שלום רב,
להלן לקט מס' 56 (שקט בשש):
1. הסביבה המבצעית המשולבת ב- 2030 ומעבר - מחקר מתמשך שנערך בכוחות המשולבים ונמצא כטיוטה להערות ברשת. עדיין לא קראתי אבל אני בהחלט מתכוון.
2. TTCP - The Technical Cooperation Program: ארגון משותף לארה"ב, קנדה, אוסטרליה, בריטניה וניו-זילנד, הפעיל מזה 50 שנה ומונה היום 11 קבוצות עבודה, להבנתי ברמת המו"פ ופיתוח תפיסות חדשות. בין השאר, חברות בארגון נותנת לפעמים אישורי כניסה לסדנאות מסווגות של MORS, כמו לסדנה המעניינת הקרובה בנושא סיוע אנשי חק"ב למפקד המבצעי. צריך לקנא?  
3. ואם מדברים על כנסים וסדנאות:
· כנס AORS מס' 45 התקיים בתחילת החודש בארה"ב (כנס חק"ב שנתי של ה- ARMY), ומעניין לראות את התכנית והאבסטרקטים של הנושאים שהוצגו. לפי הרשימה, זה בהחלט כנס שכדאי להיות בו בשנה הבאה.
· מי שיזדרז (אמצע דצמ' ...) אולי יספיק להגיע לכנס מעניין בהולנד, בנושא Expeditionary Operations.
· [אורן] אנחנו כנראה נסתפק בסדנת תל אביב למדע וביטחון ב- 19/12 בנושא מלחמות א-סימטריות והמלחמה בלבנון.
4. [נצר] המלחמה על התודעה ותדמית הניצחון - האם יכול להיות שעיראק היא בעצם הצלחה? כתבה מהניו-יורק טיימס.
5. אוניברסיטת תל-אביב דורגה במקום ה- 21 בעולם, ובמקום ה- 5 מבין כל האוניברסיטאות מחוץ לארה"ב, במספר ואיכות הפטנטים שנרשמו בביוטכנולוגיה (ראה מאמר). מעבר להישג המקומי, אי אפשר שלא להתרשם מהדומיננטיות של ארה"ב. שער ה- $ נמצא היום בשפל של יותר מ- 5 שנים - אין כאן מגמות סותרות?
7. מחקר על בקטריה כמקור אנרגיה במימון מעבדות חיל האוויר האמריקאי:
6. Bioengineered fuel cells are bacteria capable of producing electrical energy simply through the process of consumption. Bacteria that serve as catalysts in the fuel cells can eat a variety of carbon-based wastes and materials such as glucose, lactose, and glycerol. In turn, the bioengineered fuel cells can convert food intake into electrical power.
7. [אבנטל] שקף מתוך בקרת אפקטים בעיראק.
8. [פלורין] 40 שנה של מעשי טבח פלשתיני (מאמר ב- OMEDIA - לקרוא, להבין, להשפיע ...).
9. דמוגרפיה - מגמות בירושלים. חבל שאין ניתוח גם בחלוקה לפי חילונים/חרדים, זה היה הופך את התוצאות לשחורות יותר ... הפרסום החדש הזכיר לי מאמר קודם של חלק מהמחברים - פער המיליון - שזכה לביקורת נוקבת ממר דמוגרפיה פרופ' ארנון סופר (לא מוצא כרגע את הלינק). לי יש הרגשה שהחברים כאן מכופפים את הדמוגרפיה לטובת האידיאולוגיה, אבל כל אחד ישאר בדעתו. בפרט התקשיתי להאמין איך סיפוח שטחים כולל 100,000 פלשתינאים יפתור את הבעיה בירושלים.
10. [אורן] על סבירות התקיפה האמריקאית באיראן, מאמר מהניו-יורקר שצוטט רבות בתקשורת הישראלית.
11. מרכז בגין-סאדאת למחקרים אסטרטגים מפרסם בנושאי ביטחון שונים, למשל "ישראל בחלל - היבטים אסטרטגיים" (סיכום הרצאות מיום עיון).
12. [אבנטל] חוות דעת מסווגת (?) של היועץ לביטחון לאומי בארה"ב על נשיא עיראק.
13. [גורדון] על הדילמות התקציביות של צה"ל - התייחסות שגם לא מקבלים אותה יש מקום להתייחס אליה כמאתגרת.
14. נחשו מה הוא סוחב (בין הפותרים נכונה יוגרל אקמול):


15.  [יאיר] : ולסיום, בדיחה ימית:
בחיל הים מחכים לצוללת שאף אחד לא  יודע מאין הגיעה. אחד המפקדים פוקד על חייל שלו לצלול ולבדוק של מי הצוללת.
החייל צולל, חוזר ואומר למפקד שלו : "של סינים." 
המפקד שואל אותו : "למה"? 
החייל עונה : "היה על הצוללת כתוביות ייצור בסינית." 
המפקד עונה : "אז מה, היום הכל מיוצר בסין!" 
"לך תצלול עוד פעם". 
החייל צולל, חוזר ואומר : "של אמריקאים". 
המפקד שואל :  "איך אתה יודע הפעם ? " 
החייל עונה : " שמתי אוזן על הדלת ושמעתי שמדברים אנגלית". 
המפקד כועס ואומר : "אז מה, היום מדברים בכל העולם אנגלית.צלול עוד פעם"! 
החייל שוב צולל, חוזר ואומר : "של כורדים". 
המפקד שואל : "הכיצד ידעת הפעם ?" 
החייל עונה : "דפקתי על הדלת, הם פתחו..."
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Op-Ed Contributors

The Wars of Perception

By DOMINIC JOHNSON and DOMINIC TIERNEY

IN January 1968, Americans turned on their televisions to find scenes of chaos and carnage as Vietnamese communists unleashed their surprise Tet offensive. It would go down in history as the greatest American battlefield defeat of the cold war. 

Twenty-five years later, in December 1992, the United States began a humanitarian intervention in Somalia that would be viewed as the most striking failure of the post-cold-war era. Then, in March 2003, American tanks charged across the dunes into Iraq, beginning, in the eyes of many Americans, the worst foreign policy debacle of the post-9/11 world. Tet, Somalia and Iraq: the three great post-World War II American defeats. 

Except that, remarkably, Tet and Somalia were not defeats. They were successes perceived as failures. Such stark divergence between perception and reality is common in wartime, when people’s beliefs about which side wins and which loses are often driven by psychological factors that have nothing to do with events on the battlefield. Tet and Somalia may, therefore, hold important lessons for Iraq.

The Tet offensive was an unmitigated disaster for the communists. Despite the advantages of surprise, the South Vietnamese insurgents, the Vietcong, failed to hold on to a single target in South Vietnam and suffered staggering losses. Of the 80,000 attackers, as many as half were killed in the first month alone, and the Vietcong never recovered. The United States had clearly won this round of the war.

Yet most Americans saw the Tet offensive as a failure for the United States. Approval of President Lyndon B. Johnson’s handling of the war slipped to a low of 26 percent. Before Tet, 58 percent of Americans described themselves as “hawks” who wanted to step up American military involvement in the war, while 26 percent described themselves as “doves” seeking to reduce it. Two months after Tet, doves narrowly outnumbered hawks. 

How did perceptions become so detached from reality? A key factor was overblown expectations. In the months before Tet, Johnson had begun a “progress campaign” to convince Americans that victory in Vietnam was just around the corner. Reams of statistics showed that infiltration rates were down and enemy casualties were up. And it worked. Public confidence ticked upwards. But after Johnson’s bullish rhetoric, Tet looked like a disaster. The scale and surprise of the offensive sent a shock wave through the American psyche. As Johnson’s former aide, Robert Koner, later recalled, “Boom, 40 towns get attacked, and they didn’t believe us anymore.” 

The illusion of defeat was heightened by two powerful symbolic events. First, the communists attacked the American Embassy in Saigon. It was one of the smallest-scale actions of the Tet offensive, but it captured America’s attention. The attackers had breached the pre-eminent symbol of the United States presence in South Vietnam: if the embassy wasn’t safe, nowhere was. News outlets reported that the embassy had been captured when in reality all of the attackers were soon lying dead in the courtyard. 

Gen. William Westmoreland, the commander of the American forces in Vietnam, held a press conference at the embassy to announce that Tet was an American victory. But behind the general, dead Vietcong were still being dragged away from the blood-spattered lawn. Reporters could scarcely believe what they were hearing. Said one: “Westmoreland was standing in the ruins and saying everything was great.” 

Second, Eddie Adams’s photograph of South Vietnam’s police chief executing a Vietcong captive in the street caused a sensation. After he fired the shot, the police chief told nearby reporters: “They killed many Americans and many of my men. Buddha will understand. Do you?” Back home in the United States, the image spoke powerfully of a brutal and unjust war. For some Americans, this image was the Tet offensive.

Finally, the American news media painted a picture of disaster in Vietnam. Even though communist forces incurred enormous losses, reporters often lauded their performance. As the Times war correspondent Peter Braestrup put it, “To have portrayed such a setback for one side as a defeat for the other — in a major crisis abroad — cannot be counted as a triumph for American journalism.”

A similar story later unfolded in Somalia. From 1992 to 1994, the American humanitarian intervention in Somalia saved the lives of more than 100,000 Somalis and cut the number of refugees in half, for the loss of 43 Americans. Back in the United States, however, this noble mission was widely viewed as the greatest foreign policy disaster since Vietnam. By October 1993, approval for President Bill Clinton’s handling of Somalia fell to 30 percent. Only 25 percent of Americans viewed the intervention as a success, and 66 percent saw it as a failure. 

Like Tet, the mission in Somalia suffered from overblown expectations. Intervening in an anarchical, war-ridden country was bound to be difficult. But early efforts to provide food and security in Somalia went so well that the project looked deceptively easy. The American public and news media lost interest — until early October 1993, when American soldiers were killed in the infamous “Black Hawk Down” battle in Mogadishu.

With echoes of Saigon in 1968, powerful images of the Mogadishu battle pushed Americans towards a perception of defeat. Press coverage was dominated by pictures of the captured pilot, Michael Durant, and mutilated American corpses, often with the tagline of America’s “humiliation.” Journalists tended to ignore the bigger picture, in this case large pro-American demonstrations in Somalia and successful efforts to save lives and restore order outside of the capital. 

Memories of Vietnam, and fears of getting bogged down in another messy quagmire, also promoted perceptions of failure. In October 1993, 62 percent of Americans thought that the intervention in Somalia “could turn into another Vietnam,” even after Mr. Clinton announced that America was pulling soldiers out of Somalia, and at a time when American casualties were a thousand times lower than in Vietnam. 

What does this mean for Iraq? At the least, Tet and Somalia suggest we should be very careful before concluding that Iraq is a defeat. There is real evidence of failure, especially the escalating sectarian violence. But our perceptions are nevertheless easily manipulated. Iraq looks like a defeat in part because the Bush administration fell into the same trap as President Johnson: raising expectations of imminent victory by declaring “mission accomplished” before the real work had even begun. And as with Somalia, fighting shadowy insurgents in Iraq while propping up a weak government engenders negative memories of Vietnam.

Perceptions of success and failure can change the course of history. Reeling from the supposed disaster at Tet, the United States began to withdraw. Memories of “failure” in Somalia were a major reason — perhaps the major reason — that the United States did nothing to stop the genocide in Rwanda in 1994. If Iraq is perceived as a failure, it is only a matter of time before America pulls out, leaving who-knows-what behind. With the stakes so high, Americans must be certain that their perception of failure in Iraq is not a mirage. 

Dominic Johnson, a fellow at the Woodrow Wilson School of Public and International Affairs at Princeton, and Dominic Tierney, an assistant professor of political science at Swarthmore, are the authors of “Failing to Win: Perceptions of Victory and Defeat in International Politics.”

Text of U.S. Security Adviser’s Iraq Memo

Following is the text of a Nov. 8 memorandum prepared for cabinet-level officials by Stephen J. Hadley, the national security adviser, and his aides on the National Security Council. The five-page document, classified secret, was read and transcribed by The New York Times.
We returned from Iraq convinced we need to determine if Prime Minister Maliki is both willing and able to rise above the sectarian agendas being promoted by others. Do we and Prime Minister Maliki share the same vision for Iraq? If so, is he able to curb those who seek Shia hegemony or the reassertion of Sunni power? The answers to these questions are key in determining whether we have the right strategy in Iraq.

Maliki reiterated a vision of Shia, Sunni, and Kurdish partnership, and in my one-on-one meeting with him, he impressed me as a leader who wanted to be strong but was having difficulty figuring out how to do so. Maliki pointed to incidents, such as the use of Iraqi forces in Shia Karbala, to demonstrate his even hand. Perhaps because he is frustrated over his limited ability to command Iraqi forces against terrorists and insurgents, Maliki has been trying to show strength by standing up to the coalition. Hence the public spats with us over benchmarks and the Sadr City roadblocks.

Despite Maliki’s reassuring words, repeated reports from our commanders on the ground contributed to our concerns about Maliki’s government. Reports of nondelivery of services to Sunni areas, intervention by the prime minister’s office to stop military action against Shia targets and to encourage them against Sunni ones, removal of Iraq’s most effective commanders on a sectarian basis and efforts to ensure Shia majorities in all ministries — when combined with the escalation of Jaish al-Mahdi’s (JAM) [the Arabic name for the Mahdi Army] killings — all suggest a campaign to consolidate Shia power in Baghdad.

While there does seem to be an aggressive push to consolidate Shia power and influence, it is less clear whether Maliki is a witting participant. The information he receives is undoubtedly skewed by his small circle of Dawa advisers, coloring his actions and interpretation of reality. His intentions seem good when he talks with Americans, and sensitive reporting suggests he is trying to stand up to the Shia hierarchy and force positive change. But the reality on the streets of Baghdad suggests Maliki is either ignorant of what is going on, misrepresenting his intentions, or that his capabilities are not yet sufficient to turn his good intentions into action.

Steps Maliki Could Take

There is a range of actions that Maliki could take to improve the information he receives, demonstrate his intentions to build an Iraq for all Iraqis and increase his capabilities. The actions listed below are in order of escalating difficulty and, at some point, may require additional political and security resources to execute, as described on Page 3 of this memo. Maliki should:

¶Compel his ministers to take small steps — such as providing health services and opening bank branches in Sunni neighborhoods — to demonstrate that his government serves all ethnic communities;

¶Bring his political strategy with Moktada al-Sadr to closure and bring to justice any JAM actors that do not eschew violence;

¶Shake up his cabinet by appointing nonsectarian, capable technocrats in key service (and security) ministries;

¶Announce an overhaul of his own personal staff so that “it reflects the face of Iraq”;

¶Demand that all government workers (in ministries, the Council of Representatives and his own offices) publicly renounce all violence for the pursuit of political goals as a condition for keeping their positions;

¶Declare that Iraq will support the renewal of the U.N. mandate for multinational forces and will seek, as appropriate, to address bilateral issues with the United States through a SOFA [status of forces agreement] to be negotiated over the next year;

¶Take one or more immediate steps to inject momentum back into the reconciliation process, such as a suspension of de-Baathification measures and the submission to the Parliament or “Council of Representatives” of a draft piece of legislation for a more judicial approach;

¶Announce plans to expand the Iraqi Army over the next nine months; and

¶Declare the immediate suspension of suspect Iraqi police units and a robust program of embedding coalition forces into MOI [Ministry of the Interior] units while the MOI is revetted and retrained.

What We Can Do to Help Maliki

If Maliki is willing to move decisively on the actions above, we can help him in a variety of ways. We should be willing to:

¶Continue to target Al Qaeda and insurgent strongholds in Baghdad to demonstrate the Shia do not need the JAM to protect their families — and that we are a reliable partner;

¶Encourage Zal [Zalmay Khalilzad, the American ambassador] to move into the background and let Maliki take more credit for positive developments. (We want Maliki to exert his authority — and demonstrate to Iraqis that he is a strong leader — by taking action against extremists, not by pushing back on the United States and the Coalition.);

¶Continue our diplomatic efforts to keep the Sunnis in the political process by pushing for the negotiation of a national compact and by talking up provincial council elections next spring/summer as a mechanism for Sunni empowerment;

¶Support his announcement to expand the Iraqi Army and reform the MOI more aggressively;

¶Seek ways to strengthen Maliki immediately by giving him additional control over Iraqi forces, although we must recognize that in the immediate time frame, we would likely be able to give him more authority over existing forces, not more forces;

¶Continue to pressure Iran and Syria to end their interference in Iraq, in part by hitting back at Iranian proxies in Iraq and by Secretary Rice holding an Iraq-plus-neighbors meeting in the region in early December; and

¶Step up our efforts to get Saudi Arabia to take a leadership role in supporting Iraq by using its influence to move Sunni populations in Iraq out of violence into politics, to cut off any public or private funding provided to the insurgents or death squads from the region and to lean on Syria to terminate its support for Baathists and insurgent leaders.

Augmenting Maliki’s Political and Security Capabilities

The above approach may prove difficult to execute even if Maliki has the right intentions. He may simply not have the political or security capabilities to take such steps, which risk alienating his narrow Sadrist political base and require a greater number of more reliable forces. Pushing Maliki to take these steps without augmenting his capabilities could force him to failure — if the Parliament removes him from office with a majority vote or if action against the Mahdi militia (JAM) causes elements of the Iraqi Security Forces to fracture and leads to major Shia disturbances in southern Iraq. We must also be mindful of Maliki’s personal history as a figure in the Dawa Party — an underground conspiratorial movement — during Saddam’s rule. Maliki and those around him are naturally inclined to distrust new actors, and it may take strong assurances from the United States ultimately to convince him to expand his circle of advisers or take action against the interests of his own Shia coalition and for the benefit of Iraq as a whole.

If it is Maliki’s assessment that he does not have the capability — politically or militarily — to take the steps outlined above, we will need to work with him to augment his capabilities. We could do so in two ways. First, we could help him form a new political base among moderate politicians from Sunni, Shia, Kurdish and other communities. Ideally, this base would constitute a new parliamentary bloc that would free Maliki from his current narrow reliance on Shia actors. (This bloc would not require a new election, but would rather involve a realignment of political actors within the Parliament). In its creation, Maliki would need to be willing to risk alienating some of his Shia political base and may need to get the approval of Ayatollah Sistani for actions that could split the Shia politically. Second, we need to provide Maliki with additional forces of some kind.

This approach would require that we take steps beyond those laid out above, to include:

¶Actively support Maliki in helping him develop an alternative political base. We would likely need to use our own political capital to press moderates to align themselves with Maliki’s new political bloc;

¶Consider monetary support to moderate groups that have been seeking to break with larger, more sectarian parties, as well as to support Maliki himself as he declares himself the leader of his bloc and risks his position within Dawa and the Sadrists; and

¶Provide Maliki with more resources to help build a nonsectarian national movement.

• If we expect him to adopt a nonsectarian security agenda, we must ensure he has reasonably nonsectarian security institutions to execute it — such as through a more robust embedding program.

• We might also need to fill the current four-brigade gap in Baghdad with coalition forces if reliable Iraqi forces are not identified.

Moving Ahead

We should waste no time in our efforts to determine Maliki’s intentions and, if necessary, to augment his capabilities. We might take the following steps immediately:

¶Convince Maliki to deliver on key actions that might reassure Sunnis (open banks and direct electricity rebuilding in Sunni areas, depoliticize hospitals);

¶Tell Maliki that we understand that he is working his own strategy for dealing with the Sadrists and that:

• you have asked General Casey to support Maliki in this effort

• it is important that we see some tangible results in this strategy soon;

¶Send your personal representative to Baghdad to discuss this strategy with Maliki and to press other leaders to work with him, especially if he determines that he must build an alternative political base;

¶Ask Casey to develop a plan to empower Maliki, including:

• Formation of National Strike Forces

• Dramatic increase in National Police embedding

• More forces under Maliki command and control

¶Ask Secretary of Defense and General Casey to make a recommendation about whether more forces are need in Baghdad;

¶Ask Secretary of Defense and General Casey to devise a more robust embedding plan and a plan to resource it;

¶Direct your cabinet to begin an intensive press on Saudi Arabia to play a leadership role on Iraq, connecting this role with other areas in which Saudi Arabia wants to see U.S. action;

¶If Maliki seeks to build an alternative political base:

• Press Sunni and other Iraqi leaders (especially Hakim) [Abdul Aziz al-Hakim, the leader of the Supreme Council for the Islamic Revolution in Iraq, a Maliki rival] to support Maliki

• Engage Sistani to reassure and seek his support for a new nonsectarian political movement.

‏29 נובמבר, 2006
ד"ר שמואל גורדון

מבט אישי 196: הדילמות התקציביות של צה"ל

צה"ל חייב לגבש מדיניות כוללת להקצאת משאבים כדי לא להפסיד את שנת התקציב 2007 עקב תהליכים ביורוקרטיים ארוכים וחשש מהחלטות אמיצות. 

לאחר מלחמה כמו מלחמת לבנון השניה, יש להפיק לקחים, לעצב אסטרטגיה מעודכנת, ולפיה לבנות את תקציב הביטחון ןלהקצות את המשאבים המוגבלים. אולם עקב הצורך לעצב את תקציב הביטחון כמעט מיד, אין זמן להמתין עד שצה"ל יעצב דוקטרינה מעודכנת שמשמעותה עשויה להיות שינוי משמעותי במבנה הצבא ובהקצאת המשאבים.

לאחרונה הודיע שר הביטחון על הקצאת משאבים לשתי מטרות מנוגדות לחלוטין. האחת משמעותה לחזק את צבא העבר והשניה לפתח מערכות-נשק חדישות עבור צבא העתיד. האם החליט משרד הביטחון לא להחליט? הקצאה אחת נבונה ומובנת היא לפיתוח מערכת-נשק להגנה מפני רקטות וטילים. אין מי שיתנגד לה ולכן לא אכביר מלים עליה. מדינה שרוצה וחייבת להגן על אזרחיה אמורה להקצות את המשאבים הדרושים לפיתוח אמצעים להגנה ולסיכול האיום האזורי החמור ביותר בשנים הקרובות.

החלטה שניה שאיננה מובנת לחלוטין היא להמשיך לייצר ולפתח את טנק המרכבה. לשם מה? הרי יש לנו מאות טנקים מרכבה מדגמים שונים. המרכבה איננו טנק כל יכול כפי שפיטמו אותנו בהצהרות במשך שנים.  הוא פגיע, הוא כבד וגדול מדי לשטחים הררייים, ואין צורך בגידול כמותי. בעתון זה – TheMarker - פורסמה סדרת מאמרים לפני המלחמה, על מערכות לא-חיוניות שצה"ל רוכש ומפתח. ביניהן המרכבה, מסוק ה"שרף", ומערכת "צבא יבשה דיגיטלי – צי"ד" שאינה מותאמת לצבא העתיד. אומר בזהירות כי מערכת "צי"ד" בחיתוליה, או "מסכי הפלזמה" בלשון העם, היתה אחד הגורמים לתופעה שמפקדים התיצבו מאחור ולא התקדמו יחד עם חייליהם. באופן לא מפתיע, מערכות אלו לא עמדו בציפיות, לא הובילו את הלחימה, ומערכות אחרות "כבשו" את שדה הקרב.  

לא עברו יומיים מפרסום ההחלטה וכבר הופיעה בתקשורת הודעה נוספת. כדי שטנק המרכבה ימלא טוב יותר את משימותיו יוכנס בו שיפור גדול – מושבים מרופדים. לא להאמין. השאלה כרגע אינה האם צריך שריון אלא לאיזה יעד להקצות משאבים שאינם? ובכן, נקודת התורפה שעלולה למנוע את אוגדות השריון להתקדם במהירות ליעדן היא הרגישות לטילי קורונט וחבריהם. שומה על זרוע היבשה, שיש בה אנשים נבונים מאוד, להסיט תקציבים למיגון אקטיבי של צי הטנקים. עלות של טנק מרכבה אחד מספיקה למגן כ-10 טנקים קיימים. בעלות של ייצור גדוד מרכבות אפשר למגן אוגדה שלמה. ברור להיכן צריך ללכת הכסף.

מודרניזציה של צה"ל אין פירושה רק פיתוח מערכות עתידיות. לעתים תת-מערכות ואמצעים לכאורה משניים עשויים ליצור מכפילי-כוח. הבה נלמד מאויבינו, שמצטיידים בנשק רקטי די פרימיטיבי ומצליחים להפוך את חיי תושבי שדרות לגיהנום, ואת תושבי הצפון לבני-ערובה. 

החלטות צה"ל משקפות אי-גיבוש מדיניות ברורה וקוהרנטית להעדפת תפיסה אחת על פני חברתה. במידה שהחלטות תקציביות ימשיכו להיקבע ללא מדיניות, נצא קרחים מכאן ומכאן. ישנן כמה סוגיות מרכזיות שיש לדון בהן כגון סוגיית "התקציב הנוסף", סוגיית שקיפות תקציב הביטחון, וסוגיית "מלחמה בקיץ". כולן שלובות זו בזו, ומשפיעות זו על זו. יש לקוות שצה"ל יגבש מדיניות כוללת כדי לא לאבד את שנת התקציב 2007 עקב חשש מהחלטות אמיצות ותהליכים ביורוקרטיים ארוכים מדי 
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