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The Coalition Provisional Authority (CPA) in Iraq sometimes improvises in violation of international law and in avarice of Iraqi national resources. These policies are implemented deceitfully and without any accountability from the Security Council or the Secretary General of the United Nations. The UN, in this sense, should do more. Its excuse is its absence from the scene, but this does not justify inaction; because the haphazard laws that are enforced by the CPA are publicly known. The Secretary General has only hinted on these infringements. He probably will not discuss them during his upcoming meeting with the Iraqi ruling council next Monday, yet it is the United Nations' duty to dwell on such issues instead of focusing solely on its political role. The date of elections and its conditions and writing the constitution are surely important topics, but economic laws and Iraqi national resources are also essential and imperative.

The upcoming meeting will discuss the desired role of the United Nations in Iraq according to the ruling council and the CPA. The meeting's aim is clarification, though its conclusion is likely to be ambiguous and its priorities contradictory; for the three parties do not have an honest and trustworthy relation between them. The Secretary General wants to play a role in Iraq but is wary of it; particularly because he realizes that the American administration would only allow him a complementary role to that of the ruling council. Yet, the United Nations will not only be held accountable for its absence from Iraq but also for its presence; that is the dilemma.

Some within the ruling council have requested the United Nations' 'supervision' of the relation between the ruling council and the CPA and have asked for 'advice' even on the security relation between them. However, the United Nations will not interfere in the divisions between members of the ruling council, nor is it willing to be a mediator between the council and the CPA. Critics consider this avoidance of helping the Iraqis in determining their relation with the CPA as a neglect of Iraq. The aid that the Secretary General wants to offer is in the preparation for the elections and the writing of the constitution. Kofi Annan is keen on two issues: first, expressing his opinion that elections cannot be held before the end of June, and second, supporting the 5th of November agreement. Consequently, his opinion came as if in opposition to Ayatollah Ali Al Sistani's, who insists of holding elections, and in accordance to the position of the American plan. Holding public elections will not be feasible because of the time limit of the American presidential elections. Yet, the concept of holding indirect elections is a bad idea. In fact, what actually took place was that the Secretary General undermined Sistani's position without offering any alternative to the American plan of appointing a temporary government. The Secretary General might suggest some ideas in the upcoming meeting but he will probably not upset the American schedule; especially that he needs American security as he prepares to return his international staff to Iraq.

Some of the pressure exerted on the United Nations is American, and some is Iraqi. The Iraqi considerations are contradictory, while the UN international staff do not want to risk their lives for a war they did not support. Kofi Annan in sailing amidst these pressures. Yet, Iraq needs some risky and adventurous decisions. On the other hand, the Secretary General is not responsible for preventing Iraq's partition, or its sectarian struggles. These responsibilities are the Iraqis' to handle.

Nobody can blame the Kurds, who seek to take advantage of an historic chance to establish a Kurdish state. Yet, they have two choices; one is an independent state without Kirkuk, surrounded by Syria, Turkey and Iran. The other is a Kurdish self-governing entity under a federal system in a strong and civil state. The Kurds should also avoid falling in the trap of promises. The same goes for Shiites, because these promises only lead to sectarian struggles and Iraqi division.

The American civil governor in Iraq, Paul Bremer, has finally issued new laws that pertain to a 'free Iraqi economy,' which gave foreign investors the right to own, entirely, Iraqi companies. This ownership used to be forbidden under the former Iraqi law and constitution, which restricted these rights to Iraqi and Arab nationals. This issue is a grand violation of the Iraqi rights of ownership and liberates foreign corporations from the obligation of investing profits in Iraq. In addition, the Coalition (or Occupation) Provisional Authority has declared plans to sell 150 out of 200 corporations formerly owned by the Iraqi government. This violates international law, which prohibits occupation authorities of controlling the occupied country's national resources and forbids changing national laws.

In this specific field, the United Nations and the Secretary General have a major responsibility. Regardless of whether the United Nations returns to Iraq to help in the elections and the constitution or not, it will still have a moral and legal responsibility to be vigilant when it comes to an occupied country's national resources, economic future and people's rights.
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