THE RETURN OF UNITED NATIONS TO IRAQ, AND KIRKUK

By Ziyat Köprülü

The United Nations, carrying out various relief campaigns in northern Iraq since 1991, had decided to withdraw altogether from Iraq after the bombing of central Baghdad in 2003. Since its withdrawal, the UN has not shown any tendency to return to the country despite the efforts of many segments in the country. 

Since the abolition of the Saddam administration, the Turkmen and their various political organizations have tried to articulate the strategic importance of Kirkuk, not only for Iraq or Turkmens but also in terms of regional peace. They demanded that UN must establish an office in this city. Yet, these requests have neither been fulfilled nor replied. An international team has not even been sent to the region to conduct research. As it is known, the UN has neither played any part in the elections held in Iraq.

Then again, ensuring the territorial unity and sovereignty of Iraq and maintaining peace and security for everyone without drawing any distinctions, is the foremost aim and thus among the duties of the UN. This organization cannot solve the Iraqi problem by remaining aloof from Iraq and by observing the developments in the country from a distance and/or gathering to take decisions from time to time. Regarding the post invasion developments of the past five years or so, UN should been aware of the necessity to pay direct attention to the reconstruction of Iraq in every field. World countries who are members and contributors in different ways to the UN feel the necessity to be motivated by a strong and impartial organization and therefore obviously expect UN support in times when they are in need the most. The last thing the countries expect from the UN is to leave them to their own with their problems. 

United Nations Organization, while ensuring the security of nations, naturally has to consider the safety of its own personnel. However, it should not be forgotten that this organization is no ordinary organization! It drives its power from 192 countries and it represents a force uniting all countries just like its name. Therefore, it should be worthy of it. World’s biggest organization which the wronged and the oppressed eye with hope, rather than running away from problems, must on the contrary, be right in the core. If it cannot show presence in regions when people are in need the most and in most sensitive areas, it will not only cause disillusionment among all deprived, impoverished and needy people but also will loose respect. And the only beneficiary from this would be the destructive, opportunist ones who harbor ill intentions for mankind. 

Looking at the picture from the bright side, the idea of UN to return to Iraq is a pleasant development. However, with Iraq’s countless sensitive and needy regions, the establishment of a UN office in Arbil in November 28, 2007 is quite strange. This attitude should not be interpreted as being against the establishment of an office in Arbil. However, in a situation when there are certain priorities in the country, an office in Arbil is viewed incomprehensible when one expects an office to be established in sensitive locations such as Kirkuk, Mosul and Al-Anbar. We hope that UN Secretary General’s Special Envoy to Iraq Staffan de Mistura has listened carefully to what Regional Administration officer had to say regarding Kirkuk in the opening ceremony of the office. We hope that Special Envoy realized why this office needs to be opened in Kirkuk without delay and included these issues in his report to the Secretary General. The Special Envoy had mentioned in his speech in Arbil the possibility of opening offices in Basra and Al-Anbar cities.

In any way, we take UN decision to return to Iraq as a positive development and hope it takes into account Iraq’s priorities.

Reasserting this wish to the world public, we would like to draw this article to the attention of UN Secretary General Mr. Ban Ki Moon. 

