
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

The Military Assistant 

4 February 2005 - 1130 Hours 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. JAMES P. THOMAS, DASO/ RESOURCES 

SUBJECT: I 

Sir: 

Please res pond to the Deputy's query on the I (b )(6) I Article: 

"Jim Thomas -
Do you know why I (b)(6) I wrote the article? 
It's a dubious idea and his identifier makes it worse. 

Thank you. 

Attachment: 
as stated 
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Military Assistant to the 
Deputy Secretary of Defense 



From the Desk of 
Paul Wolfowitz 

c.e 

Die 
o4 ? 224 a 
11 524__ 4eL  itjs I C6-017672/L 

>MIAS (1707.- . 

PAY 



5/Ay cb. L--, 

(b)(6) )9 2_ n BOOr 

 

  

SAA Pt/ //?- R 5.5'5 fi 7323  L-J-7-

 

..r -A? A Q s, /7's O2VFZ-)AartJ2 7E1 

h ie IS 779/4/-/Aa;.  /9/77 /9/01/36A-c1/ 2/  

777)/97-  GCE 14/ 

(A---„e ) 771r 

&yore: /71/55 416-

 

Vis-c5,e_ 7-z) Z=A/ 

01/zSeil-77e-W e..)F J7T72,9 Se7c t-11--) 7-7 

pe)RcES _ "   pie). ve-

 

E- PL-XL-1  /r-/CIE,A)ns /Al 2)2-1))1). 



Very r spectfully, 

OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
The Senior Military Assistant 

3 February 2005 - 2000 Hours 

MEMORANDUM FOR: DR. WILLIAM LUTI, DUSD / NESA 

SUBJECT: Article by I (b)(6) in the 3Feb05 "Washington Post" 
on Page 21 Entitled "But What about the Sunnis?" 

Sir: 

The Deputy Secretary returns the attached with the following comments: 

"Bill — Thanks for the article. Would like your 
reaction to it." 

Thank you. 

Fra G. Helm 
't 

Brigadier General, USA 
Senior Military Assistant to the 

Deputy Secretary of Defense 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Suspense: Thursday, 10 February 2005 
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Esti sAluttkt But What About The Sunnis? 

By (b)(6) 

When the votes are counted in Iraq, it's almost certain that the majority of members of the assembly 
chosen to draft the new constitution will be Shiite Muslims, with a strong representation of Kurds. At 
that point, they will face a question that they must deal with quickly: What to do about the Sunnis? 

It's likely that the nation's Sunni minority will be grossly underrepresented in the outcome of Sunday's 
elections, in part because of insurgent intimidation and in part because of a deliberate boycott. Sunni 
resistance to the concept of majority rule is real. Much of it is fed by a fear of Shiite and Kurdish 
retaliation for centuries of Stinni domination. The Sunni insurgency is not a national resistance 
movement, despite the efforts of some in the Arab world to portray it that way. But it is a full-fledged 
guerrilla campaign to deny democracy to Iraq. 

Some officials in Washington are contenting themselves with quibbling over what to call the present 
security emergency in Iraq. This is somewhat like the passengers and crew on the Titanic arguing over 
whether the ship hit an iceberg or an ice floe. The resistance is coming from a significant portion of 
Sunnis who, if they are not actively involved in it, are tacitly supporting it. 

The new government has two clear courses of action open to it, and a relatively short time to choose 
between them. The first approach is simple, and I'd advise against it. The Iraqi government could treat 
this challenge as a civil war and try to crush the insurgency by force of arms alone. We Americans did 
this once. It worked, but the price was the greatest bloodletting in our nation's history. The majority 
imposed its will on the minority, and the nation looks the way it does today because of that choice. 

The problem with a civil war analogy is that our Civil War was fought in a relative vacuum. With a 
weak Mexico to our south and a British Canadian colony to our north, we could shed blood with 
relatively little worry about immediate interference from our neighbors. Iraq does not have that luxury. 

The second alternative is to act quickly to bring the homegrown members of the Sunni insurgency back 
into the tent and to the bargaining table as partners in crafting a constitution. In keeping members of the 
Sunni resistance out of the process we run the risk of making the same mistake we made in Somalia. By 
giving the other side no option but to fight, we ensure a long, bloody struggle. 

There is good evidence that some of the more competent Baathist leadership on the insurgent side is 
made up of relatively young mid-level members of the former security services, rather than the 
discredited members of the Hussein clique. By automatically excluding them from the process, the Iraqi 
government would give them very little choice but to keep fighting. 

By offering an immediate amnesty and allowing for the former mid-level Baathists to form a legitimate 
party to represent Sunni interests, the new Iraqi leadership can drive a wedge separating nationalist Iraqi 
Sunnis who might want to participate from the foreign fighters and hard-core former members of the 
discredited regime. 

When interim Prime Minister Ayad Allawi made this offer to the Sunni resistance before, the caveats he 

2/3/2005 



JJQL VV11al ALAJtAL I 11%.,  ,J1-11.11.1113 ; 

put on it -- at the insistence of hard-line Shiites and in response to bad advice from some Americans --
were clearly unacceptable: Anyone who had waged a successful attack on the Americans or government 
forces was automatically excluded from the process. This left the opposition with a choice between 
continuing to fight and capitulating. The new government has the temporary advantage of being able to 
ignore such pressure. 

The opposition in Iraq is a fragile coalition of forces with incompatible views as to its goals -- other than 
the goal of getting the Americans out of the country. In fact, some of the most radical members probably 
want to see us remain, since shooting at Americans is their sole claim to legitimacy. Fracturing that 
coalition is the key to success. 

The writer, a retired Marine Corps officer, has been an adviser to the Defense Department on the 
creation of Iraqi security forces and has traveled to Iraq in that capacity. 
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