the first
seven months or more of 2008
providing continuing security
and training of Iraqi security
forces in Anbar.

Whatever lies ahead for
the local troops, they are ready,
said Lt. Col. Christopher
Hughes, an expeditionary force

spokesman who will depart for
Iraq in the next few weeks.

"Everyone is assuming the
kinetic (firefight) phase is over,
but there are still bad guys in
Anbar and others waiting and
watching to see how this thing
is going to go," Hughes said in
a recent telephone interview.
"We're being careful about any
assumptions, but we are now a
very battle-hardened and
battle-tested Marine Corps."

Hughes said the Iraq war
that will enter its sixth year in
March 2008 has created a vast
cadre of "young Marines and
company grade officers with
unprecedented experience."

How long the Marines
remain in Anbar with the
approximately 25,000 troops
that have been assigned there
the last several years is not
clear heading into the new
year.

As Helland oversees that
force and all Marines in the
Middle East, he said he will
have a clearer idea of the size
of the force required to keep
the peace in Anbar between
March and July.

On the ground in Iraq, his
troops will be led by Maj. Gen.
John F. Kelly, who was
assistant commander of Camp
Pendleton's 1st Marine
Division at the start of the war.

Afghanistan versus Iraq
In October, Marine Corps

Commandant Gen. James
Conway raised the idea of
transferring his forces to
Afghanistan to take the lead
role in fighting the Taliban,
leaving the U.S. Army with
Iraq.

Conway argued, and Camp
Pendleton Marines
subsequently interviewed
agreed, that Marines are better
suited and equipped to serve as
warfighters rather than civil
affairs peacekeepers.

Afghanistan is considered
a more dynamic battleground,
where Marine patrols may be
more effective than the work
they are now performing in
Iraq.

Defense Secretary Robert
Gates later shot down the
proposal, but the issue that

Conway raised is still being
debated in the Pentagon and by
military strategists.

In mid-December,
Conway again spoke of going
to Afghanistan and why he
believes that makes sense for
the 189,000 active-duty
Marines.

"(When) it comes time for
Marine units to start leaving
the country ... should we bring
them home or should we start
looking to put them where
there is still an active fight, in
this case Afghanistan? And we
were prepared to do that. That's
why young Americans join the
Marine Corps -- to go fight for
their country."

Bing West, a former
Marine officer, senior
government official and
member of the Council on
Foreign Relations who
maintains close ties with the
service's leadership, said the
Afghanistan vs. Iraq debate
will continue. The council is a
nonpartisan group dedicated to
researching and analyzing
global trends.

"For the Marine Corps, the
Afghanistan issue dwarfs
anything else," West said in a
recent interview. "It makes
sense, but I don't expect it will
be resolved until there is a new
secretary of defense.

"It will depend on where
they want to take the overall
force," he said.

The lighter-equipped and
less-vehicle-dependent Marine
Corps is better suited for
Afghanistan than is the Army,
West said.

"The Marines are more
reliant on dismounted forces,
and that's what's necessary in
Afghanistan," he said.

West has a close rapport
with Gen. James Mattis, the
former Camp Pendleton
general who led the 2001
invasion of Afghanistan and
the 2003 invasion of Iraq.

He wrote a book about one
of the fights Mattis helped
lead, the battle for the city of
Fallujah in November 2004.
West also authored a tome
about the invasion, titled "The
March Up," and says he
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believes Mattis will now play a
large role in what happens in
Afghanistan.

Mattis was promoted to
four-star general in the fall and
now heads the Joint Forces
Command in Virginia and also
has the NATO title of supreme
commander for transformation.

"Because of (Mattis')
background and combat
experience, he will carry more
moral authority in NATO than
any other general," West said.
"I think you are going to see
some innovative ideas for
Afghanistan come forward in
the next six months."

That view was
underscored in mid-December,
when it was disclosed that
military strategists are
reviewing the forces' structure
and tactics in Afghanistan with
an eye toward placing more
NATO and possible additional
U.S. troops in the country.

Seattle Post-Intelligencer
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20. 'Sanctuary' Would
Help Guard, Reserve
Families
Effort to set up support group
here under way
By Carol Smith, P-I Reporter

Stacy Bannerman, a
Washington National
Guardsman's wife, has had her
own series of deployments
since her husband left for Iraq
in 2004 -- to Olympia and to
Washington, D.C., where she's
become the force behind a
movement to create a
"sanctuary" for citizen soldiers
and their families.

· Shock Wave: When the
Guard comes home · Soldiers
at war can escape blast
shrapnel, yet suffer brain
injuries

The sanctuary would be a
place to get support and
counseling, share experiences
and otherwise find a
community of people who
know what deployment has
been like. Her goal is to launch
such a center in the Puget
Sound area by Veterans Day.
She hopes to expand the

program nationwide in regions
that have a high density of
returning soldiers.

Guard and Reserve
families are more isolated than
active-duty military when they
come home, she said. They
don't have a base community
for support and can have a
more difficult time getting care
through the traditional VA
system, yet Pentagon and other
studies have shown they are
more likely than their
active-duty counterparts to
experience mental health
problems when they return.

And those problems often
don't get spotted in the initial
mental health screens required
of returning soldiers.

A November report in the
Journal of the American
Medical Association, for
example, found that concerns
over relationship issues,
including alcohol abuse,
quadrupled in the six months
after the initial screening.

Bannerman, an intense
woman with brown eyes, leans
forward and drills home her
points: Homelessness,
unemployment, divorce,
substance abuse and suicide are
on the rise among citizen
soldiers who have served
combat deployments.

"People have gone AWOL
from their lives," she said.

Families struggle to know
how to deal with the family
member when they return.

"The person coming back
is not the person who left," she
said. "But how do you grieve
for someone who isn't dead?"

Alii Naipo, whose
husband, Garry, served 15
months in Iraq and now
struggles with depression,
anxiety and flashbacks, among
other symptoms, knows they
are one of the lucky families.
They have managed to get
some services through the VA,
but even though Naipo was
sent home from Iraq with a
PTSD diagnosis in hand, it has
required persistence.

"My advice to other
families is follow through,
follow through, follow
through," said Alii Naipo.

"Seek assistance, follow up on
appeals to denied services and
invest in self-care."

Other families of citizen
soldiers haven't been so
fortunate. Hundreds of Guard
and Reserve families across the
country have told Bannerman
they feel forgotten.

"This is destroying
families," she said.

The Guard has responded
with stepped-up programs to
help veterans, said Annie
DeAndrea, who runs the
Guard's Transition Services.
The Washington National
Guard has started checking in
with returning soldiers and
families at more frequent
intervals. The Guard also has a
resource and referral service to
help families cope with
financial, housing and mental
health issues.

The VA Puget Sound and
the Washington State
Department of Veterans Affairs
also have a network of
counselors who are trained to
spot PTSD and traumatic brain
injury symptoms.

Bannerman, who is still
looking for private-venture
backing as well as public
support to fund the sanctuary,
hopes that providing a place
where families can get help
together will offer a new model
to get more assistance to
veterans and their families
more quickly.

Since 9/11, more than
6,000 Guard and Reserve
members from Washington
have gone to Iraq and
Afghanistan. And the number
will grow. The Washington
National Guard has been put
on alert to redeploy in August
as a security force in Iraq.

Altogether, more than
425,000 Guard and Reserve
members have done at least
one tour in Iraq or Afghanistan.
Guard members now make up
20 percent of the troops
deployed in the war. But the
multiplier effect of their
deployment on society is much
greater because of the
ramifications for family
members.

"We will be living with

this for the rest of our lives,"
said Bannerman. "And so will
our grandchildren."
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21. 'The Support That
They Need'
As more Guardsmen serve
extended deployments, a group
of coordinators is counted on
to help them readjust to
civilian life
By Brad Cain, Associated
Press

EUGENE, ORE. -- Darcy
Woodke recalls the day she
picked up her husband and
several of his National Guard
buddies after they got back
from Iraq.

"I stopped at a four-way
stop sign. I have never seen
people in my life freak out like
that. They were saying, `Why
are you stopping? Go! Go! Go!
Go! Don't stop! Don't stop!' "
Woodke says.

The soldiers had been
trained in Iraq not to stop at an
intersection because that can
make you an easy target for
insurgent gunmen or bombers.

That is the mind-set
Woodke has to deal with in her
job - helping soldiers readjust
to civilian life after getting shot
at, bombed and
psychologically maimed while
serving in Iraq and
Afghanistan.

Woodke is a family
assistance coordinator in
Oregon for the U.S. military.
As the title suggests, her job
entails dealing with the
Pentagon's legendary red tape.

She is an advocate for the
soldiers, arranging medical
treatment, therapy, marital
counseling and other assistance
to help soldiers and their
families deal with the transition
from hyper-vigilant warriors
back to husbands and wives,
moms and dads.

A former school bus
driver, Woodke, 39, is married
to a soldier who served in Iraq
and was wounded by a bomb
blast.

"I need to help. I've been
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there," she said. "I believe in
these soldiers, and I believe in
these families."

A 'phone book' for
soldiers

From coast to coast, there
are nearly 700 paid family
assistance workers like
Woodke, as well as thousands
of volunteers, according to the
National Guard.

Woodke describes herself
as a "phone book." Her job is
to line up professionals who
can help soldiers and their
families.

"I always tell people, `I
don't know diddly squat; I just
know all the people who do
know things,' " she said.

She also provides soldiers
with a shoulder to cry on and
helps their families deal with
everyday hassles such as car
repairs, broken water heaters,
medical insurance foul-ups or
other financial problems.
Recently, Woodke helped a
woman whose husband is
serving in Iraq find someone to
repair flood and wind damage
to her house.

The need for such help is
particularly great now that
National Guardsmen have been
thrust into multiple, long
overseas deployments as never
before. More than a
quarter-million Guard
members have been sent to
fight in Iraq and Afghanistan.

"The soldier can't focus on
what's going on in the theater if
they are not sure their families
are being taken care of," said
2nd Lt. Jennifer Hahn, family
program director for the
Maryland National Guard.

Woodke also calls up
newly returned soldiers at 30-,
60-, 90- and 120-day intervals
just to ask how they are doing,
and often learns of delayed
symptoms of physical or
mental trauma.

"A typical case involves
someone who's been home for
a year. They say, `I'm hurting;
my shoulder hurts. Can I get
some help? Where do I go?' Or
I get, `I'm feeling a little
punchy, and I don't know why,'
" she said.

Readjustment at home

Staff Sgt. Robert Fields
said Woodke arranged
counseling that helped him and
his wife work through their
problems.

"She really had a lot of
trouble really understanding
what I was going through in
Iraq," Fields said of his wife.
"And it took me a while to
realize that every time the
doorbell rang, it scared my
wife to death because she
thought the Army was coming
to tell her that I had died. It
really made it hard for us to
relate to each other."

Lt. Col. Paul Trapp, chief
of family readiness for the
National Guard, said there has
been a concerted effort to step
up assistance to soldiers and
their families.

"When you start calling on
Guardsmen to do more for
their country, you can't do that
without providing them and
their family the support that
they need," Trapp said.

Woodke - whose husband,
Bill, suffered headaches, back
and shoulder pain and memory
loss from the bomb blast that
rocked his armored vehicle -
got involved in the program as
a volunteer while her husband's
unit was in Iraq, then got hired
after he returned in 2005.

"You get to know the
people, and you start to see
them hurt and have good times,
and you want to be part of it,"
she said. "It becomes a family."

Washington Post
January 2, 2008
Pg. D8
Federal Diary
22. In Case You Missed
The News ...
By Stephen Barr

The president has signed
legislation that would provide
most federal employees with
an average 3.5 percent raise
this year. After "locality pay"
adjustments are calculated
within the next few days, the
2008 raise should be 4.49
percent in the
Washington-Baltimore area,
officials estimate.

Military personnel start the

year with a 3 percent raise, an
automatic adjustment tied to a
Labor Department wage index.
The fiscal 2008 defense
authorization bill called for a
3.5 percent raise for the troops,
but Bush rejected the measure
because of an Iraq-related snag.
White House and Pentagon
officials said they would ask
Congress to approve an
additional .5 percent raise,
retroactive to the start of the
year.

Layoffs of Defense
civilian employees, held out as
a possibility for February and
March by Pentagon officials,
are no longer in the works. No
furlough notices were sent
because Congress approved
$70 billion in Iraq war funding
before leaving for the holidays.
That is about a third of what
the Pentagon wants for the
year, and a Defense
Department spokesman said it's
possible layoffs will return as
an issue later this year.

New York Times
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23. Tech Sales To China
Questioned
By Steven R. Weisman

WASHINGTON — Six
months ago, the Bush
administration quietly eased
some restrictions on the export
of politically delicate
technologies to China. The
new approach was intended to
help American companies
increase sales of high-tech
equipment to China despite
tight curbs on sharing
technology that might have
military applications.

But today the
administration is facing
questions from weapons
experts about whether some
equipment — newly authorized
for export to Chinese
companies deemed trustworthy
by Washington — could
instead end up helping China
modernize its military. Equally
worrisome, the weapons
experts say, is the possibility
that China could share the
technology with Iran or Syria.

The technologies include

advanced aircraft engine parts,
navigation systems,
telecommunications equipment
and sophisticated composite
materials.

The questions raised about
the new policy are in a report
to be released this week by the
Wisconsin Project on Nuclear
Arms Control, an independent
research foundation that
opposes the spread of arms
technologies.

The administration’s new
approach is part of an overall
drive to require licenses for the
export of an expanded list of
technologies in aircraft
engines, lasers,
telecommunications, aircraft
materials and other fields of
interest to China’s military.

But while imposing
license requirements for the
transfer of these technologies,
the administration is also
validating certain Chinese
companies that may import
these technologies without
licenses.

Five such companies were
designated in October, but as
many as a dozen others are in
the pipeline for possible future
designation.

Mario Mancuso, under
secretary of Commerce for
industry and security, said the
new system of broadening the
list of technologies that require
licenses, but exempting some
trustworthy companies from
the license requirement, results
in more effective protections.

“We believe that the
system we have set up ensures
that we are protecting our
national security consistent
with our goal of promoting
legitimate exports for civilian
use,” he said in an interview.
“We have adopted a consistent,
broad-based approach to
hedging against helping
China’s military
modernization.”

But the Wisconsin Project
report, made available to The
New York Times, asserts that
two nonmilitary Chinese
companies designated as
trustworthy are in fact high risk
because of links to the Chinese
government, the People’s
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Liberation Army and other
Chinese entities accused in the
past of ties to Syria and Iran.

One of the Chinese
companies, the BHA Aero
Composites Company, is partly
owned by two American
companies — 40 percent by
the American aircraft
manufacturer Boeing and 40
percent by the aerospace
materials maker Hexcel. The
remaining 20 percent is owned
by a Chinese
government-owned company,
AVIC I, or the China Aviation
Industry Corporation I.

“In principle, you could
find companies that would be
above suspicion, but in this
case they haven’t done it,” said
Gary Milhollin, director of the
Wisconsin Project. “If you just
look at the relations these
companies have, rather than be
above suspicion, they are
highly suspicious.”

The Wisconsin Project
report also charges that both
Boeing and Hexcel have been
cited for past lapses in
obtaining proper licenses for
exports.

Spokesmen for Boeing and
Hexcel said in interviews that
they are fully confident that
BHA has no ties to the Chinese
military and that its use of
aircraft parts and materials
were strictly for commercial
and civilian ends.

“Boeing is not involved in
any defense activities in
China,” said Douglas Kennett,
a company spokesman. “All
our activities in China are in
compliance with U.S. export
laws and regulations.”

Both companies also say
that the past failure to get
proper licenses has led to
tighter controls and, in any
case, was the result of
improper paperwork affecting
products that continue to be
exported as licensed.

Mr. Milhollin said that
research by his staff had
uncovered several links with
the Chinese military
establishment involving both
BHA and another of the five
companies, the Shanghai Hua
Hong NEC Electronics

Company.
AVIC I, the Chinese

government entity that owns a
minority share of BHA, also
produces fighters,
nuclear-capable bombers and
aviation weapons systems for
the People’s Liberation Army,
the report says. The State
Department has cited another
AVIC subsidiary, the China
National Aero-Technology
Import & Export Corporation,
for links to arms sales to Iran
and Syria.

The report also says that
Shanghai Hua Hong NEC
Electronics is majority owned
“through a corporate chain” by
the China Electronics
Corporation, which the report
says is a government
conglomerate that produces
military equipment along with
consumer electronics. It has a
unit, the report says, that
procures arms for the military.

Mr. Milhollin said that the
new policy granting companies
the right to import some
technologies without prior
licenses was adopted quietly as
“a stealth attack on export
controls.”

But Mr. Mancuso, the
Commerce Department official
who oversees the program,
noted that the department
proposed it publicly in
mid-2006 and adopted it a year
later after lengthy public
comment by interested parties
and members of Congress.

In addition, he said, no
Chinese company can receive
certain technologies — as part
of a category known as
“validated end-users” —
without a vetting of its record
by the State, Energy and
Defense Departments and by
relevant intelligence agencies.
The five companies designated
in October, he said, were
approved without dissent by
these units of the government.

In general, the Commerce
Department tries to make it
easier for American companies
to export to markets overseas,
and there has been a particular
emphasis on selling to China.
The United States is expected
to show a trade deficit with

China of nearly $300 billion in
2007.

At the same time, at least
since the 1990s, Democratic
and Republican Congressional
leaders have called on the Bush
administration, and the
administration of President Bill
Clinton, to exercise more
vigilance toward China as it
seeks to modernize its
aerospace defense network.

“China is a huge market
for our commercial technology
exports,” said Mr. Mancuso.
“Yet there are real security
risks we are mindful of. We
take that concern very, very
seriously.” Only those
companies that have “a
demonstrable record of using
sensitive technologies
responsibly” are approved, he
said.

Beyond that, he said
companies for which licensing
rules have been lifted are
subject to additional disclosure
obligations, including on-site
visits by American government
personnel.

Groups that advocate
greater technology-sharing
with China in civilian
aeronautics and other areas say
the administration has been
cautious in its policy, choosing
Chinese companies with
American partners or owners.

The three other Chinese
companies named “validated
end-users” in October are
Applied Materials China, a
subsidiary of Applied
Materials, a maker of
semiconductors based in
California; Chinese facilities
operated by the National
Semiconductor Corporation,
another American company;
and the Semiconductor
Manufacturing International
Corporation, based in
Shanghai.

William A. Reinsch, head
of the National Foreign Trade
Council, which promotes
international trade, said the
administration over all had
tightened controls on China
and called the lifting of license
requirements on only five firms
“a spoonful of sugar to make
the medicine go down.”

Mr. Reinsch administered
export controls as an official in
the Clinton administration.

A House Republican staff
member had a similar view.
“We were told by Commerce
that they were going to make
some very safe choices,” he
said, speaking anonymously
because of the delicacy of the
subject.

The Commerce
Department says that, out of
$55 billion in American
exports to China in 2006, only
$308 million were items
requiring licenses to make sure
the Chinese military could not
use them. The five companies
named as “validated”
accounted for $54 million of
those goods.
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24. N. Korea Misses
Deadline, But U.S.
Response Is Restrained
By Blaine Harden, Washington
Post Foreign Service

TOKYO, Jan. 1 -- North
Korea failed to fulfill its
October promise to declare all
its nuclear programs by the end
of 2007 -- and the United
States did not make a big deal
out of it.

The Bush administration
expressed disappointment on
Monday with the missed
deadline, which Western
officials had been predicting
for several weeks. But the
White House noted that the
government of Kim Jong Il has
made significant progress in
disabling a nuclear reactor in
cooperation with U.S. experts.
It said negotiations would
continue.

"I'm not going to put a
deadline on it," said White
House spokesman Scott
Stanzel. "We think there is an
opportunity to move forward."

While saying that North
Korea cannot "pretend to give
a complete declaration" of its
weapons program, Stanzel
noted that the United States
itself is responsible for some of

page 22



the delays in the disabling of
the Yongbyon nuclear reactor
-- for safety and security
reasons.

"The United States slowed
down part of the disablement
process," Stanzel said. "We
wanted it to be done in a safe
and secure manner."

The relatively muted U.S.
reaction to North Korea's
failure to meet the deadline is
part of a major shift over the
past year in how the Bush
administration approaches the
secretive Stalinist state.

The trigger for the shift
appears to have been North
Korea's detonation of a nuclear
device in October 2006. Since
then, the fist-shaking that
characterized much of the first
six years of the Bush
administration's North Korea
policy has been replaced by a
dogged insistence on
negotiations and by offers of
aid and other concessions --
contingent on verified moves
to get rid of nuclear facilities.

North Korea made no
report of its missed deadline. In
a New Year's message, the
North said it would "make
earnest efforts for stability on
the Korean Peninsula and
peace in the world."

Last February, in return
for energy assistance and some
political concessions, the
government in Pyongyang said
it would abandon its nuclear
program.

North Korea promised in
October to disable its nuclear
facilities and list all its nuclear
programs by the end of 2007.
In return, the United States,
South Korea, China and Russia
promised about 1 millions tons
of oil.

So far, North Korea has
received about 150,000 tons of
fuel, according to reports in the
South Korean news media.
U.S. experts have been inside
North Korea for nearly two
months, watching as North
Koreans disable the reactor at
Yongbyon.

A sticking point in the
declaration of the North's
nuclear capacities appears to be
a dispute over whether it had a

uranium enrichment program --
Pyongyang says it did not,
while the United States has
found some evidence that it
did.

There are also differences
over how much plutonium --
used in making nuclear
weapons -- North Korea has
managed to manufacture.

A Japanese newspaper
quoted North Korean and U.S.
officials as saying that the
North has reported making
about 66 pounds of plutonium,
considerably less than U.S.
estimates.

In Pyongyang, there
appears to be anger and
frustration over the U.S.
government's reluctance to
remove North Korea from its
list of states that sponsor
terrorism.

The Bush administration
suggested in October that it
would pursue such a removal,
but has since made clear that
all promises regarding nuclear
facilities and programs must
first be met.
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25. Taiwan's Chen Sees
Jump In China Missile
Buildup
Says 1,328 rockets pointed at
island
By Reuters

TAIPEI - Taiwan
President Chen Shui-bian said
yesterday that China had 1,328
ballistic missiles aimed at the
self-ruled island, up by more
than a third from a previous
estimate, further threatening
stability in the Taiwan Strait.

In his final New Year's
Day address before stepping
down in May, Chen said the
number of short-range ballistic
missiles deployed against
Taiwan had gone from 200 in
2000, when he took office, and
now exceeded his most recent
estimate of 988.

Taiwan has been ruled
separately from China since
1949 when Mao Zedong's
Communists won a civil war
on the mainland. Beijing

claims sovereignty over the
democratically-ruled island of
23 million people, and has
threatened war if it formally
moves toward independence.

Chen railed against
China's growing military
threat, saying its People's
Liberation Army had finalized
details for an invasion and
planned to push out the bounds
of its airspace.

"In addition to setting in
motion a three-stage plan for
its People's Liberation Army to
invade Taiwan, Beijing is
poised to designate an "air
defense identification zone" in
the Taiwan Strait and open a
civil air route along the median
of the Taiwan Strait," Chen
said. "In doing so, China is
once again challenging and
attempting to unilaterally
change the status quo in the
Taiwan Strait."

Chen has previously said
the three-stage plan includes
establishing combat
preparedness for contingencies
in the Strait by 2007, ensuring
capabilities for large-scale
engagements by 2010, and
being ready to ensure a
decisive victory over Taiwan
by 2015.

Chinese President Hu
Jintao, in a New Year's speech,
repeated that China wanted
peaceful reunification with
Taiwan, but warned the island
against seeking formal
independence.

"We will adhere to the
basic principle of peaceful
reunification," the official
Xinhua news agency quoted
Hu as telling members of a
largely toothless political
advisory body. "We will
oppose secessionist activities,
work for the well-being of
compatriots on both sides of
the Taiwan Strait and strive for
peace in the region."

Chen defended his plan to
hold a referendum on the
island's entry into the United
Nations under the name
"Taiwan" alongside
presidential elections in March.
The plan has angered Beijing
and Washington, the island's
key ally.

"This is an expression of
our people's will. Referendum
is a basic right guaranteed by
law ... China utterly opposes
referendum, democracy, and
respect for human rights, while
other nations are weighing
national interests against
democratic values," Chen said.

Chen, who has served two
four-year terms, is barred by
the constitution from seeking
reelection.

New York Times
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26. U.S. Diplomat And
Driver Are Shot Dead In
Sudan
By Jeffrey Gettleman

NAIROBI, Kenya — An
American diplomat in Sudan
and his driver were shot to
death early Tuesday as they
were coming home from a
New Year’s Eve party in
Khartoum, the capital.

In Washington, the
Agency for International
Development identified the
diplomat as one of its officials,
John Granville, 33, originally
of Buffalo. American officials
said it was “too early to tell” if
the shooting had been random
or planned, but Sudanese
officials said the circumstances
were suspicious, especially
because gun crime is rare in
Khartoum, considered one of
the safest cities in Africa.

The United Nations had
recently warned its staff in
Sudan that there was credible
evidence that a terrorist cell
was in the country and
planning to attack foreigners.

According to Western
officials, Mr. Granville left a
New Year’s Eve party at the
British Embassy around 2:30
a.m. and was being driven to
his home in an upscale
neighborhood in central
Khartoum. Shortly before he
arrived, a car pulled up next to
him and 17 shots were fired,
Sudanese officials said.

Mr. Granville’s driver, a
Sudanese employee of the
American Embassy, was killed
instantly, and Mr. Granville
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was shot in the neck and chest.
He was taken to the hospital
and died several hours later.

The Sudanese Interior
Ministry identified the driver
as Abdel Rahman Abbas, 40.

A Sudanese government
official said that the attack
appeared well planned. The
assailants’ car sped in front of
the diplomat’s car, cutting it
off. Two gunmen got out of
their car, with one of them
shooting Mr. Granville and the
other shooting the driver, the
official said.

Walter Braunohler, a
spokesman for the American
Embassy in Khartoum, said he
could not comment on the
circumstances because the
shooting was under
investigation.

A spokesman for the
Foreign Ministry said
American and Sudanese law
enforcement agents were
working closely together to
investigate.

“We do not know why this
happened,” said Ali Sadiq, the
spokesman. “All options are
possible.”

The attack came just hours
after President Bush signed a
bill that makes it easier for
mutual funds and other
investment managers to sell
stakes in companies that do
business in Sudan. The bill is
aimed at Sudan’s oil and
defense industries, in
particular, and is part of the
broader campaign to put
pressure on the Sudanese
government to end the
bloodshed in Darfur, a troubled
region in western Sudan where
more than 200,000 people have
died.

The United States has
urged the Sudanese
government to cooperate better
with the peacekeeping mission
in Darfur. On Monday, formal
authority was transferred from
the current African Union force
to a joint United
Nations-African Union
mission.

Mr. Granville had served
the Agency for International
Development in Sudan as well
as Nairobi. A photo on the

agency’s Web site shows Mr.
Granville standing amid a
crowd of African women, each
holding a radio distributed by
the agency.

Mr. Granville had been
deeply involved in a project to
distribute 450,000 radios
equipped with generator cranks
and solar panels, which work
in places with no electricity.

The goal was to prepare
southern Sudan for elections in
2009 and a possible
referendum in 2011 on
independence, according to
Shari K. Bryan, who is a senior
associate and regional director
for East and Southern Africa at
the National Democratic
Institute, a nonprofit,
pro-democracy group based in
Washington.

Sean McCabe, who is
married to Mr. Granville’s only
sibling, Katie McCabe, said
Mr. Granville had been in
Africa for about 10 years, since
his graduation from Clark
University in Worcester, Mass.
The Peace Corps sent Mr.
Granville to Cameroon for two
years in the mid-1990s, Mr.
McCabe said, and Mr.
Granville also won a Fulbright
scholarship for study in Africa.

“He’d come home and
visit and spend time with his
mother and his sister, and then
he’d go back there and work,”
said Mr. McCabe, reached by
telephone at the home of Mr.
Granville’s mother, Jane
Granville, in the Buffalo
suburb of Angola, N.Y.

“That was his life,” Mr.
McCabe said. “He loved it.”

On Tuesday night, the
American Embassy sent out an
e-mail message to Americans
in Sudan notifying them about
the attack on the diplomat.

“Terrorist groups continue
to seek opportunities to carry
out attacks against U.S.
interests,” the message said,
repeating earlier warnings.
“U.S. citizens should be aware
of the risk of indiscriminate
attacks on civilian targets in
public places.”

Izzadine Abdul Rasoul
Muhammad contributed
reporting from Khartoum,

Sudan, and Matthew L. Wald
from Washington.
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27. 2 U.S. Sailors Found
Dead In Ghana

Two U.S. sailors were
found dead in a hotel room in
the West African nation of
Ghana, the Navy said. The
Navy said the circumstances
surrounding the deaths and the
cause weren't immediately
clear. "The cause of death is
unknown and is being
investigated by host nation
authorities in cooperation with
U.S. Navy," a statement said.

The sailors, whose
identities weren't immediately
released, were stationed on the
USS Fort McHenry, which is
on a seven-month mission
through the Gulf of Guinea.
They were found dead at a
hotel in Tema, where they had
taken time off, the Navy said.
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28. Boeing Gets Cargo
Plane Work

Boeing won an Air Force
contract valued at up to $1.3
billion to enhance the C-17
cargo aircraft fleet.

The award to Boeing's
McDonnell Douglas unit
covers C-17 design,
development and improvement
work over the next five years,
the Defense Department said.
To date, $13.6 million in work
has been awarded under the
contract.

Washington Post
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29. Lockheed Wins
Pakistan Order

Lockheed Martin of
Bethesda won an order valued
at $498.2 million to supply
F-16 fighter jets to Pakistan.
Lockheed will supply 18 of the
jets as part of a foreign military

sales program coordinated by
the Air Force, the Pentagon
said in a statement.

Financial Times
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30. US Extends
China-3Com Probe

By Sundeep Tucker in
Hong Kong and Stephanie
Kirchgaessner in Washington

A US probe into a
proposed $2.2bn buy-out of
3Com, a network equipment
supplier, by a consortium
involving a Chinese company
is poised to enter a decisive
second phase.

The Committee on Foreign
Investment in the United
States, a branch of the
executive able to block
sensitive inward investment, is
this week expected to take the
rare step of extending a
month-long investigation into
the deal by a further 45 days.

Cfius is studying possible
national security implications
of the 3Com takeover led by
Bain Capital, the US private
equity firm. Bain is trying to
buy 83.5 per cent of US-listed
3Com with Huawei
Technologies, a Chinese
telecoms equipment maker,
taking the rest.

The deal has sparked
political concerns in the US
because 3Com supplies
intrusion prevention
technology to the US defence
department. The Pentagon
believes that hackers in China
conducted a massive
cyber-attack on its systems in
2007.

Thaddeus McCotter,
chairman of the US House of
Representatives‘ Republican
policy committee, has
described the proposed deal as
a “stealth assault on America’s
national security” and urged
US authorities to stop Huawei
buying a stake in 3Com.

Probes by Cfius, which
comprises representatives of 12
US government agencies,
begin with a 30-day study and
only rarely extend a further 45
days. Bain voluntarily
submitted the 3Com deal for
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review in early December. It is
understood that Cfius has
signalled to Bain that it will
begin a statutory 45-day
investigation because it needs
more time to decide whether to
endorse, block or seek changes
to the proposed buy-out. Cfius
does not issue public
statements.

The next six weeks are
likely to feature some tough
talks. Bain could be forced to
commit publicly to a
divestment of TippingPoint,
the 3Com division which deals
with the US military, or Cfius
could recommend that Huawei
reduces its proposed stake.

The decision to extend the
investigation will not surprise
many of those involved in the
deal, given heightened
sensitivities surrounding
Chinese investment in to the
US, especially in the run-up to
November’s presidential
election.

China believes that
Huawei’s involvement in the
consortium is a non-issue.
Beijing is watching the probe
amid concerns that Chinese
investment into the US is being
blocked.

Bain has strongly rebuffed
claims that the deal endangers
US national security, asserting
that criticism ignores Huawei’s
limited stake in the proposed
buy-out vehicle and its
previous role as a joint venture
partner of 3Com in China.

New York Times
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31. Edwards Calls For
Quick Pullout Of
Troops Training Iraqi
Forces
By Michael R. Gordon

SIOUX CITY, Iowa —
John Edwards says that if
elected president he would
withdraw the American troops
who are training the Iraqi army
and police as part of a broader
plan to remove virtually all
American forces within 10
months.

Mr. Edwards, the former

senator from North Carolina
who is waging a populist
campaign for the Democratic
nomination, said that extending
the American training effort in
Iraq into the next presidency
would require the deployment
of tens of thousands of troops
to provide logistical support
and protect the advisers.

“To me, that is a
continuation of the occupation
of Iraq,” he said in a 40-minute
interview on Sunday aboard his
campaign bus as it rumbled
through western Iowa.

In one of his most detailed
discussions to date about how
he would handle Iraq as
president, Mr. Edwards staked
out a position that would lead
to a more rapid and complete
troop withdrawal than his
principal rivals, Senators
Hillary Rodham Clinton and
Barack Obama, who have
indicated they are open to
keeping American trainers and
counterterrorism units in Iraq.

Elizabeth Edwards, his
wife and political partner, who
listened in on the interview
from a seat across the aisle,
intervened at the end of the
session to underscore that Mr.
Edwards did not intend to stop
all training and was prepared to
train Iraqi forces outside of the
country. Mr. Edwards
continued the theme while
acknowledging that the
benefits of such training would
be limited.

Mr. Edwards’s plan, like
that of many of his Democratic
opponents, is at odds with the
strategy developed by
American military
commanders, who have said
the situation is still too fragile
to set a timetable for such
extensive troop withdrawals
and a curtailment of the
training effort in Iraq.

Mr. Edwards’s plan calls
for immediately withdrawing
40,000 to 50,000 troops.
Nearly all of the remaining
American troops would be
removed within 9 or 10
months. The only force that
would remain would be a
3,500-to-5,000-strong
contingent that would protect

the American Embassy and
possibly humanitarian workers.

Over the past five years,
Mr. Edwards’s position on Iraq
has undergone a substantial
evolution. In 2002, as a
senator, Mr. Edwards was
among the Democrats who
voted to authorize the use of
force in Iraq. Mr. Edwards has
said he was convinced by the
intelligence that Saddam
Hussein controlled stocks of
unconventional weapons, but
in the Senate speech explaining
his vote he also endorsed the
Bush administration’s
argument that a new
democratic Iraq “could serve as
a model for the entire Arab
world.”

In November 2005, Mr.
Edwards wrote an op-ed article
for The Washington Post
entitled “The Right Way in
Iraq,” in which he argued that
his earlier vote to authorize the
use of force in Iraq was a
mistake, while making the
point that it was still important
to provide American troops
with “a way to end their
mission honorably.”

Toward this end, Mr.
Edwards called at the time for
establishing a more effective
program to train Iraqi troops
and channeling reconstruction
work to Iraqis instead of
American contractors. While
he called for removing a
significant number of
American forces, he also
emphasized that the
withdrawals should be “a
gradual process.”

“That will still leave us
with enough military
capability, combined with
better-trained Iraqis, to fight
terrorists and continue to help
the Iraqis develop a stable
country,” he wrote.

In the interview on
Sunday, Mr. Edwards said that
he decided on his current plan
for a rapid and near-total
withdrawal of American troops
because of the failure of Iraqi
leaders to achieve a political
accommodation over the past
four years. Eight to 10
brigades, which is likely to be
the bulk of the American

combat force by the time the
next president takes office,
would immediately be
withdrawn.

“I absolutely believe this
to my soul: we are there
propping up their bad
behavior,” he said. “I mean
really, how many American
lives and how much American
taxpayer money are we going
to continue to expend waiting
for these political leaders to do
something? Because that is
precisely what we are doing.”

Such a troop withdrawal,
he said, might jolt Iraqi leaders
into taking action to overcome
their sectarian differences.
During the 10 months or so
while American troops were
being withdrawn, Mr. Edwards
added, he would also mount an
intensive effort to encourage
Iraq’s leaders to engage in
political reconciliation and
solicit the cooperation of Iran
and Syria, who he argued
might be more willing to help
once they understood that
American troops were on their
way out.

Mr. Edwards, who has
never visited Iraq, said he
asked the Pentagon last year to
help arrange a visit but was
turned down. (Mr. Obama
visited Iraq once two years
ago, while Mrs. Clinton has
made three trips.) Geoff
Morrell, the senior Defense
Department spokesman, said
the Pentagon had turned down
all requests to visit Iraq from
politicians who are not
currently serving in Congress
or as governors, including
Rudolph W. Giuliani, a
candidate for the Republican
nomination.

At his campaign stops on
Sunday, Mr. Edwards sought to
highlight his knowledge of
foreign policy by recounting
his recent telephone call with
Pakistan’s president, Pervez
Musharraf, a conversation Mr.
Edwards initiated as soon as he
learned of the death of Benazir
Bhutto. Iraq was not part of his
prepared remarks, save for a
denunciation of greedy military
contractors. But Mr. Edwards
outlined his plan to remove
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American troops from Iraq
during a question-and-answer
session with voters.

In the interview, Mr.
Edwards spoke comfortably
about the subject and without
notes or help from policy
advisers. Some elements of his
plan, however, run counter to
assessments by intelligence
agencies, military officers and
a Congressionally mandated
study.

American military
commanders have publicly
cautioned that a rapid
withdrawal of troops risks a
new escalation of sectarian
violence, which has been
substantially reduced in recent
months. A National
Intelligence Estimate on Iraq
that was issued in January
2007 by the United States
intelligence agencies also
warned that the withdrawal of
American troops over the
ensuing 12 to 18 months would
probably lead to “massive
civilian casualties and forced
population displacement.”

Mr. Edwards
acknowledged that there was a
risk that a speedy troop
drawdown might lead to
substantially increased
sectarian violence. Under Mr.
Edwards’s plan, the United
States would keep a quick
reaction force in Kuwait and
perhaps Jordan to respond to
terrorist threats and possible
“genocide.”

Mr. Edwards has said that
he would also seek to involve
other allied nations in the
effort. But he declined to say
whether the United States
would be prepared to send
troops back into Iraq to stop
attacks on civilians if other
nations did not participate,
stating the question was
hypothetical.

Regarding training, an
independent commission that
was established by Congress to
assess Iraq’s security forces
cautioned in a September
report that Iraq’s security force
would not be able to operate
independently within the next
12 to 18 months. The
commission, whose chairman

was the retired Gen. James L.
Jones, the former Marine
Corps commandant and NATO
commander, noted that the
Iraqi army was making strides
but added that “for the
foreseeable future” Iraqi troops
would continue to rely on
American help with logistics,
equipment, training and
support from air and artillery
units.

That raises the question of
whether Mr. Edwards’s plan to
withdraw American trainers
and logistical support would
undermine the effort to transfer
more responsibility to Iraqis,
which is the main goal of his
policy. Asked about the
commission’s study, Mr.
Edwards said that the key
problem in shifting
responsibility to the Iraqis was
not military, but political.

As the interview drew to a
close, Mrs. Edwards politely
chided this reporter for failing
to ask about Mr. Edwards’s
plan to train some Iraqi forces
outside Iraq, which she
emphasized was an important
feature of the plan. “It’s the
one thing you forgot,” she said.

Mr. Edwards continued the
thought. “Of course, it is
limited,” he said, referring to
the training. “You can do
some. You can do some.”

Throughout his campaign
Mr. Edwards has spoken about
the need to restore the United
States’ moral standing in the
world. He was asked if he
believes the United States has a
duty to help protect Iraqi
civilians, particularly since he
had voted to authorize an
invasion that had unleashed a
sectarian struggle for power.

“That is a very important
question for the president of
the United States because it is
very much a judgment call,”
Mr. Edwards said. “Do I
believe that we have had a
moral responsibility? I do. The
question is, How long does that
moral responsibility continue
and at what juncture is it the
right decision to end what we
have been doing and shift that
responsibility to them?”

“Let’s assume for a minute

that come January 2009 we
still have a significant troop
presence in Iraq, which I think
is likely,” Mr. Edwards added.
“If that is the case, then I think
another 9 to 10 months of
American troop involvement
and expenditure of taxpayer
money with an intense effort to
resolve the political conflict
and intense diplomacy, then at
that point America has done
what it can do.”

Chicago Tribune
January 1, 2008
Pg. 11
32. Court Blocks Gitmo
Inmate's Transfer To
Algeria

A U.S. federal appeals
court Monday blocked the
Bush administration from
transferring a detainee at
Guantanamo Bay to Algeria,
where the prisoner says his life
would be in danger from the
government and Al Qaeda.

The court is stopping any
transfer while it weighs Ahmed
Belbacha's request that he not
be returned to his homeland.

Belbacha was brought to
Guantanamo Bay in 2002 from
Pakistan. The U.S. military
calls Belbacha as an enemy
combatant, saying he
associated with the Taliban in
Afghanistan.
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33. A Hunger For
America
By Moises Naim

The world wants America
back.

For the next several years,
world politics will be reshaped
by a strong yearning for
American leadership. This
trend will be as unexpected as
it is inevitable: unexpected
given the powerful
anti-American sentiments
around the globe, and
inevitable given the vacuums
that only the United States can
fill.

This renewed international

appetite for U.S. leadership
will not merely result from the
election of a new president,
though having a new occupant
in the White House will
certainly help. Almost a decade
of U.S. disengagement and
distraction have allowed
international and regional
problems to swell. Often, the
only nation that has the will
and means to act effectively is
the United States.

To be sure,
anti-Americanism will never
disappear. Nor will America's
enemies go away. But strong
anti-American currents will
increasingly coexist with
equally strong international
demands for the United States
to play a larger role in world
affairs.

Of course, the America
that the world wants back is
not the one that preemptively
invades potential enemies,
bullies allies or disdains
international law. The demand
is for an America that rallies
other nations prone to sitting
on the fence while international
crises are boiling out of
control; for a superpower that
comes up with innovative
initiatives to tackle the great
challenges of the day, such as
climate change, nuclear
proliferation and violent
Islamist fundamentalism. The
demand is for an America that
enforces the rules that facilitate
international commerce and
works effectively to stabilize
an accident-prone global
economy. Naturally, the world
also wants a superpower
willing to foot the bill with a
largess that no other nation can
match.

These are not just naive
expectations. Foreign leaders
know that, even in the best
circumstances, the next U.S.
president will not be able to
deliver on all these things.
They also understand that
American leadership always
comes at a price. Appearing
too closely allied with the
United States is a risky
political position for elected
politicians everywhere. Still,
some have shown a surprising
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readiness to stand with
America.

Consider what happened
last March, when President
Bush traveled to Latin
America, a region he has
largely ignored. To many, it
seemed that the trip was bound
to be inconsequential, as Bush
had nothing concrete to offer.
Yet all the Latin American
presidents who were asked to
host this lame-duck,
empty-handed and politically
radioactive guest agreed to do
so; some even lobbied not to be
left off his itinerary. What was
in it for them? The hope of
getting the superpower to do
something for them. Leftist
Brazilian President Luiz Inácio
Lula da Silva, for example, a
personal friend and staunch
supporter of Bush's nemesis
Hugo Chávez, wanted help
with his country's ethanol
industry.

In Turkey, much like in
Brazil, the population is deeply
critical of the United States.
Yet, much like his Brazilian
counterpart, Prime Minister
Recep Tayyip Erdogan has
openly courted the Bush
administration. The Turkish
prime minister knows that the
United States is his country's
best ally in the effort to get
Turkey into the European
Union.

Lula and Erdogan are just
two in a long list of world
leaders who understand that
while the United States may
sometimes use a heavy hand,
the alternatives are much
worse. Few want to see the
world's stage led by autocratic
regimes such as those in Russia
or China. An ineffectual
Europe does not offer much in
the way of leadership. And
short of these options, there are
few possibilities besides living
in an anarchic vacuum. Many
foreign leaders will therefore
be willing to pay the price that
comes with American
leadership. They ask only that
the price not include
subservience to the whims of a
giant with more power than
brains and whose legitimacy is
undermined by regular displays

of incompetence, recklessness
and ignorance.

Polls in multiple countries
have shown for years that the
legitimacy and prestige of the
United States has deteriorated.
Yet WorldPublicOpinion.org
reports that the same
populations that don't want the
United States to be the world's
"leader" say that they don't
want America to withdraw
from world affairs. For
example, 93 percent of
respondents in South Korea, as
well as 78 percent in France
and 71 percent in Mexico said
last year that the United States
should play a role in solving
international problems.
Moreover, despite the overall
negative perceptions of the
United States, most people
surveyed believe that bilateral
relations between the United
States and their country are
improving. In no country
surveyed does the population
think that the nation's relations
with the United States are
getting worse.

Americans are likewise
yearning for the United States
to be more respected abroad.
Sixty-nine percent of
Americans say they believe it
is best for the United States to
take an active part in world
affairs. And one of the Bush
administration's most senior
members recently called for a
new direction in U.S. thinking
about world affairs. "Success,"
he said, "will be less a matter
of imposing one's will and
more a function of shaping the
behavior of friends, adversaries
and, most importantly, the
people in between... . We need
a dramatic increase in spending
on the civilian instruments of
national security -- diplomacy,
strategic communications,
foreign assistance, civic action,
and economic reconstruction
and development." The
American appealing for a
drastic departure from the
administration's overly
militarized foreign policy?
Defense Secretary Robert
Gates.

The demand for a new
brand of American global

leadership is there.
Increasingly, the supply to
satisfy this demand will also be
there.

Moisés Naím is editor in
chief of Foreign Policy. A
longer version of this column
will be published in the
magazine's forthcoming issue.
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34. Stonewalled By The
C.I.A.
By Thomas H. Kean and Lee
H. Hamilton

Washington -- MORE than
five years ago, Congress and
President Bush created the 9/11
commission. The goal was to
provide the American people
with the fullest possible
account of the “facts and
circumstances relating to the
terrorist attacks of Sept. 11,
2001” — and to offer
recommendations to prevent
future attacks. Soon after its
creation, the president’s chief
of staff directed all executive
branch agencies to cooperate
with the commission.

The commission’s
mandate was sweeping and it
explicitly included the
intelligence agencies. But the
recent revelations that the
C.I.A. destroyed videotaped
interrogations of Qaeda
operatives leads us to conclude
that the agency failed to
respond to our lawful requests
for information about the 9/11
plot. Those who knew about
those videotapes — and did not
tell us about them —
obstructed our investigation.

There could have been
absolutely no doubt in the
mind of anyone at the C.I.A.
— or the White House — of
the commission’s interest in
any and all information related
to Qaeda detainees involved in
the 9/11 plot. Yet no one in the
administration ever told the
commission of the existence of
videotapes of detainee
interrogations.

When the press reported
that, in 2002 and maybe at
other times, the C.I.A. had
recorded hundreds of hours of

interrogations of at least two
Qaeda detainees, we went back
to check our records. We found
that we did ask, repeatedly, for
the kind of information that
would have been contained in
such videotapes.

The commission did not
have a mandate to investigate
how detainees were treated;
our role was to investigate the
history and evolution of Al
Qaeda and the 9/11 plot.
Beginning in June 2003, we
requested all reports of
intelligence information on
these broad topics that had
been gleaned from the
interrogations of 118 named
individuals, including both
Abu Zubaydah and Abd al
Rahim al-Nashiri, two senior
Qaeda operatives, portions of
whose interrogations were
apparently recorded and then
destroyed.

The C.I.A. gave us many
reports summarizing
information gained in the
interrogations. But the reports
raised almost as many
questions as they answered.
Agency officials assured us
that, if we posed specific
questions, they would do all
they could to answer them.

So, in October 2003, we
sent another wave of questions
to the C.I.A.’s general counsel.
One set posed dozens of
specific questions about the
reports, including those about
Abu Zubaydah. A second set,
even more important in our
view, asked for details about
the translation process in the
interrogations; the background
of the interrogators; the way
the interrogators handled
inconsistencies in the
detainees’ stories; the
particular questions that had
been asked to elicit reported
information; the way
interrogators had followed up
on certain lines of questioning;
the context of the
interrogations so we could
assess the credibility and
demeanor of the detainees
when they made the reported
statements; and the views or
assessments of the
interrogators themselves.
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The general counsel
responded in writing with
non-specific replies. The
agency did not disclose that
any interrogations had ever
been recorded or that it had
held any further relevant
information, in any form. Not
satisfied with this response, we
decided that we needed to
question the detainees directly,
including Abu Zubaydah and a
few other key captives.

In a lunch meeting on Dec.
23, 2003, George Tenet, the
C.I.A. director, told us point
blank that we would have no
such access. During the
meeting, we emphasized to
him that the C.I.A. should
provide any documents
responsive to our requests,
even if the commission had not
specifically asked for them.
Mr. Tenet replied by alluding
to several documents he
thought would be helpful to us,
but neither he, nor anyone else
in the meeting, mentioned
videotapes.

A meeting on Jan. 21,
2004, with Mr. Tenet, the
White House counsel, the
secretary of defense and a
representative from the Justice
Department also resulted in the
denial of commission access to
the detainees. Once again,
videotapes were not
mentioned.

As a result of this January
meeting, the C.I.A. agreed to
pose some of our questions to
detainees and report back to us.
The commission concluded
this was all the administration
could give us. But the
commission never felt that its
earlier questions had been
satisfactorily answered. So the
public would be aware of our
concerns, we highlighted our
caveats on page 146 in the
commission report.

As a legal matter, it is not
up to us to examine the
C.I.A.’s failure to disclose the
existence of these tapes. That is
for others. What we do know is
that government officials
decided not to inform a
lawfully constituted body,
created by Congress and the
president, to investigate one

the greatest tragedies to
confront this country. We call
that obstruction.

Thomas H. Kean and Lee
H. Hamilton served as
chairman and vice chairman,
respectively, of the 9/11
commission.
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35. Video Games: A
Learning Tool For
Modern Warfare?
By Michael Peck

Armies fight as they train.
From Caesar's legionnaires to
Patton's GIs, soldiers have
learned their trade by sweating
and straining on muddy drill
fields.

But the Nintendo
Generation will learn to fight
by playing the Pentagon's
equivalent of Halo 3. The
future of military training
became clear recently in
Orlando at I/ITSEC, the annual
trade show for what the
National Training and
Simulation Association
estimates is a $35 billion
industry. The highlight of this
year's show was "Serious
Games," the growing
movement to harness games
for military training and
education.

The video games
resembled the ones teenagers
found under their Christmas
trees this year. There were
games where soldiers learned
to patrol Baghdad
neighborhoods or perform first
aid on digital casualties. Amid
the big, expensive flight
simulators and urban combat
mock-ups on the convention
floor, simple laptops flickered
with digital Iraqis teaching
soldiers how to speak Arabic.

The new rage
Across the USA and

Europe, military researchers
are busily exploring the
potential of video games. Not
because the Joint Chiefs of
Staff are Grand Theft Auto
addicts, but because there are
other values the military can

find with video games.
For one, live training

wears out equipment and
stretches training resources.
The Army National Guard is
resorting to portable live
training centers because there
isn't enough space at the
training ranges for all its
brigades. Then there is simple
economics. When a ride in an
F-15 costs more than $14,000
per flying hour, simulations
look cheap. But the
multimillion dollar price tags
of traditional flight simulators
and other elaborate training
systems make them too
expensive for general use.

So what's left? Serious
Games. Simulations with
lifelike, immersive 3-D
graphics that can be played on
a $700 Dell laptop with a $90
video card. They cannot
completely replace live
training, but they can teach
tasks from disarming an IED to
fixing an Abrams tank.
Soldiers can use them in
barracks. It's no coincidence
the budget-challenged Marine
Corps has been the most
aggressive and innovative in
taking advantage of video
games. Their highly regarded
Virtual Battlespace II tactical
simulation is derived from a
similar video game that retails
for $37.99. Nor is it
coincidence that the Army
recently launched a project
office for games that will
transplant cutting-edge
graphics to Army training
systems.

Are they effective?
Yet behind the beautifully

animated 3-D soldiers lurks a
fundamental question: Do
these games create
better-trained soldiers or are
they just hype? For all the buzz
about games, there is little
proof that they work better
than old-fashioned classroom
training by human instructors
or training in the field.

Before we buy a hybrid
car, we ask whether it gets
better gas mileage than the old
guzzler. Yet the effectiveness
of militarized games is more
faith than fact, although there

is some evidence that some
games are useful for education.
A group of researchers found
that diabetic children who used
a video game with
diabetes-control themes had a
77% decrease in emergency
room visits. Researchers at the
University of Southern
California's Institute for
Creative Technologies also
report that X-Box-style virtual
reality simulations have helped
Iraq war veterans with
post-traumatic stress disorder.
Whether this translates into
better combat skills for battling
al-Qaeda is another matter.

Games could be the most
cost-effective solution for a
high-tech military. But
intensive research is needed to
learn how effective they are.
The problem is not that games
aren't a useful supplement to
live training. The danger is that
as defense budgets shrink and
video games become
ever-more sophisticated, there
will be a temptation to replace
live training with simulations.
For all the virtues of virtual
reality, it cannot recreate the
tension, terror and bloodshed
of war.

Michael Peck is a
contributing editor for
Training and Simulation
Journal, a defense industry
magazine.
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36. China Flexes Its
Muscles
By Gordon G. Chang

The U.S. Navy said it was
"befuddled" by Beijing's
last-minute November denial
of a long-arranged port call for
the Kitty Hawk carrier group in
Hong Kong. This turndown
was on top of China's refusal to
provide shelter for two U.S.
minesweepers seeking refuge
from a storm, and its rejection
of a routine visit for a frigate,
the Reuben James. The Air
Force also received a "no" for a
regular C-17 flight to resupply
the American consulate in
Hong Kong.

page 28



The immediate causes of
these rebuffs may be American
arms sales to Taiwan, which
China regards as sovereign
territory, and the award of a
congressional medal to the
Dalai Lama, with whom
Beijing has had a multi-decade
spat. But so many turndowns
suggest the decisions were
made at the highest levels of
the Chinese central
government -- and at a time
when senior leaders are
reorienting the country's
foreign policy. Washington's
relations with Beijing, in short,
appear headed for increasing
disagreement and tension.

Deng Xiaoping, who
turned China away from
Maoist revolution, believed
that the country should "bide
time" and keep a low profile in
international affairs. Deng
wanted Beijing to "seek
cooperation and avoid
confrontation," especially with
the U.S. China, after a series of
disastrous episodes like the
Cultural Revolution and the
Tiananmen massacre, needed a
peaceful environment and the
help of outsiders to rebuild its
shattered economy.

Deng's successor, Jiang
Zemin, followed this general
approach even though he
wanted Beijing to pursue his
"big country" ambitions. Mr.
Jiang desired recognition for
China's growing status, but he
saw his nation working
cooperatively with the U.S. and
its allies as partners.

Current President Hu
Jintao has shifted China in a
new direction. Like Mr. Jiang,
he believes that the country
should assert itself. But unlike
his predecessor, he seems to
think that China should
actively work to restructure the
international system to be more
to Beijing's liking. In short, the
current leader appears to see
his country mostly working
against the U.S.

The shape of China's
grand strategy became apparent
after a series of meetings in
Beijing in the second half of
2006. In August, the
Communist Party convened its

Central Work Conference on
Foreign Affairs. The meeting,
the culmination of a half-year,
top-to-bottom review of the
country's external policies,
brought together for the first
time all members of the
Politburo, provincial governors
and Party secretaries, the State
Council and central
government ministers, about 60
ambassadors and 30 other
diplomats, and key military
officers with foreign affairs
responsibilities.

Significantly, the public
summary of the meeting did
not include references to the
invariably cited "bide time"
strategy of Deng Xiaoping --
an indication of a fundamental
change in thinking. Adopting
the new tone, that same month
Beijing's top U.N. diplomat in
Geneva, Sha Zukang, told the
U.S. to "shut up" about China's
military buildup.

Later in the year, senior
leaders met one or more times
to confirm the new foreign
policy direction. As veteran
China watcher Willy Lam has
noted, Mr. Hu and the
leadership decided "to make a
clean break with Deng's
cautious axioms and instead,
embark on a path of
high-profile force projection."

Mr. Hu's reorientation of
foreign policy is a consequence
of his increasing reliance on
the People's Liberation Army
as a political base inside the
Party. Since the middle of
2004, he stepped up efforts to
court senior generals for
support of his efforts to assert
supremacy over Jiang Zemin,
who has been clinging to
power and blocking some of
his initiatives. The military, for
example, appears to have been
behind Mr. Hu's partially
successful effort, in the run-up
to last year's 17th Party
Congress, to pick his own
successor.

It seems that at the
massive conclave, held once
every five years, Mr. Hu
obtained the assistance of the
more hawkish officers of the
PLA in return for accelerating
increases in military spending,

promoting some of them to
senior positions -- especially
Gen. Chen Bingde to be the
chief of general staff -- and
steering the country toward a
more assertive posture toward
other nations in general, and
Taiwan in particular.

There are several other
incidents consistent with
China's new assertive posture.
In October 2006, a Chinese
submarine for the first time
surfaced in the middle of an
American carrier group. This
episode, occurring in the
Philippine Sea southeast of
Okinawa, was an obvious
warning to the U.S. Navy to
stay away. And in January of
last year, the PLA, in an
unmistakable display of
military power, destroyed one
of China's old weather
satellites with a ground-based
missile.

Beijing's military has also
started to boast about its new
weapons and war-fighting
capabilities. Peace Mission
2007, cooperative military
exercises in Central Asia in
August, was China's first
large-scale foreign military
deployment, and recent
military maneuvers, apparently
rehearsals to take Taiwan and
disputed islands in the South
China Sea, were remarkable in
scope and sophistication.

China's new ambitions
have been confirmed by Hong
Yuan, a military strategist at
the Chinese Academy of Social
Sciences, who noted a
significant departure from
Beijing's prior posture. China,
he said in October, intended to
project force in areas "way
beyond the Taiwan Strait."

China's military
assertiveness has been matched
by tougher diplomacy. Last
year, a series of high-level
meetings showed that Beijing
has moved closer to Moscow
to cement their "friendship for
generations" and confirm their
opposition to American
initiatives, especially to stop
the Iranian nuclear program.

China's sustained
campaign against German
Chancellor Angela Merkel for

meeting the Dalai Lama in
September is also notably
intense. China even threatened
military and political responses
over economic disputes -- such
as those relating to market
barriers and intellectual
property piracy -- at last
month's session of the
"Strategic Economic
Dialogue," the high-level talks
between the U.S. and China.

The Kitty Hawk port call
fits into this pattern. In the
past, this snub would have
merely been the product of
petulance. Today, it is another
indication of a change in
China's approach to the world.

Last month, Washington
and Beijing agreed to put the
Kitty Hawk and similar
incidents behind them. Now,
the challenge for the U. S. is to
recognize that Chinese
attitudes have turned a corner,
and to craft new policies in
response.

Mr. Chang is the author of
"The Coming Collapse of
China" (Random House, 2001).
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37. Lessons From The
Surge
By Michael Barone

There are lessons to be
learned from the dazzling
success of the surge strategy in
Iraq. Lesson One is that just
about no mission is impossible
for the United States military.
A year ago it was widely
thought, not just by the new
Democratic leaders in
Congress but also in many
parts of the Pentagon, that
containing the violence in Iraq
was impossible. Now we have
seen it done.

We have seen this before
in American history. George
Washington’s forces seemed
on the brink of defeat many
times in the agonizing years
before Yorktown. Abraham
Lincoln’s generals seemed so
unsuccessful in the Civil War
that in August 1864 it was
widely believed he would be
defeated for re-election. But
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finally Lincoln found the right
generals. William Tecumseh
Sherman took Atlanta and
marched to the sea; U.S. Grant
pressed forward in Virginia.

Franklin D. Roosevelt
picked the right generals and
admirals from the start in
World War II, but the first
years of the war were filled
with errors and mistakes. Even
Vietnam is not necessarily a
counterexample. As Lewis
Sorley argues persuasively in
“A Better War: The
Unexamined Victories and
Final Tragedy of America’s
Last Years in Vietnam,” Gen.
Creighton Abrams came up
with a winning strategy by
1972. South Vietnam fell three
years later when the North
Vietnamese army attacked en
masse, and Congress refused to
allow the aid the United States
had promised.

George W. Bush, like
Lincoln, took his time finding
the right generals. But it’s clear
now that the forward-moving
surge strategy devised by
Gens. David Petraeus and
Raymond Odierno has
succeeded where the
stand-aside strategy employed
by their predecessors failed.
American troops are surely the
most capable military force in
history. They just need to be
given the right orders.

Lesson Two is that
societies can more easily be
transformed from the bottom
up than from the top down. Mr.
Bush’s critics are still
concentrating on the failure of
the central Iraqi government to
reach agreement on important
issues — even though the oil
revenues are already being
distributed to the provinces.

We persuaded the Iraqis to
elect their parliament from
national party lists (reportedly
so it would include more
women) rather than elect them
from single-member districts
that would have elected
community leaders more in
touch with local opinion.

But the impetus for change
has come from the bottom up,
from tribal sheikhs in Anbar
Province who tired of the

violence and oppression by al
Qaeda in Iraq, from Shi’ites
and Sunnis who, once
confident of the protection of
American forces and of the
new Iraqi military, decided to
quit killing each other. They
did not wait for orders from
Baghdad or for legislation to
be passed with all the i’s dotted
and t’s crossed.

Our own recent history
should have taught us that
bottomup transformation, in
local laboratories of reform,
can often achieve results that
seemed impossible to national
leaders.

At the beginning of the
1990s we seemed to have
intractable problems of high
crime and welfare dependency.
Experts argued we couldn’t
hope for improvement. But
state and local leaders got to
work and showed that change
for the better was possible.
They included Wisconsin Gov.
Tommy Thompson on welfare
and New York Mayor Rudy
Giuliani on crime control and
many others, mostly
Republicans but many
Democrats as well. The federal
government came charging in
only after success was
achieved in states and cities
across the country. By now
welfare dependency and crime
have fallen by more than half,
and they have virtually
disappeared as political issues.

Lesson Three is that it
doesn’t pay to bet against
America. As Walter Russell
Mead explains in his trenchant
(and entertaining) “God and
Gold: Britain and America and
the Making of the Modern
World,” first Britain and then
America have built the most
prosperous and creative
economies the world has ever
seen and have prevailed in
every major military conflict
(except when they fought each
other) since the Glorious
Revolution of 1688. Many of
those victories were achieved
in conflicts far more grueling
than what we have faced in
Iraq.

Some of George W.
Bush’s critics seem to have

relished the prospect of
American defeat and some
refuse to acknowledge the
success that has been achieved.
But it appears they have “
misunderestimated” him once
again, and have
“misunderestimated” the
competence of the American
military and of free peoples
working from the bottom up to
transform their societies for the
better.

It’s something to be
thankful for as the new year
begins.

Michael Barone is a
nationally syndicated
columnist.
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38. Gays And The
Military
Where do GOP candidates
stand?
By Elaine Donnelly

The first of two
installments.

If there is a conflict
between equal opportunity and
military necessity, which one
should have priority? The
non-partisan Center for
Military Readiness asked all
presidential candidates to state
their views on this and related
military/social issues that
affect discipline and morale.

In 1992, candidate Bill
Clinton downplayed his intent
to lift the ban on homosexuals
in the military. Mr. Clinton
failed, but his administrative
"Don't Ask, Don't Tell"
policy/regulations moved the
agenda half-way.During a June
2007 presidential debate, Sen.
Hillary Clinton, New York
Democrat, admitted that "Don't
Ask, Don't Tell" was supposed
to be a "transitional policy"
toward full acceptance of
professed homosexuals in the
military. Where do
Republicans stand on this and
other military personnel
issues?

Former Arkansas Gov.
Mike Huckabee responded
well to the CMR survey,
indicating that he would assign

priority to military necessity.
Mr. Huckabee would restore
compliance with regulations
and law regarding women in or
near direct ground combat, and
opposes Selective Service
registration of young women,
female sailors serving on
submarines, the still-unratified
CEDAW Treaty, tax-funded
feminist power bases in the
Pentagon and problematic
family policies that increase
single parenthood.

Mr. Huckabee also
endorses the 1993 law banning
homosexuals from the military,
but with contradictions. In a
transcribed interview with
Associated Press editors
reported April 24, 2007, Mr.
Huckabee said, "I'm not sure
that being homosexual should
automatically disqualify a
person from the military. If a
person can do his or her job,
you know that's not for me the
biggest issue."

This statement fails to
recognize that the military
differs from civilian
occupations. Discipline and
morale are essential, and the
law states that homosexuals are
not eligible to serve. When
asked about Mr. Huckabee's
incongruous statement to AP,
his campaign said he still
supports the 1993 law. He and
other Republicans also endorse
"Don't Ask, Don't Tell,"
without explaining what they
mean.

On the one hand we have
the law that Congress passed
with bipartisan veto-proof
majorities, "Section 654, Title
10," which could have been
named the "Military Personnel
Eligibility Act of 1993." The
statute codified pre-Clinton
Defense Department
regulations stating that
"homosexuality is incompatible
with military service," and the
courts have declared it
constitutional several times.

We also have Mr.
Clinton's "Don't Ask, Don't
Tell" enforcement regulations,
inconsistent with the law,
which invite homosexuals to
serve if they do not say they
are homosexual. Presidents are
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obliged to enforce laws, but not
their predecessors'
administrative policies. If the
next president faithfully
enforces the law, while
dropping Mr. Clinton's
convoluted "Don't Ask, Don't
Tell" policy, homosexuals
would be deterred from
enlisting in the military. They
could still serve America in
many ways, but the number of
homosexual discharges would
plummet.

The campaigns of former
New York Mayor Rudy
Giuliani and former
Massachusetts Gov. Mitt
Romney said they do not
answer surveys, leaving
questions about positions taken
previously. In December 1999,
for example, the New York
Times reported that Mr.
Giuliani, who was expected to
run against then-Senate
candidate Hillary Clinton,
agreed with her support for
professed homosexuals in the
military.

In 1994, then-Senate
candidate Mitt Romney
secured the endorsement of the
Massachusetts Log Cabin
Republicans by signing a letter
supporting "gays and lesbians
being able to serve openly and
honestly in our nation's
military." When CNN's
Anderson Cooper confronted
Mr. Romney with that
statement in November 2007,
Mr. Romney answered in terms
of "Don't Ask, Don't Tell." "I
didn't think it would work,"
Mr. Romney said. "I thought
that was a policy, when I heard
about it, I laughed. ... It's been
there now for, what, 15 years?
It seems to have worked." We
still do not know Mr. Romney's
position on the 1993 law,
which codified pre-Clinton
regulations stating that
"homosexuality is incompatible
with military service."

Sen. John McCain,
Arizona Republican, voted for
the 1993 law, but his campaign
only provided an April 2007
letter from his Senate office to
an activist for homosexuals in
the military. The letter
mislabeled the law "Don't Ask,

Don't Tell," and indicated
support for that policy. Former
Tennessee Sen. Fred
Thompson sent a statement
endorsing the proper purpose
of the military, but reflecting
the same contradiction. Mr.
Thompson's statement says he
supports both current law and
Defense Department policies
regarding homosexuals in the
military, and "sees no reason to
alter this approach, especially
during times of conflict and
global instability."

The comment about
timing, which echoes similar
statements made by Mr.
Romney and Mr. Giuliani, is
puzzling because liberals are
the only ones trying to repeal
the 1993 law. When the current
conflict subsides, should
homosexual activists succeed?
Voters should ask, and
Republicans should tell.

Elaine Donnelly is
president of the Center for
Military Readiness. The CMR
2008 Presidential Candidate
Survey is posted at
www.cmrlink.org.
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39. The Battle Of Ideas
U.S. losing in recent years
By Daniel L. Davis

The United States is
currently locked into a global
war whose primary
battleground is not Iraq,
Afghanistan or the tribal areas
of Pakistan but in that
ill-defined terrain of the mind
where the beliefs, convictions
and passions of men reside. As
difficult and unpleasant as it is
to admit, America is not
winning on this psychological
battlefield; if we do not reverse
this trend quickly we may
someday find ourselves in
danger of losing on a physical
battlefield.

In a recent interview, Lt.
Gen. Peter Chiarelli — the
senior military adviser to the
secretary of defense and a
highly decorated combat
veteran — told me he believed
only 40 percent of winning a

war was based on the "kinetic
fighting" at which American
Forces excel, while fully 60
percent was predicated on
winning the battle of ideas.
"Look at our enemy in Iraq and
Afghanistan," the general
explained. "He is cutting
people's heads off, murdering
women and children, blowing
up religious sites — and yet we
say he is winning the
information war? That's got to
change."

Another highly decorated
veteran of combat in both Iraq
and Afghanistan, Col. Lee
Fetterman, said of this battle of
the mind, "Wars are won in the
will, and if someone or a group
of someone's hates another
group with enough passion, it
can be a very long and difficult
struggle."

If some of the Army's
most accomplished battle
leaders of today understand the
critical value of ideas and how
important they are to winning
wars, why do we seem to be
lagging behind an enemy who,
as Gen. Chiarelli points out,
butchers women and children?
Many in the United States
shake their heads in
incredulity, particularly when
American efforts to care for the
dispossessed are contrasted so
sharply against such brutality.
Upon closer examination,
however, we find the reasons
may not be so hard to
understand.

There was a time in the
not-too-distant past when
America possessed
considerable admiration and
respect in the minds of people
across the world. But over time
that prestige has tarnished
while at the same time our
domestic condition improved
to unprecedented heights. It
seems we began to believe all
the stories about how great we
were while inversely showing
less and less consideration,
respect and appreciation for
those beyond our borders. This
undesirable condition has
worsened over the past decade,
and as is now becoming very
clear, works against our
self-interest.

Shortly after Desert Storm,
when the Soviet Union
dissolved and the Cold War
ended, instead of working to
further diminish tensions and
develop a partner relationship
with Moscow, we took the
unnecessary step of expanding
the NATO military alliance
toward a weakened Russia, we
unilaterally abandoned the
Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty
because it suited our preference
and in the run-up to Operation
Iraqi Freedom we
diplomatically bludgeoned
longtime allies France and
Germany, completely
disregarding their opinions and
concerns.

Today, we need Russian
diplomatic help with North
Korea and Iran, but now that
Russia is no longer weak,
Moscow is much less inclined
to act in ways that benefit the
United States. We need French
and German help in both Iraq
and Afghanistan, and true to
our historic friendship they
have helped — but that help
was much delayed in coming
and has been less than it could
have been as a result of the
way we ignored them in the
run-up to the Iraq war. And,
ominously, because of
perceived double standards,
even popular opinion in Turkey
— one of our most critical
allies in that part of the world
— has turned sharply against
the United States.

I could offer a number of
specific policy and
organizational
recommendations for reform,
but frankly none of that will
matter unless there is first a
fundamental change in the
mind of Americans. If we do
not accept that along with our
many and substantial virtues
we are also guilty of
sometimes not insignificant
pride, arrogance and hubris, no
reform is even possible. It is
imperative that our national
leaders concede the fact that
part of the reason we're not
winning the global battle of the
mind is our past behavior, our
insistence on having things our
way and our unwillingness to
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compromise on non-critical
issues to our friends and allies.

We can't undo the past, but
we most assuredly can change
what we do from here forward.
Perhaps a slice of "humble pie"
with a holiday meal would be
in order to facilitate a fresh
start in the new year.

Our success on future
battlefields could depend on it.

Maj. Daniel L. Davis is a
cavalry officer who fought in
Desert Storm in 1991 and
served in Afghanistan in 2005.

New York Post
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40. Terror On The Run
The year the tide turned
By Ralph Peters

As 2007 drew to a close,
embarrassed journalists sought
to play down American
military successes and avoided
questioning Democratic
presidential contenders about
their predictions of inevitable
failure in Iraq.

Magically, Iraq
disappeared from the headlines
- except on those rare
occasions when a problem
could be reported. At the close
of a year of stunning progress,
media stories on New Year's
Eve leapt to report that 2007
had been the deadliest year for
US troops.

You had to read deep into
the columns to learn that those
casualties occurred in the first
half of 2007, as we battled and
defeated the terrorists and
militias - or that, in recent
months, American and Iraqi
casualties have plummeted as a
relative peace broke out.

Still, all that was just
hushing up dirty family secrets
in the media clan and an effort
by left-leaning journalists and
editors to protect the politicians
they favor.

The greatest media story
of 2007 was the one you never
read (unless you read The
Post): The year was a strategic
catastrophe for Islamist
terrorists - and possibly a
historic turning point in the
struggle against al Qaeda and
its affiliates.

While al Qaeda in Iraq can
still launch suicide missions,
such acts now serve only to
further alienate the Iraqi
people, who've come to hate
the grisly foreign interlopers
with a passion you have to
encounter first-hand to
appreciate.

That fundamental change
in outlook, especially among
Sunni Arabs, may well mark
last year as Islamist terrorism's
high-water mark, the point at
which fellow Muslims by the
tens of millions publicly
rejected the message and
methods of self-styled holy
warriors who revel in the
slaughter of the innocent.

Tens of thousands of
fellow Muslims, previously
allied with al Qaeda, turned
their weapons against the
fanatics. It was the biggest
global story since 9/11. And it
was buried on Page 14, if
mentioned at all.

Many factors came
together to transform Iraq,
including the fierce and
incisive leadership of Gen.
David Petraeus, the
effectiveness of a new breed of
subordinate commanders
honed by war, the
psychological impact of the
troop surge and the pervasive
Iraqi weariness of violence and
destruction - a strategic mood
swing.

Yet, for all that, the
greatest strategic development
- which will reverberate for
years to come - was the
Arab-Muslim repudiation of al
Qaeda, an organization that
claims to be the champion of
Sunni Islam.

Islamist terrorism isn't
going to go away, of course.
Countries from Algeria to
Pakistan are newly endangered
as fanatics turn from futile
attempts to defeat America to
punishing local populations.
We'll still see decades of
bombings and assassinations.

But Islamist terrorism is
no longer viewed as a solution
by the masses of the Middle
East.

That self-tormented region
will struggle for decades with

its religious civil wars. And
terrorists may still muster the
ability to strike the American
homeland again in the hope of
reinvigorating their cause.

But 2007 may have been
to the struggle against
Islamofascism what 1943 was
to the Second World War: the
year in which it became clear
that, no matter how long the
war lasted, civilization's
enemies couldn't win.

The lack of attention paid
to the disaster that befell the
terrorist cause - essentially
acknowledged by Osama bin
Laden's "holiday" audio tape -
is as if, in 1943, the Allied
media hadn't reported any Axis
defeats.

Instead, as Iraq improved,
we only heard how things were
turning bad in Afghanistan.
Political and media critics of
our efforts to defeat Islamist
terror attempt to discourage the
American people (and voters)
by downplaying progress
anywhere and by raising the
bar for success impossibly
high.

As this column has
maintained for years,
Afghanistan is never going to
become Iowa. Much of the
country is still decades away
from the electric light.
Impoverished, backward and
torn by three decades of war, it
just isn't going to meet
civics-class norms anytime
soon.

But the essential question
regarding Afghanistan isn't
how closely Kandahar
resembles Des Moines this
week, but simply this: "Is
Afghanistan a better place
today, for the Afghan people
and for our own security, than
it was 9/10/01, when religious
fanatics ruled the country and
al Qaeda had a homeland?"

The answer, of course, is
"Yes!"

But that won't do for
journalists or pols who've
staked their reputations and
careers on America's failure.
And now we're seeing a shift to
declaring all our efforts in vain
because of the rising terror
threat in Pakistan.

Well, we helped create
that situation - not because we
supported Gen. Musharraf, but
because we undercut him by
insisting that his government
share power with some of the
most corrupt politicians in the
world, including the cynical,
unscrupulous and incompetent
Benazir Bhutto.

(How many chances does
a political leader deserve to
wreck his or her country?
Bhutto had two and left an
astonishing legacy of
malfeasance.)

The bottom line on 2007 is
simply this: While many in the
media want you to believe it
was another disaster for the
United States, it was the worst
year for the terrorists since
2001.

Much could still go wrong,
of course, in Iraq and
elsewhere. We should never
underestimate the genius for
self-destruction ingrained in
Middle-Eastern mentalities.
And Islamist terror, to some
degree, will be with us
throughout our lifetimes.

But in 2007 we saw how
superficial Muslim support
really was for al Qaeda and its
ilk. We learned that
bloodthirsty fanatics who
invoke religion can - and will -
be defeated.

And we should have
learned the utility of fighting,
instead of letting liberal-elite
America-haters inflict their
defeatist agenda on our country
and the world.

If the forces of civilization
and freedom do as well in 2008
as they did in 2007, we'll all
have a great deal to celebrate
next New Year's Eve.

Ralph Peters' latest book
is "Wars of Blood and Faith."
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