
DoD News: Ask the U.S. Commander in Iraq, BBC

            The Bush administration and Bush himself said about certain Iraqis should be taken dead or alive 
and I think it's this intent itself to not distinguish between Iraqi persons being dead or alive that is the 
problem here. Is it not so, sir, that to act in tune with the intention of the supreme commander is every 
officer's responsibility - is that not so?

            Bridget Kendall:  General Kimmitt.

            General Kimmitt:  Yeah, I'm afraid I didn't hear the question that well would you please repeat it?

            Steiner Almelid:  Yes. My point is that an officer has to conduct his business in line with the 
intention of his commander and also in line with the intention of the supreme commander. And the 
supreme commander in this case being the political leadership in Washington. So is that not so?

            General Kimmitt:  Oh it's absolutely so. We have a clear chain of command, for example, in the 
American military - General Sanchez answers to General Abizaid, General Abizaid to the Secretary of 
Defence and the Secretary of Defence to the President. Our orders come directly from the President 
down to the individual soldier. Everything we do here has a military component but it also has political 
intent behind it.

            Steiner Almelid:  Indeed, and that's what I have perceived and I'm not saying I have perceived an 
intention from the political level that is highly unfortunate for the US military and the Iraqi people - the 
intent coming out publicly - and I don't know what has come out through your line of command - but 
what has come out publicly is clearly in disrespect with human life, the Iraqi life, American life as well 
because response from Iraq as we see now is that when the Americans conduct a war that it's in itself is 
the disrespect of Iraqi life then you get some feedback, and you claim every feedback, every action back 
to you is like a terrorist act that should be condemned to the strongest while your actions are correct.

            Well I say that you went into this war citing specific reason for waging the war and then you 
have changed the arguments when the declared Iraqi threat did not exist. And this is lack of 
responsibility that the US now, as the only supreme power or superpower, should have. I mean you 
should have more international awareness.

            Before the war there were polls conducted in more countries than ever. Eighty six countries were 
polled outside the US and in 84 of them there was a majority against this war. I personally did not want 
to see any Iraqi or any American dead unnecessarily and it seems to have been the majority view in 84 
countries of 86 polled.

            Bridget Kendall:  Let's give General Kimmitt a chance to respond to that.

General Kimmitt:  Well I think it's probably important not to ask the question - how did we get here - 
but what are we doing now that we're here. Right now the military has a very simple purpose - to 
provide a safe and secure environment for the people of Iraq, so that the passing of governance to the 
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