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In article <hsiafOlad5b4er8ijdcgqffkm5vvtlplao@4ax.com>, Dave Typinski
<nospam@nospam.net> wrote:

> Joe Bergeron wrote:

>

> >In article <brd9fOp6bhglbasOtr6bulenscd88i02ae@4ax.com>, Dave Typinski
> ><nospam@nospam.net> wrote:

> >

> >> >Don't you consider it rather facile to pretend that the point these
> >> >"idiots" are trying to make is that they should be killed?

> >>

> >> That's not the point they're trying to make - it is the point they're

> >> making. If that's incorrect, what would you suggest as the proper
> >> interpretation of their actions?

> >

> >I'm not really sure. | suspect it may have something to do with their
> >resentment of having their nation invaded by a foreign power. Whether
> >0r not you believe it's for their own good, you may be willing to

> >concede that it could be pretty hard to take.

>

> Of course, absolutely. I'm sure it's a bit of a two—edged sword to

> the average Iragi — Saddam's gone, but, look what had to happen to get
> it done. Thus, I'm unsurprised when they evince mixed feelings about
> the whole thing. They'd also 30 years of pent-up frustrations that

> they vented upon the nearest thing to an authority figure at the time:
> coalition forces. That, though, only lasted a short while,

> immediately after the invasion.

>

> These folks, however, aren't the people with whom we're immediately
> concerned. The concern is the group of terrorist insurgents made

> largely out of foreign ideological mercenaries plus the remaining

> dregs of the old guard. They voice their displeasure not by

> discussion, but by suicide bombings, kidnappings, and RPG attacks. |
> see no effective way to remove this threat other than to kill all

> those involved. Appeasement won't work as accession to their stated
> demands would make things immeasurably worse.
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I'm not convinced that the majority of these insurgents are outsiders.
Nor do | expect anyone to react to armed foreign invaders with
discussion. They are resisting the occupation of their country with the
limited means available to them, just as you and | would be doing if it
was our country that had been taken over. I'm sure they'd prefer to be
doing it with tanks and A10s, but they don't have any and they aren't
very good at using them anyway. I'm not calling them heroes or freedom
fighters, just desperate, ignorant men who habitually try to solve

their problems with violence. It's disingenuous to pose in a cloak of
moral indignation when our conquests don't result in the invaded

parties rolling over to display their bellies. Kill them if you must,

but don't feign outrage over their dastardly acts of non—compliance.

>

> That's what | meant about the message they're sending. They claim to
> desire the removal of coalition forces from Irag. They claim to want

> |srael to simply disappear. Both of these demands are irrational.

Do you mean they are rational?

> Moreover, their actions aren't rational. Therefore, instead of
> communicating a message of "leave us alone," they're communicating the
> message, "the only way to stop us is to kill us."

That's pretty much the same message communicated by any committed
military or paramilitary force, isn't it? At least those that see
themselves as having nothing left to lose.

Joe Bergeron
http://www.joebergeron.com
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