
taneously, even as the costs have
escalated. The Pentagon has
strained to pacify Iraq, population
27 million. But other potential
trouble spots are of a different
order of magnitude: Iran has 65
million people; Pakistan, 165 mil-
lion. Even with the U.S. military

confronting weak forces in Iraq
and Afghanistan, the Bush admin-
istration has been unable to mus-
ter public support to finance its
foreign policy; it has largely used
the national credit card.

And America’s enemies have
proliferated. No longer faced with
one giant military adversary, the
United States has been fighting
costly battles against minuscule
groups—Somalis, Serbs, Al
Qaeda—and losing equipment

and soldiers at a rate that is
unsustainable.

Globalization complicates
American foreign policy because it
seems to have exacerbated the
insecurities of modern capitalism.
When industrial capitalism swept
across the West in the late 19th
century, it created an urbanized
citizenry whose members were
vulnerable to nationalist, commu-
nist, and fascist appeals, Posen
says. Similarly, today’s globaliza-
tion is likely to increase the supply
of those who might be susceptible
to new troubadours of extremism.
The consensus policy of weighing
in on everything, everywhere, can-
not be maintained.

Posen proposes instead a
“grand strategy of restraint.” The
United States should abandon its
permanent land bases in Arab
countries while relentlessly pursu-
ing Al Qaeda, using its intelli-
gence services rather than the mil-
itary. It should be a genuine “good
guy” internationally, using its
great power to help—even more
than it has in the past—in disaster
relief and other humanitarian
interventions under careful
guidelines.

American leaders need to
develop a more measured view
of the risks of nuclear prolifer-
ation, Posen writes. “Without

The bickering over the

Iraq war has obscured the bigger
truth about U.S. foreign policy,
writes Barry R. Posen, a political
scientist at the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology. Since the
end of the Cold War the foreign-
policy establishment, though dif-
fering over details, has stood
solidly behind a “grand strategy”
of international activism. Now the
results are in: The experiment has
failed.

For nearly two decades, Demo-
crats and Republicans alike have
supported a policy of maintaining
America’s overwhelming military
superiority, using force under a
range of circumstances, employ-
ing extraordinary measures to
prevent countries from laying
their hands on nuclear weapons,
and trying to spread democracy.

The nation’s vast wealth and
technical know-how have tempted
policymakers to take action in
each of these areas almost simul-
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merable ethnic festivals and par-
ades, their settlement houses, the
huge City University of New York,
and their ethnic politics. If, as some
say, the Italians are yesterday’s new-
comers and today’s establishment,
maybe recent immigrants from

Latin America and Asia are the
“new Italians.” And with much of
the country’s media industry based
in New York City, what happens in
New York may not stay in New
York, but be subtly broadcast
throughout the country.

each—offer abundant opportunities
for ethnic representation.

New Yorkers pride themselves
on a tradition of successfully ab-
sorbing immigrants, Foner notes,
even if the story is not always quite
true. They are proud of their innu-
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Time for Plan B
T H E  S O U R C E :  “The Case for Restraint” by
Barry R. Posen, in American Interest,
Nov.–Dec. 2007.

Since the end of the
Cold War, the foreign-
policy establishment
has stood solidly
behind international
activism, but the exper-
iment has failed.



the promiscuous use of
preventive war, it will
not be possible to stop
all new nuclear weapons
programs,” but the “im-
perfect regime” of the
International Atomic
Energy Agency and non-
proliferation treaties can
slow them down and
provide intelligence
about their activities.
Emerging nuclear pow-
ers should be made to
worry that they might be
vulnerable to preemptive
nuclear attacks.

At the same time, the
United States should
encourage its “longtime
wards” to look after
themselves. It should
withdraw all its military
forces from Europe over
10 years and wean Israel
and Egypt from financial
assistance. Japan should
be nudged toward making itself
more “alliance-worthy” in Asia.

When the Cold War ended,
Posen writes, the nation’s leaders
gambled that good intentions,
great power, and action could
change both the international
and domestic politics of the world
in ways that would be advan-
tageous to the United States. Now
it is clear that “transformation is
unachievable, and costs are high.”
America’s new policy lodestars
should be: Conceive security
interests narrowly, use military
power stingily, pursue enemies
persistently, share responsibilities
equitably, and watch and wait.
Patiently.

wielded these weapons
experienced legendary
death rates. Traditional
flamethrowers are gone
from the new kind of war
being fought in Iraq, but
fatality rates there are still
vastly different from front
to rear, mission to mis-
sion, and rank to rank,
write Emily Buzzell, a
graduate of the University
of Pennsylvania now serv-
ing with AmeriCorps, and
Samuel H. Preston, a
demographer on the uni-
versity’s faculty.

Overall, the death rate
of military personnel in
Iraq is about four per
1,000 per year, roughly
three times that of Amer-
icans of similar age at
home. The Vietnam War
mortality rate among
American troops was
nearly 22 per 1,000, five

times that for the war in Iraq. The
ratio of dead to wounded in Iraq is
only about a third of what it was in
Southeast Asia because wounded
soldiers get faster and better care.

Reflecting the differences in ex-
posure to combat, the Marine
Corps death rate is double that of
the Army, nine times higher than
the Navy’s, and 23 times higher
than that of the Air Force. Among
all servicemembers, the greatest
danger in the war is faced by
Marine lance corporals.

Active Army forces are three
times more likely to die per
deployment than are members of
the Army Reserve. But Marines
are at very high risk regardless of
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Safer Than ’Nam

It didn’t take a creative

Hollywood scriptwriter to
manufacture the dangers of operat-
ing a flamethrower during World
War II. Lumbering across the
battlefield with 70 pounds of
weaponry strapped on their backs,
silhouetted like the cartoon charac-
ter SpongeBob SquarePants as they
sought to get close enough to incin-
erate their targets, the men who
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Musharraf ’s ATM
Why has the U.S. stayed with [President Pervez]

Musharraf long after it became evident that Pakistan

was not an effective partner? There was apparently a

belief that he was a truly outstanding leader. . . .

Thus, there was no thought of making our multi-

billion-dollar aid program conditional upon perform-

ance. So in effect we’ve wasted several billions of

dollars becoming Musharraf’s ATM machine,

allowing him to build up a military establishment that

was irrelevant to his (and our) real security threat,

yet presiding over an intensification of anti-American

feelings in Pakistan itself, and failing to provide

adequate aid to Pakistan’s failing social and

educational sectors.

—STEPHEN P. COHEN, author and senior

fellow at the Brookings Institution, at

www.brookings.edu (Nov. 5, 2007)

T H E  S O U R C E :  “Mortality of American
Troops in the Iraq War” by Emily Buzzell and
Samuel H. Preston, in Population and
Development Review, Sept. 2007.


