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The Center for American Progress (CAP) hoged adiscussion ontherelease of therepart, GHow
to Redeploy: Implementing a Responsble Drawdown of U.S. Forces from Irag,Owhich
examines recent developmentsin Irag and how an orderly withdrawal of U.S. forces can be
conduded over aten month period. Pandistsinduded Lawrence J. Korb, CAP Senior Fellow,
Colond T.X. Hammes (Retired), United States Marine Corps, and Lt. Col. John Nagl,
(Retired), U.S. Army and Senior Fellow at the Center for a New American Security.

Korb stated tha U.S. forces could withdraw from Irag in eight to ten monthssafely. This
withdrawal, Korb claimed, would bring togeher the variouslraqgi factionsand would motivate
Iraq@@ government to bring aboutappropriate recondliation. Setting a withdrawal date also
would givethe U.S. more leveragewith Irag@ neighbors and allow them to work with the
U.S. to prevent Iraqfrom becoming a failed state. Korb then stated tha not setting a deadline
for a speedy withdrawa would unde'mine recent security gansand damage U.S. coopeation
with the Sonsof Irag.

Korb further claimed tha untl theU.S. is outof Irag, it would be difficult to work with Irag®@
neighboss, especialy Iran. Furthermore, Korb said tha Iraqgi security forces havethe capadty
to ad, but not the will, so without U.S. withdrawal they will lack theincentiveto act onthe
tasks necessary for stabilizing the nation. Korb added tha thelonge theU.S. maintainsa
presencein Irag, themore likely the lragis will get theimpression tha theU.S. will notleave.
He conduddl by stating tha if the U.S. beginswithdrawal Iragis would be unlikely to hamper
theexit asit isagreed uponby all parties.

Hammes disagreed with the paper@ recommendaionssaying tha the report undetakes
opeaationd and tactical planningwithouta strategic context. He said that the report makes
withdrawal thegod and overlooksAmerica@® other interestsin Irag and the region as awhole.
He criticized thefact tha therecommendaion does notindudethe other naions stationed in

Iraq or deals with contractors. Hammes also said tha thereport is based on theassumption that
the Iragis will be happyto see the U.S. withdraw, and does not take into consderation how Irag®@
neighbois may react or wha will happen if ethnic strife re-emerges. Hammes conduded by
saying the conditions under which the U.S. withdraws need to be informed by America@
strategic goalsin the region and how a withdrawal will achieve them.

Nagl also disagreed with therepont® recommendaionssaying tha there is greater security on
thegroundin Irag and areturn to normality. He said that thelragi security forces are performing
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much better, but are notready to take over complete security duties withoutthe assistance of
coditionforces. Accordingto Nagl, a precipitouswithdrawal could cause the collapse of Iraqgi
security forces and damage America@ credibility with partnersinddelrag. He contended that
Iragis want to see the U.S. leave, butnat untl it isassured that awithdrawal will not plungethe
naioninto chaos Nagl remarked tha thelack of political and security progress by Iragisis not
dueto alack of will, butalack of capability. Inlightof this, Nagl suggested tha the U.S.
gradually withdraw its combat presence over several yearsand supplement it with alow-
key advisory and logistical presence. Thiswould create a U.S. presence that would act asa
modeating influence onthe Sunns and Shiites and would prevent areturn to civil conflict.
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