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When the Iraq Study Group gives its report to the president soon, I hope the panel will not only provide recommendations about how to improve U.S. war strategy in Iraq—as the media and elites have been discussing—but also give advice on how to more fairly fight the war here at home.  The commission, led by former Secretary of State James A. Baker III and former Congressman Lee Hamilton, must give the White House better ideas on both fronts of this war.

In 2003, I was not in favor of invading Iraq because I did not think it was in our national interest.  I was convinced neither of Iraq’s terrorist connections nor of the Bush administration’s effectiveness in seeking a diplomatic solution.  In 2006, I may be against the tide of S.C. public opinion again because I do think that a phased redeployment of U.S. troops is the best solution to this difficult dilemma.  Stabilizing Iraq is now in the vital and strategic interest of the United States.  Even as I want America’s troops to come home, U.S. efforts in the Middle East over the last three years could be seriously damaged—and American credibility undermined—if U.S. troops move out of Iraq too soon.
Unfortunately, many in Congress believe the midterm elections indicate support for a quick redeployment.  This is certainly advocated by many voters.  But America’s leaders should see the recent election as an endorsement that new thinking and strategies must be seriously evaluated, an attitude leaders in the White House and Pentagon seemed to dismiss before Nov 7.  The 110th Congress and the White House must commit themselves to finding new solutions to solve the chaos in Iraq and to better prepare the American people for this long endeavor.

Much in Iraq is disturbing.  Iraq’s prime minister, Nouri al-Maliki, has been unable to bring together the increasingly violent religious and ethnic factions that struggle for power.  Training Iraqi troops has also not gone as quickly as planned.  Perhaps even more disturbing is that the Taliban is gaining more control of Afghanistan.  Hopefully the Iraq Study Group will have well-researched ideas about how best to improve military strategy, accountability in U.S. spending, and America’s public diplomacy apparatus.

At home, the Iraq Study Group should persuade President Bush to outline a plan to more equitably share the burden for this war.  The only Americans currently sacrificing for this war are our military families.  As we continue to build up a massive debt, most of us go on about our daily lives as if nothing has changed—even if we have close friends in the military that we sometimes console.  We have not been asked to sacrifice as a nation.  Especially during a global struggle, as the administration calls this fight against terrorism, all Americans should shoulder some costs.

Members of my generation should be outraged that the financial burden is being handed to us, especially since the majority of troops killed in Iraq are under 30.  With midterm results showing a 24 percent increase in voters under 30, perhaps America’s political leaders will see that young voters are engaged in politics and that it is unreasonable to place such expense on one group.
Although it is imperative that the Iraq Study Group offer new ideas to better our war strategy in the Middle East, it is equally necessary for this commission to provide a plan for more burden-sharing here at home.  The success and legitimacy of U.S. foreign policy depends on recognizing what changes need to be made on both fronts of this war.
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