NOW THAT TRAINING IN
IRAQ IS A FAILURE,
PETRAEUS NO LONGER
MENTIONED

Screen grab of glorious General
Petraeus from US Army recruiting video
A remarkable story in this morning’s Washington
Post addresses a report released today from the
Special Inspector General for Iraq
Reconstruction.

The report details that the

training of police forces in Iraq has been a
failure:
Over the course of the eight-year-old
war and military occupation, thousands
of U.S. troops have spent considerable
time and effort wooing and training
police recruits, but Iraqi officials
have often accused the United States of
not providing much more than basic
training.
In an August interview, Akeel Saeed,
inspector general of the Iraqi Interior
Ministry, said that in the past, the
U.S. military was too often
“implementing what they wanted, without
acknowledging what the Iraqis wanted.”

The article discloses that despite all of this
basic “training” that the US has provided over
the years, now that the program has been handed
over to the State Department, they will use the

bulk of their $887 million budget this year on
private security contractors.

That fact alone

is all the proof we need that there is no
confidence at all in Iraqi security forces, or
there would be little to no need for the
mercenaries:
But a government report set for release
Monday found that the department is
spending just 12 percent of money
allocated for the program on advising
Iraqi police officials, with the “vast
preponderance” of funds going toward the
security, transportation and medical
support of the 115 police advisers hired
for the program. When U.S. troops leave,
thousands of private security guards are
expected to provide protection for the
thousands of diplomats and contractors
set to stay behind. For security
reasons, the State Department has
declined to specify the cost and size of
its anticipated security needs.

However, the SIGIR report (pdf) itself provides
more background for understanding why such a
large mercenary force is needed.

First, the

report documents the handing over of
responsibility for police training to DoD back
in 2004 [INL is the Department of State’s Bureau
of International Narcotics and Law Enforcement
Affairs]:
Since 2003, the United States has spent
about $8 billion to train, staff, and
equip Iraqi police forces to maintain
domestic order and deny terrorists a
safe haven within Iraq. Within DoS, INL
is responsible for developing policies
and managing programs that strengthen
law enforcement and other rule of law
institutional capabilities outside the
United States.
In 2003, INL was assigned initial
responsibility for the Iraqi police
training program and funded it. The

Department of Justice’s International
Criminal Investigation Training and
Assistance Program was also involved.
However, program responsibility was
transferred to DoD in 2004 due to the
Iraq security situation, the scale of
the task, and the need to ensure unity
of command and effort. Specifically, on
May 11, 2004, National Security
Presidential Directive 36 assigned the
mission of organizing, training, and
equipping Iraq’s security forces,
including the police, to the U.S.
Central Command, until the Secretaries
of State and Defense agreed that DoS
should take on that responsibility.

But the reality is that first DoD, and now DoS
refuse to provide a realistic assessment of the
current capabilities of the Iraqi police forces:
INL has not currently assessed Iraqi
police capabilities to the extent
necessary to provide a sufficient basis
for developing detailed program tasks
and an effective system for measuring
program results. Over two and-a-half
years ago, a Joint Transition Planning
Team made a three-week visit to Iraq to
gain a baseline understanding of Iraq
police forces’ capabilities, but noted
that a number of follow-on steps would
be required for program design. However,
the follow-on steps for program design
were not accomplished and a planned 2011
baseline assessment was not completed.

The report goes on to note:
In October 2010, SIGIR raised concerns
that DoS would be assuming
responsibility for a program to advise
and assist Iraqi police forces when the
capabilities of those forces had not
been assessed in any comprehensive way.
We reported that neither DoD nor DoS has

fully assessed the capabilities of the
Iraqi police. DoD carried out some
assessments, but they have limited
usefulness in evaluating the current
capabilities of the Iraqi police
services. SIGIR recommended that the
Commanding General, U.S. Forces-Iraq, in
consultation with the Assistant
Secretary, INL, work with the MOI to
help assess the capabilities of the
Iraqi police and provide that assessment
to INL. Although U.S. Forces–Iraq agreed
with the report recommendation, the
assessment was not completed.

The simplest explanation for why so many groups
refuse to complete the task of assessing the
capabilities of Iraq’s police forces is that the
result is not one they wish to publish. The
refusal to publish an assessment of Iraqi police
capabilities, coupled with the DoS plan to rely
on mercenaries rather than on the “trained”
forces, can only lead to the conclusion that
Iraq’s police forces cannot be counted on to
function at a level that would protect DoS
activities in Iraq after withdrawal of US
troops.
Now that the most reasonable assumption is that
US efforts to train security forces in Iraq have
failed, it is notable that the Washington Post’s
article today is missing one key piece of
background. Since the handover of the training
program to DoD in 2004, every time there have
been claims about how well things were going in
Iraq and/or how many security forces were being
trained, the press has been careful to credit
David Petraeus as being the driving force behind
such efforts. In fact, one of the first times
Petraeus burst onto the national scene was when
in September, 2004 the Washington Post carried
an op-ed from Petraeus in which he was allowed
to make grandiose claims about progress in
training Iraqi security forces. Later, in
September, 2007, the kerfluffle over Move-On’s
“Betrayus” ad diverted attention from the fact

that during his testimony on the effectiveness
of the “surge”, he was effectively starting over
on training of Iraqi security forces, with his
“progress” from 2004 having been wiped off the
books and out of Washington’s memory. There was
one ABC News report in 2005 that actually
mentioned failures in Petraeus’ efforts training
Iraqi police, but this particular report is very
much in the minority.
Will any press reports this week manage to
connect Petraeus’ name with the failure in
training security forces in Iraq?
your breath waiting.
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